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PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES , 

In  the  Second  Session  of  the  F  ourteenth 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Ore  at 
Britain  and  Ireland,  appointed  to  meet  11  Novem- 
ber,    1841,   AND   FROM    thence   CONTINUED   TILL   3   FEBRUARY, 

IN  THE   Fifth  Year  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


SIXTH  AND  LAST  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  12,  1842. 

BiLU.     2*'  Dnin^e  (Ireland)  i  CbariteUe 
(Intend). 
CmmmUltd  amd  JhyoiTMdL— Perth  PriMD. 

oT  yodng  (Dublin  Univentty). 
:— 5tock  in  Trade;    Sudbary  Diaflran- 
,i  Witnwaw  Indemnity. 

Cambudang  and  MuirUrlc  Roads  (No.  2). 
Jkjptfrind.— London  Bridge  and  Royal  Exchange  Ave- 
Bank  of  England  (specially) ;   London 
OiMBwicfa  Railway  (No.  S). 

».  From  G.  WaltcTj  for  placing  the 
I  of  GraYity  in  Railway  Carriages  as  low  as  possible. 
~^0ie  Eari  of  Radnor,  the  Earl  of  Galloway,  and  Lord 
LytdetoB,  ftom  Collicn  of  T<oanhfd  and  their  fiunilies, 
EdfarfMii^,  Brimstang,  the  Guardians  of  Dudley  Union, 
Cofficrs  of  BannoddMm,  and  Greenyard  Collieries,  and 
if  Tmliiisiis  under  SI  yean  of  age  in  the  Staflbrdahire 
CeOkriea  BUI,  i^inst  the  Mines  and  Collieries  BilL^By 
Lotd  Brougham,  the  Earl  of  Wicklow,  Lord  Monteagle, 
and  tfw  Earl  of  Stanhope,  ftom  Coal  Miners  and  others 
of  DfsUuii»  of  the  Bantaskine  and  CaHwidar  Mines  near 
Rsikiik*  and  hi  the  oounty  of  Lanark>  for  the  Mines  and 
r^iHi^rt^  Bin.— By  the  MarqueM  of  Londonderry,  the 
of  Scarborough,  Lord  Dunmoie,  ftom  Owners, 
Ooenpien  of  Mines  in  the  South  District  of 
Strffcsd*  aad  the  West  Riding  of  York,  to  be  heard  by 
the  Mbiei  and  Collieries  BilL— From  the 
of  die  Shropshire  District,  i^nst  the 
iMiiicfting  the  Time  of  Employment  of  Male  Per- 
nns  mdar  the  age  of  Thirteen.— By  Lord  Redesdale, 
ftom  BJiBihigham,  tot  ttie  Better  Regulation  of  their 
PioHee  fteee,  and  that  they  may  speedily  be  relieved  ftxMn 
the  psMsnt  Charter  of  Inoorpoiation.— From  Sudbury. 

VOULXV.    {SJSi) 


against  the  Sudbury  Disfranchisement  BilL— From  the 
Inhabitants  and  ProprieCon  of  Lands  flooded  and  ix^ured 
in  various  parts  of  Ulster,  against  the  Drainage  (Irdand) 
BilL— From  Several  Individuals,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
Bankrupt  Law. 

MINES  AND  COLLIERIES.]  The 
Marquess  of  Londonderry  having 
presented  several  petitions  against  the 
Bill  on  their  Lordships'  Table,  for  the 
regulation  of  Employment  in  Mines  and 
Collieries,  proceeded  to  9ay,  that  the  last 
petition  from  a  number  of  coal-owners  in 
the  counties  of  Northumberland  and  Dur- 
ham, assembled  at  Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
and  disclaimed  in  the  strongest  and  most 
distinct  manner,  having  been  parties  to 
any  arrangement  or  compromise  with  re- 
spect to  this  bill.  He  believed,  that  the 
promoters  of  this  bill  owed  a  great  deal  of 
the  support  it  had  received  to  the  notion, 
that  the  coal-owners  of  Durham  and  Nor- 
thumberland had  agreed  to  one  part  of  the 
bill.  He  had  heard  of  compromises  with 
respect  to  election  petitions,  and  seats  in 
Parliament,  but,  for  the  first  time,  he 
heard  it  asserted,  that  a  compromise  could 
take  place  in  which  one  of  the  parties  not 
only  would  not  agree  to  the  arrangement, 
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Mines  and  Collieries.  {LORDS} 


Mines  and  Collieries, 


bat  were  altogether  opposed  to  it,  and 
protested  against  it.  It  had  been  said, 
that  Mr.  Buddie,  his  agent,  had,  on  the 
part  of  the  coal-owners,  met  Lord  Ashley, 
and  had  been  (as  we  understood)  a  party 
to  the  compromise.  Now,  Mr.  Buddie 
had  written  to  him,  denying  that  be  had 
been  a  party  to  any  such  compromise, 
or  that  he  had  been  authorised  to  enter 
into  any  compromise.  The  fact  was,  Mr. 
Buddie  was  coming  up  to  town  upon 
business,  and  the  coal-owners  had  thought 
that  they  might  take  that  opportunity  of 
allowing  Mr.  Buddie  to  call  on  Lord 
Ashley,  and  explain  the  views  they  enter- 
tained with  respect  to  this  bill.  But  they 
had  not  authorised  Mr.  Buddie  to  enter 
into  any  compromise  or  arrangement 
whatever,  neither  had  he  done  so.  As 
much  misconception  prevailed  on  the  sub* 
ject,  he  had  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Buddie,  explaining  his  part  in  the  tran 
action,  and  which  letter  he  would  no^* 
read  : 

"  Pansher  Colliery ,  9th  July,  1842. 

*'  My  Lord — I  have  the  honour  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt  of  your  Lordship's  letter  of 
yesterday,  and,  in  answer  to  your  Lordship's 
inquiry,  I  beg  to  state  that  I  was  not  '  on  the 
part  of  the  coal-owners  of  Durham  and  Nor- 
thumberland,  authorised  and  instructed  to 
make  a  compromise,  and  gain  the  hest  terms 
I  could y  upon  which  the  opposition  of  the 
coal -owners  of  the  north  was  to  be  withdrawn.' 
The  following  are  the  fiicts  of  the  case. 

"  I  happened  to  be  going  to  London  on 
your  Lordship's  business,  of  which  the  com- 
mittee availed  themselves  to  request  me  to 
confer  with  your  Lordship,  Mr.  Bell,  Mr. 
Lambton,  and  other  Members,  for  the  purpose 
of  endeavouring  to  induce  liord  Ashley  to 
accede  to  their  unanimous  wish,  for  ten  years 
to  be  the  ininiraun  age  of  the  trappers^  and 
eighteen  that  of  the  brake  or  engine  men. 

*^  This,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  was 
the  extent  of  my  instructions  ;  but  I  have 
written  to  the  clerk,  at  the  coal-lrade  office, 
to  send  your  Lordship  a  copy  of  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  committee,  containin^r  those  in- 
structions, which  will  show  the  extent  of  my 
instructions  on  the  occasion*  I  bad  a  private 
interview  with  Lord  Ashley  on  the  18th  of 
June,  at  his  Lordship's  house,  in  Upper  Brook- 
street.  His  Lordship  received  me  with  the 
utmost  courtesy,  and  discussed  the  subject  of 
my  visit  in  the  most  candid  and  open  manner. 

*'  His  Lordship  was  very  firm  in  his  opinion 
that  boys  should  not  be  sent  down  the  pits  till 
they  were  thirteen  years  old.  1  urged  that 
ten  should  be  the  standard  ;  and,  after  consi« 
derable  discussion,  his  Lordship  intimated, 
that  he  might  probably   concede  the   point, 


provided  the  day's  work  were  limited  to  six 
hours,  or  that  the  boys  should  only  work  three 
days  of  twelve  hours  each  in  the  week. 

*'  I  told  his  Lordship,  that  I  was  not  au- 
thorised to  take  upon  myself  the  responsibility 
of  making  such  a  compromise  :  and,  there- 
fore, begged  his  Lordship  to  leave  the  matter 
open,  till  the  meeting  with  Messrs.  Bell  and 
Lambton,  and  other  Members,  which  had  been 
previously  appointed  to  take  place  at  the 
House  of  Commons. 

"  I  attended  this  meeting  on  the  20th  of 
June,  at  which  were  present,  to  the  best  of 
my  recollection.  Lords  Wharncliife,  Ashley, 
and  Lord  Henry  Vane,  with  Messrs.  Bell, 
Bowes,  Liddell,  Lambton,  Losh,  Granger,  and 
Brotherton.  Much  discussion  took  place,  and 
the  parties  present  ultimately  agreed  to  accept 
the  conditions  conceded  by  Lord  Ashley,  viz., 
to  limit  the  age  to  ten  years  for  boys  to  be 
sent  into  the  pits,  and  that  they  should  be  li* 
mited  to  three  days  in  tlie  week,  to  be 
wrought  alternately.  Engine  men  not  to  be 
entrusted  with  human  life  before  they  arrive 
at  the  age  of  twenty-one,  but  no  limitation  of 
age  for  their  superannuation  was  Axed. 

**  On  returning  to  the  North,  I  found  tlie 
above  compromise  not  at  all  satisfactory  either 
to  the  committee  or  the  body  of  coal-owners 
generally,  especially  as  to  the  alternate  days 
working  of  the  boys,  which  will  be  attended 
with  many  practical  difficulties.  And  there 
are  other  objectionable  points  in  the  Bill,  as 
limiting  the  time  for  the  *  employment  of  any 
such  male  person  to  one  month  after  the  pas- 
sing of  this  Act.'  And  for  the  prohibiting  of 
such  male  person  from  being  employed,  during 
one  and  the  same  week,  in  more  than  one 
mine  or  colliery,  unless  the  mine  or  colliery, 
in  which  he  shall  be  employed,  shall  belong  to 
the  same  owner. 

*'The  appointment  of  inspectors  under- 
ground is  also  very  objectionable,  and  the 
penalties  for  offences  against  the  act  are  con- 
sidered to  be  too  high.  For  these  reasons, 
and  other  considerations,  the  body  of  coal- 
owners  are  desirous  that  more  time  should  be 
allowed  for  deliberation,  and  that  the  Bill 
should  not  be  hurried  through  Parliament 
this  Session. 

*'  The  petition  presented  by  your  Lordship 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  was,  I  believe,  for- 
warded  to  your  Lordship  from  Newcastle,  on 
the  11th  of  June,  and  a  similar  petition  was 
at  the  same  time  sent  to  Mr.  Bell,  to  present 
it  to  the  House  of  Commons. — I  have  the 
honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  your  Lordship's  roost 
obedient  faithful  servant, 

^  JouN  BunDLE. 

*'  The  Marquess  of  Londonderry,  Ice.  flee." 

As  had  been  alluded  to  in  the  letter  which 
he  had  now  read,  he  had  also  been  fur- 
nished with  a  copy  of  those  instructions 
which  he  would  state  lo  their  Lordships : — 
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(Copy.) 

**  CheMier-U'Sireei,  June  13, 1842. 

**  Meeting  of  the  United  Committee— 

Present : 

•Ttwe. — R.  W.  Brandling,  Esq.  (chair- 
i).  Mr.  Buddie,  Mr.  Losh,  Mr.  J  Carr, 
Mr.  H.  Taylor,  Mr.  N.  Wood,  .Mr.  George 
Jdinson. 

*■  Weab. — Mr.  Norton,  Mr  Hunter. 

••  Tbes. — Mr.  Seymour,  Mr.  Seppings,  Mr. 
Tvrolmll. 

**  Lofd  Athley'sBill  to  prohibit  theemploy- 
■cnt  ci  women  and  girls  in  mines  and  coU 
iitriea,  lo  regulate  the  employment  of  boys, 
aod  make  prorision  for  the  safety  of  persons 
voikiog  therein,  having  been  read,  re- 
jMolved^— 

"  1.  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting 
the  age  of  ten  years  is  the  proper  period  at 
lihieh  the  boys  should  be  taken  down  the  pit, 
10  coBOieoee  the  easy  employment  in  which  j  to  prevent  the  imposition  of  the  export  duty 
ihey  ara^first  engaged.  I  on  coals,  and  to  guard  against  any  unnecessary 

restriction  being  imposed  upon  the  coal  trade 


passed,  which  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  sub- 
joining, as  it  may  be  agreeable  to  your  Lord« 
ships  to  see,  that  the  feelings  of  the  meeting 
were  in  unison  with  those  sentiments  which 
your  Lordship  entertains  respecting  the  neces- 
sity for  legislative  interference  with  the  con- 
duct of  the  mines  of  Northumberland  and 
Durham.  I  am  quite  aware  of  the  extent  of 
theobligation  your  Lordship  has  oonfeired  upon 
the  trade  by  your  exertions  in  this  matter;  and 
con6dently  hope,  when  the  bill  is  regularly 
before  the  House  of  Lords,  that  the  influence 
which  your  Lordship's  superior  knowledge  of 
the  subject  must  give  you  will  enable  you  to 
secure  the  postponement. — I  am,  my  dear 
Marquess,  yours  sincerely, 

"  Rob.  W.  Bhandung. 

«  *  Resolved — That  the  best  thanks  of  this 
meeting  be  given  to  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  who  used  their  utmost  exertions 


**  2.  l*hal  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  meeting, 
fbunded  on  long  experience,  that  after  the 
age  above-mentioned  the  boys  do  not  acquire 
these  habits  which  are  peculiarly  necessary  to 
caable  them  to  perform  their  work  in  the  mines. 

*  3.  That  it  woald  be  a  great  hardship  to 
faailiaa,  and  especially  to  widows,  that  their 
ehildrea  should  be  kept  out  of  the  pit  after 
ilwy  become  able  to  work  at  the  early  stages 
of  pit  work. 

'*  4.  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  meeting 
that  it  would  be  attended  with  great  hardship 
to  nake  the  act  retrospective,  except  as  re- 
gards boys  below  the  age  of  eight  years. 

« S.  lliaC  the  clause  regarding  the  age  of 
ihe  eagineaian  should  be  altered,  so  as  to 
make  the  age  of  commencement  eighteen 
years,  and  to  continue  so  long  as  they  are  ca- 
pable of  performing  their  duties  to  the  satis- 
uction  of  the  engineer  of  the  colliery. 

'*  6.  Tliat  Mr.  Buddie  be  instructed  to  wait 
on  Lord  Ashley  to  explain  the  above  views  of 
the  eommittee,  and  to  obtain  the  assistance  of 
Lord  Londonderry,  Mr  Bell,  Mr.  Lambton, 
or  any  other  nobleman  or  gentleman  connected 
arith  the  North  in  enforcing  these  opinions.*' 

This  wat  sufficient  to  show  that  some- 
thing like  a  manosavre  had  been  practised, 
he  would  not  say  intentionally,  to  induce 
a  belief  thai  the  coal-owners  had  given  up 
their  opposition  to  the  Bill ;  and  this  no- 
tion was  entertained  in  opposition  to  the 
deliberate  opinions  of  the  coal-owners  on 
the  subject  as  set  forth  in  their  petitions. 
He  had  received  the  following  letter,  which 
would  further  explain  what  were  the 
opioionB  of  the  coaUowners  on  the  sub- 
ject : — 

«  Low  Ooijorth,  My  10, 1842. 

**  My  dear  Marquess — At  the  close  of  the 
proceedings,  at  the  general  meeting  of  the 
coal  trade,  on  Thursday  last,  a  resolution  was 


of  Northumberland  and  Durham  by  the  act  r€« 
cently  introduced  for  regulating  labour  in  coal 
mines.' 


a 


It  seemed  to  him  somewhat  extraordinary 
that  on  so  great  a  measure  as  this,  and 
one  which  aflfected  such  large  and  import- 
ant interests,  not  a  single  division  had 
taken  place  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  thought  it  also  extraordinary  that  upon 
a  question  of  such  commercial  importance 
no  Cabinet  Minister  had  expressed  any 
opinion  upon  it.  He  was  anxious  to  know 
whether  the  bill  was  to  be  promoted  in  that 
House  by  the  influence  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  with  all  his  confidence  in  the 
present  Government  he  would  look  upon 
it  as  an  extraordinary  proceeding,  and  it 
would  diminish  the  great  confidence  he 
possessed  in  their  capacity  to  direct  public 
affairs  if  they  allowed  a  bill  of  this  im- 
portance to  pass  without  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  it.  The  public  ought  to 
know  the  decision  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  oome.  He  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  President  of  the  Council,  who 
knew  what  were  the  opinions  entertained 
by  the  coal-owners  of  the  north,  would 
state  what  were  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment respecting  this  bill.  The  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquees  of  Lans- 
downe)  had  on  a  former  occasion  made 
allusion  to  the  high  character  of  the  com- 
missioners. Those  gentlemen  were  for- 
merly factory  commissioners,  and  they  had 
then  been  sent  to  inquire  into  the  mines. 
He  had  received  several  communications  re- 
specting those  gentlemen,  which  he  would 
now  read  to  the  House.  The  noble  Lord 
B2 
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was  proceeding  to  read  these  commanica- 
tions,  when  he  wax  called  to  order  by 

Lord  fVharncltffe,  who  protested  against 
the  inconvenience  of  reading  pritate 
letters. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  said»  the 
communications  were  not  private,  but  he 
would  not  press  the  reading  of  them.  He 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  legislate 
on  this  subject  with  due  deliberation,  and 
that  they  would  not  be  influenced  by  the 
consideration  that  this  bill  had  passed  the 
House  of  Commons  unanimously. 

Lord  Whamcliffe,  in  reply  to  the  ques. 
tion  put  to  him,  would  state  that  the  Go- 
vernment  had  taken  no  part  whatever  with 
respect  to  this  bill.  The  Government  in- 
tended  to  remain  perfectly  passive  with 
respect  to  the  bill ;  but  though  they  would 
take  no  part  as  a  Government  they  would 
as  individuals.  He  had  a  strong  opinion 
with  respect  to  certain  parts  of  the  bill, 
but  he  would  reserve  that  opinion  for  a 
fitting  occasion. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  that 
the  noble  Marquess  had  given  the  trans- 
action referred  to  a  character  which  did 
not  belong  to  it  in  supposing  it  to  be  a 
question  between  Lord  Ashley's  feelmgs 
and  those  of  the  coal-owners,  instead  of 
an  important  public  measure.  Lord  Ash- 
ley deserved  much  credit  for  the  part  he 
had  taken,  and  that  credit  had  been 
awarded  him  by  the  unanimous  voice  of 
the  country.  Those  gentlemen  who  acted 
in  the  manner  referred  to  were  connected 
with  those  parts  of  the  country  which  the 
bill  more  particularly  affected,  and  he  had 
seen  letters  which  stated  that  the  bill 
would  be  supported  provided  the  altera- 
tions that  were  pressed  upon  them  were 
agreed  to — certainly,  if  there  was  not 
an  agreement  there  was  an  understanding 
come  to  on  the  subject. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Education  —  Singing  Classes.] 
Lord  WharncUffe  then  rose,  pursuant  to 
notice,  to  present*  a  petition  from  1 ,600 
persons  who  were  receiving  instruction  in 
the  classes  instituted  for  the  purpose  of 
elementary  education,  under  the  sanction  ' 
of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council,  at  ■ 
Eaeter-hall.  The  point  which  he  bad  \ 
sought  to  establish  m  presenting  this 
petition,  was,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Par- 
liament to  afibrd  support  to  these  most 
useful  classes.  The  first  classes  which 
were  established  were  singing  classes,  and 


their  original  idea  was  conSned   to  the 
instruction  of  schoolmasters  and  miatreaaea, 
of  persons  who  attended  for  the  purpose 
of  afterwards  instructing  others,  and  so  it 
went  on  for  some  time,  bat  by  degrees  the 
direct  sphere  of  utility  became  eolarg;ed, 
and  class  after  class  was  formed  of  peraons 
who  attended  for  the  purpose  of  learning 
singing  on  their  own  account.  The  onder- 
taking  was  originated  in  the  latter  end  of 
1841,  and  at  the  present  moment  there 
were  no  fewer  than  60,000  persona  aitend- 
irg  the  singing  classes  of  Mr.  Hullah  and 
his  pupils.     Instead  of  one  class  onlj,  as 
in  the  latter  end  of  1841t  there  were  now 
fifteen  classes,  composed  of  persons   of 
various  grades  in  society—from  those  in 
the  middle  ranks,  persons  of  easy  circo Di- 
stances, down  to  the  humblest  workpeople 
— all  of  them  exhibiting  the  otmoat  desire 
to  profit  by  the  instruction  thus  afibrded. 
In  the  beginning  of  this  year  it  was  foond 
that  the  instruction  in  singing  bad  induced 
the  persons  who  attended  these  classes  to 
form  a  strong  wish  for  insimction  in  other 
elementary  branches  of  education ;  and  on 
this  desire  being  made  known,  the  persona 
who  originated  the  instruction  determined 
to  accede  to  it,  and  accordingly  classes  were 
formed, one  for  writing,  another  for  arithme- 
tic, and  a  third  for  linear  drawing.    These 
had  also  answered  the  purpose  well.  There 
were  now  no  fewer  than  750  persona  taking 
lessons  in  these  three  elementarjf  hraaehes 
of  educatk)n.  Should  these  institotiona  he 
enabled  to  continue  their  osefol  labours, 
there  could  he  no  dooht  that  in  a  very 
short  time  a  large  portion  of  the  lower 
classes  in  the  metropolis  would  he  with- 
drawn from  the  public-houses,  to  which 
they  now  resorted  for  their  evening's  oc- 
cupation and  amusement,  and  the  vtcions 
habits  which  st    present  degraded   and 
pauperised  so  many  thoosands  of  persons, 
would  be  in  great  meuure  abandoned. 
During  the  first  year,  this  institution  was 
supported  by  the  payment  from  the  per- 
sons instructed,  and  by  private  contrihu- 
tions.      He  would  mention  the  amoont 
which  had  been  paid  hy  the  pupils.    The 
schoolmasters  and  mistresses  paid  I5f.  for 
sixty  lessons ;  mechanics,  and  other  per. 
sons  in  a  still  more  humble  sphere,  paid 
8t.  or  10s.  for  the  same  number  of  lessons ; 
while  those  who  could  afford  it  paid  30s., 
or  6^  a  lesson.    In  this  manner  the  best 
roasters  that  conid  be  obtained  in  the  re- 
spective branches  were  provided,  and  the 
whole  of  Exeter-hall  was  engaged  for  the 
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acoommodaiioD  of  the  pupils.  It  was  soon 
foand,   howerer,  that  there  was  so  large 
ma  increase  of  attendance,  that  the  former 
pajments  were   quite  inadequate;   and, 
accordingly,  towards  the  end  of  last  Ses- 
sioo,  a  petition  was  presented  from  these 
instimtioDsto  the  committee  of  Privy  Coun- 
cil, praying  for  support  out  of  the  educa- 
tioa  food,  but  the  reply  of  the  committee 
aeceaaarily    was,  that  however  cordially 
they  might  support  the  views  of  these  in- 
ftitations,    they  were    precluded   by  the 
form   of    the  grant  for   education   from 
applying  any  portion  of  it  to  this  purpose. 
He  had  then  recommended  to  the  Gentle- 
men who  managed  these  institutions  that 
choral  meetings  should  be  publicly  held 
for  the  purpose  of  at  once  making  the 
value   of  the  institutions  known,  and  of 
adding  immediately  to  its  funds.     These 
choral    meetings    had   accordingly   been 
given,  and  with  success,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent ;  for  9002.  had  been  realized  by  them^ 
and  a  moat  interesting  and  valuable  spec- 
tacle had  been  afforded  to  the  public  of 
1,600   pupils  of  this   institution  singing 
together  in  the  most  correct  and  excellent 
manner,  and  giving  proofs  of  how  much 
had    been   done  in   a  very   short  time. 
These  meetings  had   given  the  highest 
satisfaction  to  all  those  who  had  attended 
them,  and  there  were  many  musical  pro- 
ietsors  of  eminence — amongst  others,  the 
celebrated  Mendelssohn,  who  had  spoken 
in  the  warmest  terms  of  the  performance. 
The  qnestion,  then,  was  —  these  classes 
having  been  thus  established  with  the  most 
beneficial  results  hitherto,  and  with  the 
certain   prospect  of  conferring  upon  the 
people  of  this  country  a  great  national 
and  individual  boon — whether  it  was  not 
most  desirable  that    Parliament   should 
lend  them  its  support.     Notwithstanding 
all  the  exertions  that  had  been  made  by  the 
institution  itself,  in  its  various  branches, 
there  was  still  an  unavoidable  and  con- 
siderable deficiency  of  funds.    With  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  HuUah  himself,  who  had  been 
spoken  of  as  having  made  so  good  a  thing 
of  these  classes,  the  fact  roost  honourable 
U)  himself  was^  that  up  to  the  present 
moment  he  had  given  his  valuable  time 
and  services  for  nothing.    All  that  he  had 
ever  asked  for  himself  was  305.  per  night ; 
but  not  one  shilling  of  this  had  been  re- 
ceived,   for  he  had  invariably  declined 
pressing  for  one  moment  this  very  mode- 
rate claim,  in  order  not  to  embarrass  the 
limited  fimda  of  the  iostitatioQ.    It  was. 


therefore,  highly  desirable  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council  should  be  em- 
powered to  use  its  discretion  in  reference 
to  applying  some  portion  of  the  education 
grant  to  the  most  useful  purposes  in  ques- 
tion, and  here  he  begged  to  make  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  general  question  of  the 
education  of  this  country,  as  connected 
with  the  grant  allowed  by  the  House  of 
Commons  for  this  purpose ;  and  he  thought 
that  it  was  hardly  necessary  for  him  to 
show  that  the  sum  of  30,000/.,  which  was 
now  annually  granted  for  the  purposes  of 
education,  was  altogether  insufficient  for 
that  highly  essential  object.  If  it  were 
really  considered  a  desirable  thing,  as  most 
assuredly  it  was,  that  an  impulse  should 
be  given  to  education  in  this  country,  then 
he  felt  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
not  be  doing  its  duty  if  it  refused  to  in- 
crease this  grant.  The  expenses  under 
this  head  last  year  were  46,000/.,  of  which 
16,000/.  were*  defrayed  by  a  balance  to 
that  amount  which  remained  from  the 
preceding  year.  There  was  a  balance  of 
16,000/.  left  from  the  previous  year,  to 
be  added  to  the  30,000/.  voted  in  1841, 
which  was  to  be  left  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
so  as  to  enable  them  to  make  larger  dis- 
bursements. The  original  purpose  of  the 
grant  was  to  promote  the  building  of 
school-houses;  and  although  this  object 
was  well  worthy  of  support,  and  well  worth 
the  money  given — although  there  might 
be  some  doubts  as  to  whether  the  money 
was  well  applied  in  some  cases — they  had 
found  that  schools  had  been  built  which 
were  not  very  likely  to  last  very  long. 
Persons  were  aware  that  if  they  subscribed 
a  certain  sum,  there  was  a  fund  from 
which  they  could  get  an  equal  amount 
towards  the  erection  of  schools,  and  no 
doubt  in  many  cases  this  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  great  good.  The  question, 
then,  was,  whether  a  grant  of  money 
should  not  be  voted  for  the  establishment 
of  normal  schools,  that  was,  schools  for 
the  education  of  schoolmasters  and  school- 
mistresses. Before  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  office  5,000/.  had  been 
voted  to  the  National  Society,  and  5,000/. 
to  the  British  and  Foreign  School  Society, 
and  another  sum  to  Scotland  for  rearing 
schoolmasters.  A  normal  school  had  been 
founded  in  Glasgow  by  a  private  individual, 
and  it  had  produced  a  great  many  most 
excellent  schoolmasters.  The  directors  of 
this  school  wished  to  be  relieved  from  the 
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superinlendence  of  it,  but  as  there  was  a 
want  of  unity  in  some  respects  between 
thete  schools  and  the  general  kirk,  the 
Government  thought  it  advisable  to  say 
that  (hey  would  take  upon  themselves  the 
charge,  if  Mr.  Stone  and  the  other  Gent> 
lemen  connected  with  the  school  would 
^ive  it  up  to  the  control  of  the  General 
Assembly.  Those  persons  willingly  as- 
sented, and  the  Government  then  in- 
formed the  General  Assembly  that  it  was 
willing  to  propose  to  Parliament  to  grant 
5,0007.  for  the  establishment  of  a  normal 
school  at  Edinburgh,  and  5,000/.  for  the 
school  at  Glasgow,  if  that  body  would 
take  the  matter  under  their  superin- 
tendence. That  body  willingly  assented, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  country  would  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  these  grants.  He  believed 
that  the  establishment  of  normal  schools 
in  Scotland  would  be  attended  with  the 
roost  beneficial  effects.  The  knowledge 
of  this  grant  had  produced  other  requests 
for  schools  of  a  similar  nature  from  various 
quarters.  For  instance,  they  had  been 
applied  to  by  the  diocesan  board  of 
Chester,  and  they  had  been  able  to  make 
such  an  arrangement  as  to  accede  to  the 
request  to  make  a  grant  of  2,000/.  Similar 
calls  had  been  made  on  them  by  other 
diocesan  bodies,  and  from  the  National 
School,  and  from  the  British  and  Foreign 
School  Society,  and  it  was  under  con- 
sideration whether  they  should  give  annual 
sums  to  each  of  those  bodies  for  normal 
schools.  The  Government  wished  to  act 
with  the  most  perfect  fairness  in  this 
matter,  and  they  therefore  considered  that 
they  could  only  give  them  sums  on  certain 
conditions,  and  until  the  parties  were  in  a 
state  to  fulfil  these  conditions  no  grant 
was  made.  He  believed  that  such  an  ar- 
rangement might  be  made  as  to  give  a 
sum  for  this  purpose  this  year,  but  he 
could  not  tell  the  amount  that  would  be 
required.  There  were  at  present  claims 
before  the  committee  which,  if  acceded  to, 
would  far  surpass  any  means  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  committee.  He,  however, 
was  sure  that  the  country  would  willingly 
grant  a  large  sum  for  this  purpose,  if  they 
found  that  the  money  was  fairly  and  im- 
partially distributed.  The  latter  circum- 
stance must  mainly  depend  on  the  con- 
duct of  the  persons  in  whom  the  distribu- 
tion rested,  and  he  confessed  that  he 
should  be  oshamed  if  in  a  matter  of  educa- 
iioo  any  difference  should  be  made  be- 


tween Churchmen  and  Dissenters.  He  was 
willing  to  leave  a  large  share  of  the  educa- 
tion of  the  country  to  the  Church,  con- 
nected as  it  was  with  the  State ;  but 
strongly  attached  as  he  was  to  the  Church, 
he  must  say  that  the  Church  itself  was 
deeply  indebted  to  the  Dissenters  for  the 
example  that  they  bad  set  as  regarded  the 
education  of  the  people.  The  Church, 
then,  was  a  body  to  which  the  State  could 
give  the  education  of  the  country,  in  cases 
where  there  was  do  interference  with  other 
classes.  At  the  same  time  Government 
must  take  care  that  the  sums  thus  granted 
were  disposed  of  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
He  must  then  state  that  he  believed  the 
public  money  would  be  thrown  away  with- 
out adopting  a  system  of  inspection  in 
these  schools.  This  right  of  inspection 
must  be  actually  secured  in  the  deed, 
which  would  be  signed  when  the  grant 
was  made.  He  believed  that  there  was 
no  indisposition  on  the  part  of  the  major 
part  of  the  clergy  to  having  the  schools 
under  their  care  visited  by  the  inspectors ; 
he  should  therefore  take  care  that  that 
should  be  done  in  all  cases  where  a  grant 
of  money  was  made.  Some  difficulty,  hew* 
ever,  might  arise  as  to  what  were  the  duties 
of  the  inspector,  and  therefore  instructions 
must  be  drawn  up  by  the  committee  of 
the  Council  on  this  subject*  There  was 
no  doubt  that  Parliament  had  a  perfect 
right  to  call  for  the  reports  of  the  ins; sec- 
tors, not  only  with  the  view  of  seeing 
what  was  the  state  of  education  in  the 
country,  but  also  that  they  might  know 
whether  the  money  it  had  granted  had 
been  properly  expended  or  not.  He  ad- 
mitted that  he  thought  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  enforce  inspection  and  returns 
from  schools  which  were  supported  by 
individuals  without  any  grant  of  money 
from  the  public.  He  thought  that  privaie 
persons  would  abstain  from  forming  schools 
if  rules  were  enforced  on  them  by  the 
inspectors,  and  if  reports  on  the  subject 
were  to  be  laid  before  Parliament.  At  the 
same  time  he  thought  that  if  no  reports 
were  called  for  the  inspectors  would  often 
be  invited  to  inspect  schools  established 
by  private  persons,  and  their  suggestions 
might  be  attended  with  beneficial  effects. 
With  respect  to  the  schools  supported  by 
grants  of  the  public  moiiey»  he  thought 
that  the  reports  of  the  inspectors  would 
enable  the  Council  to  draw  up  a  general 
report  on  the  state  of  education  throughout 
the  country,  so  that  a  tolerably  aociirate 
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Botioo  mighl  be  formed  as  to  the  general 
stale  of  educaiion,  and  that  without  inter- 
iermg  with  private  tchools.    The  want  of 
cd«c«tion  iQ  this  country  was  so  great, 
tinl  it    bad  become  absolutely  necessary 
to  meet  the  evil  full  in  the  face.     The 
Lc^islaiore  must,  therefore,  determine  to 
adopt  the  beat  plan  that  they  could  find  to 
eoaoteract  the  efforts  which  bad  resulted 
from    the  present  state  of  things.    The 
Home  bad  to  say  whether  the  present 
systen  of  control  was  the  best  that  could 
be  adopted.     For  his  own  part,  filling  as 
be  did  the  office  of  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  he  was  ready 
to  do  his  duty  towards  promoting  this 
great  and  important  object,  and  he  con- 
flicMed  he  thought  that  for  the  present,  at 
least  the  committee  might  well  and  ad- 
vantaipeously  be  made  the  centre  of  action 
for   this   country.     If  Parliament,   then, 
would  make  a  g;rant,  there  did  exist  the 
oMaos  for  furnishing  this  agent  for  civili- 
sation  and  morality;   and  he  was  sure, 
ander  the  proposed  arrangement,  it  would 
progreas  in  a   degree  which  had   never 
beeo  seen  before  in  this  country.    They 
nast»  however,  take  care  that  they  did 
not  proceed  too  fast,  but  if  they  proceeded 
with  jedgment  and  care  in  a  proper  direc- 
lioo,  he  believed  that  this  country  in  a 
fiew  years  would  tiecorae  one  of  the  best 
educated  countries  in  the  world. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  had  list* 

eoed  to  the  whole  of  the  speech  of  his 

Boble  Friend  with  great  satisfaction,  de* 

scribing  as  it  did  the  state  of  education  in 

this  country ;  and  he  was  more  particu- 

laffly  pleased  with  the  general  sentiments 

on  the  subject  of  education  which  had 

been  put  forth  by  the  noble  Lord,  which 

might  be  taken  as  an  indication  of  the 

opinions  of  his  Colleagues,  and  that  they 

would  follow  up  and  extend  the  system 

and  principles  of  education  which  had 

been  sanctioned  by  Parliament  for  some 

years,  and  which  be  had  been  called  upon 

to  defend  for  three  or  four  yei^rs.    The 

noble  Lord  bad  clearly  shown  the  great 

advantages  that  bad  resulted  from   the 

general  musical  system  of  education  which 

had  recently  been  adopted.     This  system 

was  started  by  subscription  from  a  few 

private  individuals   in  a  school   in  the 

vicinity  of  the  metropolis.     It  had  been 

brought  under  his  notice  in  October,  1840, 

when  he  had  the  honour  of  filling  the 

oCce  now  held  by  the  noble  Lord,  and 

\»  then  did  oot  hesitate  to  give  the  opinion 


which  the  noble  Lord  had  repeated  that 
night,  namely,  that  however  desirable  it 
was  to  adopt  this  plan  as  part  of  a  na- 
tional system  of    education,   under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  grant  at  the 
disposal  of  the  committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  he  should  not  be  justified  in 
recommending   it.     No  step  was  at  that 
time  taken  further  than  the  formation  of  a 
private  subscription,  amply  adequate  for 
the  purpose  of  making  that  trial  which  he 
felt  confident  would  ultimately  lead  to  the 
adoption  of  the  system  by  the  public,  and 
to  its  being  recommended  to  the  attention 
of  Parliament.    The  success  of  that  ex- 
periment had  far  outstripped  his  expecta- 
tions, for  in   the  course  of  a   very  few 
months,  he  believed  before  the  close   of 
the   year   1840,   no   fewer  than   seventy 
persons  attended    the  course  which   was 
held  at  Exeter-hall,  and  before  the  spring 
of  the  next  year  three  classes   of  100 
each  were  formed,  and  month  after  month 
the  number  increased  of  persons  desirous 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  benefits  of  in- 
struction.    And  even  at  that  early  stage 
the  progress  of  the  system  was  not  con- 
fined to  the  metropolis,  but  numbers  came 
from  various   parts  of  the  country,   and 
many  from  a  distance,  to  enjoy  the  advan- 
tages of  this  education.     The  number  had 
now  reached  about  2^500,  and  the  expen- 
diture incurred  was  very  trifling  in  com- 
parison with  the  amount  of  benefit  con- 
ferred.     One  great  advantage    of    this 
system  was  that  it  included  not  only  per- 
sons conducted  by  their  ear  or  the  pecu- 
liarity of  their  constitution  to  the  study 
and  the  practice  of  music,  but  it  comprised 
the  pleasure  and  the  utility  of  music,  for 
it  had  utility  as  well  as  pleasure  to  every 
species  of  physical  constitution,  and  ena- 
bled whole  masses  to  partake  at  once  of 
its   pleasure  and   its    beneficial    results. 
It   was,    therefore,    a   very   fit   question 
for   Parliament  to  consider,   whether  it 
would   enable   the   committee    of    Privy 
Council  to  apply  a  portion  of  the  grants 
voted  for  the    purposes   of  public   edu- 
cation   to    this   particular  branch  of   in- 
struction.    But  great  as  was  his  anxiety 
to  see  such  assistance  given,  he  should  be 
sorry  to  see  any  portion  on  that  account 
deducted  from  the  grants  for  general  edu- 
cation ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  wanted 
to  see  these  grants  extended  also,  and 
even  beyond  the  amount  that  might  be 
required  for  the  particular  service  in  ques- 
tion, for  great  as  bad  been  the  auccess  of 


15 


Education — 


{LORDS} 


Singing  Classei, 


16 


the  new  system,  it  had  never  been  contem- 
plated that  the  amount  should  be  con- 
fined to  its  present  limited  amount ;  but 
that  when   a  more  unanimous,  and   he 
would  say  a  more  liberal  and  generous 
spirit  should   be  found   to  pervade  the 
country  in  favour  of  education,  the  public 
grants  should   be  considered  with  a  view 
to  their  extension.     He  had   great  satis- 
faction in  finding  that  the  effect  of  these 
grants  had  been  progressive,  for  there  was 
not  a  month  since  the  origin  of  the  sys- 
tem that  had  not  added  tu  the  number 
of  applicants  for  assistance  to  institute 
such  schools,  and  an  immense  amount  of 
private  zeal  had  been  called  into  action, 
thousands  of  schools  having  been  estab- 
lished and  being  now  in  a  flourishingcondi- 
tion,  owing:  to  the  stimulus  given  by  these 
grants.     With  respect  to  the  inspection 
he  thought  it  ought  to  be  exercised  under 
an  authority  independent  of  the  local  au- 
thorities under   whose  management  the 
school  was  conducted  ;  and  he  was  glad 
to  find  it  admitted  now,  that,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  department  in  this  country 
to  preside  over  education,  no  authority 
could  be  selected  which  was  more  fit  to 
exercise  the  functions  of  inspection  and 
control  than  the  committee  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  and  he  rejoiced  that  some,  who 
had  entertained  the  strongest  objections 
to  the  constitution  of  that  tribunal,  had 
now  so  far  waived  their  hostility  to  it,  as 
not  only  to  suffer  those  functions  to  be 
exercised   by  others,  but  even   to  have 
consented  to  becQme  Members  of  it  them- 
selves.    He  was  glad  that  the  noble  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  intended  to  pro- 
pose   annual    grants    for    some  of   the 
normal  schools,  provided  they  were  ad- 
ministered, as  no  doubt  would   be  the 
case,  with  impartiality,  and  preserving  the 
authority  of  inspection,  which  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  both  to  secure  the  strict 
application  of  the  grant,  and  for  the  pur- 
poses of  making  the  normal  schools  avail- 
able for  the  improvement  of  other  schools. 
It    might   also  be    desirable   to   extend 
inspection  to  schools  which  did  not  re- 
ceive   any  public  money,  with    the  im- 
plied condition  that  the  reports  relating  to 
them  should  not  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment.    There  was  one  document  which 
proved  in  a  most  forcible  manner  the  ne- 
cessity  for    an    extension    of   education 
amongst  the  working  classes  in  this  coun- 
try.    It  was  the  opinion  given  of  the  re- 
spective capacities  of  the  natives  of  dif- 


ferent countries,  by  a  person  at  the  head 
of  one  of  the  most  extensive  manufactories 
in  the  world,  in  a  manufactory  at  Zurich, 
in  which  Swiss,  Saxons,  Italians,  French, 
and  English  were  employed  as  mechanics. 
He  was  asked, 

**  What,  however,  do  you  find  to  be  the  dif- 
ference of  acquisition  imparted  by  specific 
training  and  education  ?" 

His  answer  was, 

**  As  workmen  only,  the  preference  is  un- 
doubtedly due  to  Englishmen,  because,  as  we 
find  them,  they  are  all  trained  to  a  specific 
branch,  on  which  they  have  had  a  compara- 
tively superior  training,  and  on  which  all 
their  thoughts  are  concentrated;  as  men 
of  business,  however,  and  of  general  use- 
fulness, we  prefer  the  Saxons  and  the  Swiss, 
but  more  especially  the  Saxons,  because 
they  have  had  a  careful  general  education, 
which  has  extended  their  capacities  beyond 
any  special  employment,  and  has  rendered 
them  nt  to  undertake  any  species  of  business. 
If  I  have  an  English  workman  engaged  in  the 
erection  of  a  steam  engine,  he  will  understand 
it,  and  nothing  else,  but  with  respect  to  other 
branches  of  machinery,  however  closely  allied 
to  the  steam  engine,  he  will  be  completely  help- 
less to  adapt  himself  to  the  circumstances  which 
may  arise — ^to  make  arrangements  for  them, 
or  to  give  sound  advice  respecting  them.'' 

This  was  evidence  which  came  from  an 
impartial  witness,  and  was  the  most  re- 
markable testimony  which  he  had  seen 
borne  to  the  absolute  necessity  which  at 
all  times,  but  above  all  at  the  present  time^ 
existed,  when  thousands  might  from  day 
to  day  be  ejected  from  the  employment  in 
which  they  had  been  engaged,  and  might 
be  called  upon  to  adapt  themselves  to  the 
circumstances  which  might  arise  for  the 
Government,  in  pursuance  of  a  wise  and 
liberal  policy,  to  endeavour  by  every  means 
which  Parliamentary  grants  gave  them,  to 
aid  in  the  private  exertions  which  were 
being  made  to  extend  the  general  princi- 
ple of  Education,  and  to  hasten  the  time 
when  there  should  be  a  general  develop- 
ment of  the  educational  system  of  Eng«> 
land,  so  that  the  English  mechanic  might 
be  enabled  to  meet  the  exigencies  which 
might  present  themselves. 

Lord  Brougham  most  heartily  concurred 
in  thanking  his  noble  Friend  opposite  for 
the  statement  which  he  had  made,  and  in 
expressing  himself  satisfied  with  the  course 
whieh  the  Government  had  taken  on  this 
subject.  His  only  regret  was,  that  the* 
noble  Lord  had  not  been  prepared  to  go 
further,  and  his  only  difierence  from  the 
noble  Lord  was  in   the    apprehensioni 
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wbich  be  had  expressed,  and  in  which  he, 
for  hit  own    part,  did  not  share  at   all 
— that  the  progress  of  education  should 
be  too  rapid*  He  had  been  so  long^,  endea- 
jouriag  to  promote  the  object  of  educa- 
lioo  however,  that  any — however  moderate 
^adTance  gave  him  hopes  that  ere  long  be 
might  look  for  an  even  accelerated  pace  in 
the  progress  of  this  great  cause,  and  he 
professed  that  it  was  one  of  the  very  last 
diiags  which  he  feared,  that  too  great  an 
impetiis  shook!  have  been  given    to  it. 
No  dooht,  the  steps  which  had  been  al- 
ready taken  were  in  the  right  path,  and 
he  would  not  stop  to  complain   of  the 
degree  in  which  he  contended  they  had 
fidlen  short  of  that  which  he  viewed  as 
necessary,  because,  in  all  that  had  been 
done,  be  entirely  agreed.    There  was  one 
part  of  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord, 
however,  which  he  had  heard  with  some 
surprise.     He  had  said,  that  5,000/.  bad 
been  pat  nnder  the  direction  of  the  Gene- 
ral Assembly  of  Scotland,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  training  schools.     No  one  bad  a 
higher  respect  for  that  assembly  than  he 
had,  bot  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
it  would  be  highly  desirable  that  some 
irrangement  should  be  made  for  distribut- 
ing in  Scotland  a  portion  of  this  grant 
asoongst  the  dissenting  bodies — the  bodies 
not  in  connection  with  the  General  Assem- 
bly— in  the  same  manner  as  it  was  distri- 
buted to  bodies  in  a  similar  situation  in 
England.     He  begged,  therefore,  to  sug- 
gest to  the  noble  Lord,  that  in  the  event 
of  another  g^ant  being  obtained,  as  he  had 
no  doubt  it  would  be  obtained,  some  ar- 
rangement with   this  view  should  be  ef- 
lecteQ* 

Lord  Whamcliffe :  If  the  dissenting 
body  in  Scotland  would  form  such  an  as- 
sociation as  existed  in  England,  and  would 
undertake  to  build  a  normal  school,  the 
time  woald  then  arrive  for  their  applying 
for  a  part  of  the  grant. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 
Adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  eight 
o'clock. 
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Jl^orml.— Linen  ete.  ManuflKtiirei  (bcland)  i  TunpUce 
Acts  ContinuaDce. 
PsTinoira  Pmesbntbd.  From  Bath,  fiir  Inquiry  Into  the 
Syitem  ofEdueatiaQ  pursued  at  Bfaynootli.>-fYoin  Sun- 
zUge,  for  Amendment  of  the  Poa^>law  Amendment  Act» 
— By  Mr.  Codrington,  Colonel  T.  Wood,  and  other  hon. 
Members,  ftom  Crickhowel,  Darlington,  Houghton-Ie- 
Sprlug,  Earington,  Rlmooon,  Augarth,  East  Oxinsted, 
and  other  Unions,  against  the  Poor-law  Amendment  BUI. 
—By  Mr.  Seijeant  Jackson,  ftom  MagouToey,  for  Altera- 
tion of  the  Present  System  of  Education  ( Ireland).*— By 
Mr.  Utlon,  from  Ccrietalne,  against  the  Totaeoo  lUgu- 
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Education — Singing  Classes.]  Sir 
JR.  Peel  presented  a  petition  from  the 
pupils  who  have  attended  the  classes  es- 
tablished at  Exeter-hall,  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council, 
for  instruction  in  certain  methods  of  Ele- 
mentary education.  Having  been  applied 
to  by  those  parties,  he  had  yielded  to 
their  wish  that  he  should  present  their 
petition.  He,  however,  in  presenting  it, 
could  do  no  more,  according  to  the  rules 
of  the  House,  than  read  the  heads  of  the 
statements  contained  in  it.  The  petition- 
ers stated,  that  they  were  connected  with 
various  elementary  schools  in  the  metro- 
polis, and  that  they,  and  the  children 
intrusted  to  their  care,  had  derived  great 
improvement  in  consequence  of  the  classes 
established  at  Exeter-hall.  In  February, 
1841,  classes  had  been  first  opened  there, 
for  instruction  in  singing,  and  the  forma- 
tion of  masters  and  mistresses,  to  conduct 
elementary  schools,  under  the  direction  of 
Mr.  Hullah  ;  that  the  plan  had  succeeded 
even  beyond  expectation  ;  and  that  pot  less 
than  2,500  children  of  the  working  classes 
of  London  were  now  receiving  instruction 
from  masters  and  mistresses  who  had 
attended  the  classes  at  Exeter-hall.  The 
petitioners  were  of  opinion,  that  instruc- 
tion in  music  tended  to  refine  the  manners 
of  the  children  ;  and  they  found,  that  it 
improved  order  in  the  schools,  and  thus 
promoted  the  facility  of  acquiring  other 
branches  of  education.  They  wished  the 
plan  to  be  further  extended,  and  that  in- 
struction should  be  given  in  arithmetici 
drawing,  &c.  The  petitioners  stated  that 
the  system  had  been  supported  by  contri- 
butions raised  by  private  individuals,  and 
by  the  subscriptions  of  those  who  received 
instruction ;  out  these  resources  were 
found  insufficient  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
tending the  system.  The  petitioners^ 
therefore,  prayed,  that  the  House  would 
make  such  an  alteration  in  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  annual  grant  for  education,  as 
would  enable  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  to  defray  the  expense  of  carrying 
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out  ibe  plan  io  iu  fullest  extent.  So  far 
as  the  applicatipq  of  part  of  the  funds 
anhually  granted  for  educational  purposes 
to  the  encouragement  of  the  praiseworthy 
oi^ect  described  by  the  petitioners  was 
concerned!  hfi  was  prepared  to  announce 
the  conseoi  of  the  Crown.  He  oould  not, 
however,  give  a  sitpjlar  consent  to  any 
plan  for  the  ereotion  of  a  building  to  be 
devoted  to  that  object.  At  the  same  time, 
he  readily  admitted,  (hat  it  was  of  very 
great  importance  to  extend  education  to 
the  children  of  the  poor ;  and  he  believed 
that  the  classes  established  at  Exeter-hall 
had  been  productive  of  very  great  benefit. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Fisheries.  ^-  Captured  Slaves.] 
Captain  Pechell  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  a  question  with  reference  to 
two  bills  that  were  reported  at  a  late  hour 
last  night.  The  one  was  the  Fisheries 
Treaties  Bill,  the  other  the  Slave  Trade 
Treaties  Act  Continuance  Bill.  The  first 
bill  gave  authority  to  the  Privy  Council 
to  carry  into  effect  any  agreement  which 
might  be  come  to  by  commissioners  ap- 
pointed on  the  part  of  this  country  and  of 
France  for  regulating  the  fishery  on  the 
coasts  of  the  two  countries.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  that  negotiation  was 
brought  to  an  end,  and  whether  care  had 
been  taken  that  the  regulations  should  be 
such  as  the  Bshermen  would  be  guided 
by  ?  As  to  the  Slave  Trade  Treaties  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  he  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  introduce  any  measure  for 
appropriating  the  proceeds  of  the  slave 
vessels  captured  since  the  Portuguese  act 
of  1839?  80,0002.  which  belonged  to 
the  captors  was  now  locked  up.  This 
was  exceedingly  hard  on  the  captors,  who 
were  thus  deprived  of  that  which  was 
justly  due  to  them. 

Sir  R,  Peel  could  not,  with  respect  to 
the  first  question,  give  the  gallant  Officer 
information  on  a  question  that  was  not  yet 
settled.  As  to  the  other  question,  he 
must  pause  before  he  consented  to  intro- 
duce a  bill  on  the  subject  in  the  present 
Session. 


Security  op  the  Qi^eem's  Person.] 
Sir  R,  Peel:  Sir,  I  apprehend  that  the 
House  will  not  consider  that  it  is  upon 
light  or  trifling  grounds  that  I  call  its 
attention  to  the  state  of  the  law  intended 


to  provide  for  the  personal  security  of  the 
Sovereign  of  these  realms,  and  to  the  ne» 
cessity  of  giving  such  additional  protection 
to  the  person  of  the  Sovereign  as  any  legal 
enactments  can  supply.      Sir,  I  do  not 
make  this  proposal  upon  light  grounds, 
when  it  is  notorious  that,  within  the  space 
of  two  years,  three  assaults  upon  the  per- 
son of  the  Sovereign  have  been  committed, 
by  the  discharge  or  attempted  discharge 
of  fire-f|rms,  thus  endangering  the  per- 
sonal security,  or  calculated  to  excite  the 
alarm  and  apprehension  of  the  Sovereign, 
and  to  disturb  the  public  mind  by  natural 
and  just  apprehensions  for  the  safety  of 
that  illustrious  personage.     If,  then,  it  be 
possible  for  the  law  to  afibrd  additional 
protection   to  the  person  of   the  Sove- 
reign,   Parliament   should   not   separate 
without     legislating    upon    the    subjeot. 
Sir,  I  am  glad   that  in  considering-  the 
means  of  preventing  any  new  offences  of 
the  nature  in   question,   I  do  not  Hod 
it  necessary   to  call  in  the  aid   of  ea« 
treme  severity  of  punishment.     1  do  not 
contemplate   any  necessity    for  creating 
any  new  treasons.     I  do  not  contemplate 
the  necessity  of  instituting  any  new  ca« 
pital  punishments  for  offences  directed 
against  the  life  of  the  Sovereign.     I  think 
the  object  may  be  effected  without  the 
constitution  of  new  treasons,  or  the  in* 
fliction  of  new  capital  punishments.     Sir, 
if  the  state  of  the  law  is  sueh  that  it 
encumbers  the  trial  of  certain  offences 
with  needless  forms  and  solemnities  whioh 
are  calculated  to  administer  to  the  morbid 
vanity  of  those  base  miscreants  who  com- 
mit crimes  partly  from  the  desire  of  gain* 
ing   an    unenviable   notoriety,    in    those 
cases,  1  think,  these  foimsand  solemnities 
should  be  dispensed  with.  Sir,  it  becomes 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  to 
the  House  the  tenor  of  the  measure  I 
intend  to  introduce,  that  I  should  shortly 
review  the  existing  state  of  the  law  with 
respect  to  treasonable  attempts  on  the  life 
of  the  Sovereign.    I  may  dismiss  from  my 
consideration  all  those  acts  of  construe* 
tive  treason,  such  as  levying  of  war,  or 
attempts  to  force  the  Sovereign  to  consent 
to  certain  measures  by  means  of  intimida- 
tion ;  it  is  only  necessary  for  me  to  refer 
to  the  enactments  which  provide  fbr  the 
personal  security  of  the  Sovereign,  and 
those  laws  which  are  directed  towards  the 
punishment    or    prevention    of   offences 
connected  with  this  security.    Now,  the 
stale  of  the  law  I  apprehend  to  bo  thiSi  ooo« 
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fiaia^  myself  m  I  shall  do,  to  treatons  di- 
rected againsl  the  person  of  the  So?ereign. 
By  Ml  BDcieat  statute  of  Edward  drd.,  it 
IS  pffOTided  that  it  constitutes  high  trea* 
sua  to  compass  the  death  of  the  Sorereign 
— thai  compassing  the  death  of  the  Sove- 
leigo   onasl  be  accompanied  by  an  overt 
act,  sacb  as  an  attempt  upon  the  life  of 
the  Sofereign ;  for  I   pass  over  for  the 
praaent  acta  of  constructive  treason,  but, 
so    far   as    the  personal  security  of  the 
Sovereign   is  coooerned,  compassing  the 
death  of  the  Sovereign,  attended  with  an 
overt    act.   is  treason  by   the  statute  of 
Edivaid.     At  a  subsequent  period,  so  late 
as  the  36th  of  George  3rd.,  in  1796,  in 
conaeqaence  of  attempts  made  upon  the 
hfe  of  that  monarch,  a  statute  was  enacted, 
vhk^h  made  it  treason    to  compass  the 
death  or  destruction  of  the  Sovereign,  or 
to  indict  any  bodily  injury  upon,  or  tend- 
ing to  the  death  or  destruction,  or  to  the 
maiming  or  wounding  of  the  Sovereign. 
In  such  cases,  down  to  the  year  1799,  if 
an  indictment  was  preferred  on  the  chairge 
of  treason,   it  was  necessary  to  try  the 
prisoner  with  all  the  solemnities  and  forms 
of  law  which  were  required  by  a  statute 
passed  under  King  William;  but  in  1799 
an   attempt  was   made  upon   the  life  of 
George    the    3rd    by  a    person    named 
Hatfield.  He  was  acquitted  on  the  ground 
of  iosanityy  but  the  form  of  the  proceed- 
ings against  biro  was  that  established  un- 
der the  statate  of  William.    The  prisoner 
had  the  names  of  the  witnesses  supplied  to 
him;  he   had  that  delay,    and  all    the 
several  forms  which  were  required  by  the 
statute  of  William,  and  afterw^irds  by 
that  of  Aone  were  duly  observed.    But 
after  that  trial  in  1800  an  act  was  passed 
which  provided  that  in  cases  of  oiFence  in 
compossiag  the  death  of  the  Sovereign, 
accompanied  by  an  overt  act,  that  in  such 
cases  the  form  of  trial  for  high  treason 
should  be  dispensed  with,  and  the  mode 
of  trial  abould  be  the  same  as  in  cases  of 
ordinary  murders,  or  malicious  shootings, 
and  so  stands  the  law  at  present,  that  is  to 
say,  in  cases  of  treason  under  the  statute 
of  Edward,  where  there  is  compassing  of 
the  death  of  the  King,  the  proceedings 
against  the  prisoner  may  be  the  same  with 
those  in  cases  of  ordinary  murder.     But 
if  the  offence  be  committed   under  the 
statute  36  George  the  3rd,  if  there  be  a 
compassing  of  the  wounding  of  the  Sove- 
reign, there  is  ao  power  to  dispense  with 
all  iboi^  solemnities  which  accompany 


the  trial  far  high  treason,  but  the  person 
accused  must  be  arraigned  under  the 
statute  of  William.  I  propose  that  in  the 
second  case  as  well  as  the  first,  it  should 
be  at  the  discretion  of  the  Crown  to  con- 
duct the  trial  in  the  ordinary  manner,  that 
it  shall  not  be  necessary  to  go  through  Hhe 
formalities  as  they  are  described  by  Ers- 
kine  in  the  trial  of  Hatfield,  who  defended 
the  prisoner.  In  describing  those  for* 
malities  Mr.  Erskine  said, — 

"  The  prisoner  is  covered  all  over  with  the 
armour  of  the  law.  He  hadj  been  provided 
with  counsel  by  the  King's  own  Judges,  and 
not  of  their  choice,  but  of  his  own.  He  baM 
had  a  copy  of  the  indictoient  ten  days  before 
his  trial.  He  has  had  the  names,  descriptionS| 
and  abodes  of  all  the  jurors  returned  to  the 
court,  and  the  highest  privilege  of  peremptory 
challenge  derived  fVom  and  safely  directed  by 
that  indulgence.  He  has  had  the  same  de- 
scription of  every  witness  who  could  be  re- 
ceived to  accuse  him ;  and  there  roust,  at  this 
hour,  be  twice  the  testimony  against  him  as 
would  be  legally  competent  to  establish  his 
guilt  on  a  similar  prosecation  by  the  meanest 

and  roost  helpless  of  roankind 

An  attack  upon  the  King  is  considered  to  be 
parricide  against  the  State,  and  the  jury  and 
the  witnesses  and  even  the  judges  are  the  chiU 
dren.  It  is  fit  on  that  account  that  there  should 
be  a  solemn  pause  before  we  rush  to  judgment, 
and  what  can  be  a  more  sublime  spec|acle  of 
justice  than  to  see  a  statutable  disqualification 
of  a  whole  nation  for  a  limited  period,  a  fifteen 
days'  Quarantine,  before  trial,  lest  the  mind 
should  oe  subjected  to  the  contagion  of  partial 
affections  V 

After  the  trial  of  Hatfield,  however,  these 
formalities  were  dispensed  with,  and  in 
the  case  of  Francis  we  proceeded  against 
him  in  the  ordinary  mode  of  a  trial  for 
murder  or  malicious  shooting,  and  I  can- 
not help  thinking,  that  after  the  experience 
which  we  have  had  of  repeated  attempts 
on  the  life  of  the  Sovereign,  or  at  least  of 
assaults  from  which  intention  to  kill  or 
wound  the  Sovereign  may  reasonably  be 
inferred,  that  the  subjecting  of  such 
miserable  persons  to  the  forms  and  for- 
malities of  a  trial  under  the  statute  of 
William,  that  investing  them  with  the 
dignity  of  traitors  is  an  unnecessary  8e« 
curity  against  the  abuse  of  the  law,  and 
one  which  almost  tempts  them  to  con^mit 
the  crime,  for  the  sake  of  the  supposed 
importance  which  it  gives  to  tbeoi.  t 
propose  therefore  that,  in  cases  of  treason, 
where  the  offence  is  a  compassing  of  the 
wounding  the  Sovereign,  accompanied  by 
an  overt  act|  that  in  such  casesi  as  well  as 
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in  those  other  cases  contemplated  by  the 
act  passed  after  the  trial  of  Hatfield,  the 
offender  may  be  tried  by  the  ordinary  tri- 
bunals of  the  country  as  in  any  ordinary 
charge  of  murder,  and  that  the  formalities 
of  high  treason  may  in  such  cases  be  dis- 
pensed with.  I  propose  to  constitute  no 
new  offence,  and  1  do  not  intend  to  con- 
stitute any  new  punishment;  I  merely 
propose  a  change  in  the  form  of  proceed, 
ings  in  cases  where  a  charge  compassing 
the  wounding  of  the  Sovereign  is  made, 
and  to  assimilate  the  form  to  that  observed 
when  the  life  of  the  Sovereign  is  said  to 
have  been  attempted.  It  was  on  this  prin- 
ciple that  we  recently  acted  in  the  case  of 
Francis.  In  that  case,  after  full  con- 
sideration, notwithstanding  that  his  life 
was  forfeited,  we  determined  that  it  was 
not  for  the  public  interest  that  the  sentence 
of  capital  punishment  should  be  carried 
into  effect.  We  did  not  come  to  this  de- 
termination until  after  the  most  mature 
deliberation.  We  decided,  with  the  con- 
viction that  the  jury  who  had  found  the  ver- 
dict acted  from  pure  and  honourable  motives 
and  upon  sufficient  grounds,  and  that  their 
intelligence  and  independence  were  not  to 
be  called  in  question.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  however  base  the  motives,  however 
heinous  the  offence,  yet  still  acting  in  con- 
formity with  the  commands  of  a  gracious 
Sovereign,  whose  prerogative  it  is  to  ad- 
minister justice  and  to  dispense  mercy,  we 
determined  to  apply  the  same  principles 
to  the  case  before  us  as  we  would  with 
respect  to  any  other  case  involving  capital 
punishment.  Two  cabinet  councils  were 
held.  We  reviewed  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence taken  against  Francis,  we  resolved 
not  to  decide  without  an  interview  with 
the  three  judges,  by  whom,  or  in  whose 
presence,  the  prisoner  was  tried,  and  with- 
out a  conference  with  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown,  the  Attorney-general  and  the 
Solicitor-general,  by  whom  the  prosecu- 
tion was  conducted.  The  result  of  the 
conference  with  the  three  judges  was  an 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  that  it 
was  not  advisable  that  the  capital  sentence 
should  be  carried  out.  The  opinions  of 
the  judges  were  found  to  be  in  accordance 
with  that  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown ; 
and  under  these  circumstances,  I  think 
the  House  will  be  of  opinion  that  we  have 
taken  a  more  effectual  security  against  the 
repetition  of  the  offence,  by  applying  the 
aame  principle  to  the  case  of  Francis  as  we 
would  have  applied  to  any  ordinary  case 


of  charge  of  murder,  than  we  should  have 
done  had  we  stretched  the  law ;  or  if  not 
actually  stretched  it,  at  least  had  departed 
from  the  usual  practises,  for  the  purpose 
of  making  a  severe  example.  But  the  de- 
cision to  which  we  came  was  founded 
upon  the  unanimous  report  of  the  judges 
before  whom  the  prisoner  was  tried,  and 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  who  con- 
ducted this  prosecution.  It  was  no  feeling 
of  false  humanity  which  tempted  us  to 
remit  the  capital  sentence,  but  into  the 
reasons  which  influenced  us  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  not  expect  that  1  should  enter 
into  detail.  The  bill  which  I  now  propose 
will  also  provide  for  other  offences  beyond 
those  which  bear  the  name  of  treason. 
The  bill  will  subject  to  severer  punish- 
ment, than  can  be  applied  under  the 
law  as  it  at  present  exists,  all  those 
offences  which  are  connected  with  the  dis- 
charge of  fire-arms  at,  or  attempts  to  alarm 
the  Sovereign,  even  where  the  charge  does 
not  amount  to  high  treason.  Perhaps  I 
cannot  do  better  than  read  to  the  House 
the  class  of  offences  against  which  my 
measure  proposes  to  provide.  I  propose 
to  enact  that  after  the  passing  of  this  act, 

'*  If  any  person  or  persoos  shall  wilfully  dis- 
charge, or  attempt  to  discharge,  or  point,  aim, 
or  present  at  or  near  the  person  of  the  Queen 
any  gun,  pistol,  or  other  description  of  fire- 
arms whatsoever,  although  the  same  shall  not 
contain  explosive  or  destructive  substance  or 
material,  or  shall  discharge  or  attempt  so  to 
discharge  any  explosive  or  destructive  sut><- 
stance  or  material ;  or  if  any  person  shall  strike 
or  attempt  to  strike  the  person  of  the  Q^een 
with  any  offensive  weapons  or  in  any  manner 
whatever,  or  if  any  person  shall  wilfully  throw 
or  attempt  to  throw  any  substance  whatever  at 
or  on  the  person  of  the  Queen,  or  with  in- 
tent in  the  cases  aforesaid  to  break  the  public 
peace,  or  with  intent  in  any  of  the  cases  afore- 
said, to  excite  the  alarm  of  the  Queen." 

In  all  these  cases,  I  propose  that  the 
offenders  shall  be  subject  to  certain 
punishments  not  of  undue  severity,  for  I 
think  that  it  is  of  importance  that  the  law 
should  derive  its  efficacy  from  public  opi« 
nion,  but  I  propose  to  increase  the  severity 
of  the  punishment,  which  would  be  visited 
on  these  offences  in  the  present  state  of 
the  law.  I  propose  that  any  party  so 
offending,  that  is  intending  to  hurt  the 
Queen,  or  to  alarm  the  Queen,  shall  be 
subject  to  the  same  penalties  which  apply 
to  cases  of  larceny;  transportation  not 
exceeding  seven  years;  but  we  propose 
also  another  punishment  more  suitable  to 
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the  oftnoev  and  more  calculated  to  re- 
prni  it— that  there  be  a   discretionary 
power    of    imprisonment    for    a    certain 
period,  with  authority  to  inflict  personal 
ebasUaeffient.     Instead  of  dignifying  those 
niicreaQts  with  the  solemnities  of  a  trial 
lor  tbeir  life,  and  inciting  them  to  those 
ofleoces  by  making  them  the  objects  of 
that  most  misplaced  and  stupid  sympathy 
with  which  some  persons  are  apt  to  view 
such  offeoderSy  let  us  make  known  to  the 
world,  if  men  can  be  found  actuated  by 
any  maligoant  wish  to  disturb  the  peace  of 
their  Sovereign,  when  enjoying  that  relax. 
atioD  so  necessary  to  ber  after  the  cares 
and  anxieties  of  her  station,  that  for  these 
cootemptible  acts  they  shall  receive  the 
degrading  punishment  of  personal  chas- 
tisement.  I  do  confidently  hope,  Sir,  that 
without  calling  in  the  aid  of  any  extreme 
severity,  the  provisions  of  this  bill  will  be 
effectual  in  repressing  these  offences.   Let 
us  look  at  the  nature  of  this  crime.     It  is 
not  a  traitorous  offence  against  her  Majesty, 
a  contrivance  laid  by  persons  possessed  of 
great  power  against  the  peace  of  the  realm 
•—the  miscreants  who  have  lately  offended 
in  this  way  have  been  actuated  by  scarcely 
any  assignable  motive  whatever.   The  law, 
in  charity  to  human   nature,  has  never 
contemplated  the  possibility  of  any  human 
being  in   the  form  of  man  finding  any 
satisfaction  in  presenting  a  pistol  at  a 
young  lady,  that  lady  a  mother,  that  lady 
the  Queen  of  these  realms  (cheers),  and 
it  is  monstrous  to  think  that  she  shall  t>e 
sutiject  to  injury  from  an  offence  from 
which   the  meanest  of  her  subjects  are 
protected.     I  hope,  Sir,  that  this  House 
will  respond  to  the  proposal  I  now  make, 
that  a  new  security  against  such  attempts 
shall  l>e  taken.  Sir,  I  confide  in  the  power 
of  public  opinion— I  confide  in  those  feel- 
ings of  affection  for  her  Majesty  which  I 
am  sore  animate  the  breasts  of  her  subjects 
for    constituting  a   defence    against  the 
attempts  of  powerful  individuals  to  disturb 
the  public  peace.    What  we  have  now  to 
guard   agamst  is  the  designs  of   those 
wretched  miscreants,  which  are  calculated 
to  disturb  the  peace,  not  only  of  her 
Majesty,  but  of  every  loyal  subject  of  her 
Crown>  and  if  due  additional  security  can 
be  furnished  by  an  enactment  such  as  I 
propose,  which  trenches  upon  no  princi- 
ple of  English  jurisprudence,   which  in- 
vokes no  undue  severity  of  punishment,  I 
have  every  confidence  that  the  measure 
will  meet  with  the  unanimous  approbation 


of  this  House,  and  that  every  individual 
among  its  Members  will  return  from  his 
Parliamentary  duties  to  his  domestic  re- 
tirement with  increased  satisfaction,  if  he 
can  be  assured  that  her  Majesty  will 
enjoy,  as  she  has  a  right  to  enjoy,  a  degree 
of  security  and  tranquillity  at  least  as 
great  as  that  which  the  law  secures  to  all 
her  subjects.  I  will  add  no  more,  but 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  provide 
for  the  further  security  and  protection  of 
ber  Majesty. 

Lord  J,  Russell :  I  rise  to  express  my 
cordial  assent  to  the  motion.  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that 
when  new  mischiefs  and  new  crimes  are 
committed,  it  is  desirable  that  the  law 
should  be  changed,  so  as  to  meet  them. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  I  understand 
him,  does  not  at  all  propose  to  interfere 
with  the  ancient  law  of  treason,  or  with 
offences  to  which  that  law  is  applicable. 
In  fact,  we  have  not  to  deal  with  great 
plans  of  insurrection,  or  plans  of  conspi- 
racy, for  the  purpose  of  overturning  the 
State.  With  respect  to  crimes  of  that 
kind,  there  are  certain  securities  provided 
by  law,  which,  I  think,  are  rightly  pro- 
vided ;  and,  with  regard  to  one  of  which 
—the  defence  by  counsel — it  has  been  ex- 
tended to  persons  accused  of  felonies  of 
an  ordinary  nature.  But  the  offence  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  proposes  to 
deal  is,  undoubtedly  an  offence  new  in  its 
kind.  It  does  not  spring  from  any  politi- 
cal passion  spread  through  any  portion  of 
the  people.  It  has  its  origin,  as  the  right 
hon.  Getleman  has  said,  in  some  base  and 
malicious  passion  to  injure  the  person  of 
the  Sovereign.  When  such  offences  are 
committed,  as  unfortunately  we  have  seen 
committed  during  the  last  two  years,  I 
think  it  is  an  occasion  on  which  the  law 
should  be  altered  to  meet  offences  of  that 
kind,  and  on  which  means  should  be  pro- 
vided for  bringing  the  person  guilty  of 
them  to  trial  speedily,  and  without  those 
solemnities  which  are  fitly  provided  in  cases 
of  a  much  graver  nature  as  regards  the 
State.  With  respect  to  the  ordinary  of- 
fences of  treason,  to  which  I  have  just  al- 
luded, there  may  be  great  difficulty  in 
ascertaining  whether  the  offences  were  the 
result  of  a  plot  or  conspiracy.  The  per- 
sons who  have  evidence  to  give  may  be 
witnesses  whose  evidence  could  be  com- 
pletely destroyed,  if  the  prisoner  were 
furnished  before  band  with  the  means  of 
rebutting  their  testimony.      But   about 
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offences  of  the  nature  of  those  we  hare 
now  to  deal  with,  there  can  be  little  ques- 
tion. They  are  committed  in  the  face  of 
day,  and  they  must  be  committed  against 
the  person  of  the  Sovereign.  Agreeing, 
therefore,  in  the  principle  that  for  extraor- 
dinary offences  new  laws  should  be  made, 
I  agree  readily  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  kind  of  punishment  by  which 
he  proposes  to  meet  this  new  crime.  I 
think,  as  it  is  the  offence  of  base  and  de- 
graded beings,  a  base  and  degrading  spe- 
cies of  punishment  is  most  fitly  applied  to  it. 
It  is  impossible  to  think  or  almost  to  divine 
what  kind  of  motives  are  those  by  which 
this  crime  is  prompted.  My  imagination 
is  really  unable  to  conceive  how  a  person 
can  be  tempted  to  interfere  with  the  ordi- 
nary recreations  of  the  Sovereign,  and  to 
attempt  to  deprive  her  Majesty  of  that 
comfnon  enjoyment  of  air  and  exercise 
which  is  not  denied  to  the  meanest  of  her 
subjects.  And  as  her  Majesty  is  more 
exposed  to  such  attacks  than  any  other 
person,  I  quite  agree  that  the  remedy 
suggested  is  most  imperatively  called  for. 
I  trust  in  God  that  the  law  may  be  found 
adequate  to  its  purpose ;  and  whether 
these  offences  arise  from  a  morbid  love  of 
notoriety,  or  whatever  may  be  the  motives 
of  those  committing  them,  when  it  is 
known  that  they  will  be  treated  with  the 
punishment  they  deserve,  I  hope  we  shall 
not  have  in  future  years  the  grief  and  pain 
of  witnessing  crimes  not  only  painful  as 
they  affect  the  peace  of  the  Sovereign,  and 
as  they  must,  in  some  degree,  disturb  her 
tranquillity  of  mind,  but  as  they  are 
clearly  most  disgraceful  to  the  nation. 

Mr.  Hume  I  I  am  quite  satisfied  the 
House  will  pass  this  law  unanimously. 
But  I  may,  perhaps,  take  this  opportunity 
of  suggesting,  that  as  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet once  effected  great  good  by  simpli- 
fying and  condensing  the  statutes  relating 
to  the  criminal  law,  the  officers  of  the 
Crown  could  not  be  better  employed  than 
in  devising  the  means  of  bringing  the  laws 
respecting  treason  into  one  comprehensive 
statute. 

Mr.  O^Cannell:  However  politic  such  a 
change  as  my  hon.  Friend  suggests  may 
be  hereafter,  I  trust  we  shall  not  be  turned 
aside  from  expressing  an  unanimous  opi- 
nion in  favour  of  the  proposed  law.  I  hope 
it  will  not  be  deemed  presumptuous  in  me, 
who  speak  with  the  weight  of  no  station, 
to  interfere  on  an  occasion  where  the  House 
is  certainly  unanimous.  But  I  cannot  avoid 


expressing,  in  the  name  of  my  constitu- 
ents, and  in  the  name  of  that  part  of  the 
empire  from  which  I  come,  the  universal 
abhorrence  and  disgust  felt  there  at  those 
base  offences  committed  against  her  Ma- 
jesty's person,  and  the  thankfulness  which 
they  will  entertain  towards  her  Majesty's 
Government  for  a  measure  calculated  to 
mark  with  the  contemptuous  execration  of 
the  whole  nation  those  brutal  attempts  on 
her  Majesty's  life.  It  rs  said  that  flogging 
is  a  brutai  punishment.  But  what  are 
they  but  brutes  who  are  guilty  of  this 
offence  ?  If  these  offences  were  commit- 
ted against  a  person  in  private  life,  and 
that  individual  a  mother  going  to  the  wor- 
ship of  her  God,  when  her  life  was  thus 
assailed  by  the  cowardly  attack  of  the 
assassin,  our  abhorrence  of  the  crime  must 
be  unbounded ;  but  when  such  an  attack 
was  made  against  the  most  universally 
popular  Sovereign  that  this  country  ever 
beheld,  one  in  whose  pure  character  no 
taint  can  be  discovered,  and  who  attracts 
the  admiration  and  affection  of  all  her 
subjects,  it  is  really  degrading  to  our  na- 
ture and  afHtcting  to  every  right-thinking 
mind.  I  do  not  think  that  the  rulers  of 
the  House  should  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
psssiog  of  this  bill  as  speedily  as  possible, 
and  1  am  of  opinion  that  no  tecbnioal 
opportunities  of  delay— such  as  a  traverse 
ijs  prox, — should  be  allowed,  because  the 
trial  should  follow  as  soon  as  possible  the 
commission  of  the  offence.  I  beg  pardon 
of  the  House  for  having  thus  intruded. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  and  a 
a  second  time. 

On  the  motion  that  the  bill  be  commit- 
ted on  the  next  day. 

Several  hon.  Members :  Pass  it  at  once. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  it  better  to  have  it 
committed  to-morrow,  in  order  to  adopt 
any  suggestions  which  might  be  made. 

Bill  to  be  committed. 

Poor-law  Amendment.]  Sir  J.  Gm- 
ham  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  a 
committee  of  the  whole  House  on  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  Bill. 

Mr.  Liddell  inquired  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment if  the  commissioners  had  put  a 
proper  construction  on  that  part  of  the 
Poor-law  authorizing  the  delegation  of 
the  whole  powers  and  authority  of  the 
central  board  to  any  one  commissioner, 
with  ihe  consent  of  the  Secretary  of  State  ? 


f9 


Pfwr^taw 


{JaLYl2} 


AmMdmenU 


30 


aad  ••ggetted  that  the  powers  of  the  com- 
nimoners  shoold  be  recapitulated  -and 
ooofitmcd  by  the  new  act. 

Sir  y.  Graham  said,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  law  iotended  to  give  to  one  com- 
niasioiier,  in  certain  cases  and  with  certain 
iveeivations*  all  the  power  of  the  commis- 
siocicia.    There  were  three  commissioners, 
and  as  one  of  them  was  required  under 
the  Irish  Poor-law  Act  to  be  occasionally 
absent  in  Ireiaod,  and  one  of  the  two  in 
Ea^lnnd  might  be  incapacitated,  from  ill- 
Deis  or  Bonie  other  cause,  from  the  per- 
formance of  hia  duties,  it  had  been  thought 
better  to  authorize  the  remaining  commis- 
siooer  to  act  in  the  absence  of  his  col- 
leagues than  to  entail  on  the  country  the 
expense  of  a  fourth  commissioner.     With 
respect  to  the  other  part  of  the  question, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  understood  to 
reply  that  the  powers  of  the  commissioners 
were  sufficiently  well  known  to  render  any 
insertion  of  them  in  the  new  act  unneces- 
sary. He  begged  to  move  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair. 

Mr.  T.  Duncambe  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  seriously 
contemplated  being  able  to  pass  this  bill 
before  the  commission  expired.  Rather 
■ore  thao  a  fortnight  since,  in  conse- 
qoeaee  of  the  state  of  public  business,  the 
late  period  of  the  Session,  and  the  ap- 
fnaehing  eipiring  of  the  commission  on 
the  31  St  of  this  month,  he  had  himself 
red  that  it  would  be  expedient  that 
other  measure  should  be  adopted 
iasiead  of  this  long  bill.  He  considered 
it,  then,  totally  impossible  that  the  right 
hoQ.  Baronet  would  be  able  to  pass  this 
mcasare  within  the  time  limited  for  the 
expiration  of  the  commission.  The  House 
would  adroit  that  there  was  much  less 
probability  now;  for  in  the  week  after 
neat  the  commission  would  cease  and 
determiae.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  conid 
not  expect  that  the  bill  would  pass  within 
that  period,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
what  would  be  the  state  of  the  country 
supposing  it  did  not  pass  within  that 
time.  To-morrow  there  would  be  a  com- 
mittee of  supply  ;  Thursday,  being  a  no- 
tice-day,  there  would  be  no  Poor-law ; 
Friday  there  would  be  supply  again ; 
coassqoently  there  would  not  be  much 
Bore  of  the  Poor-law  after  that  evening, 
sod  he  did  not  think  the  House  would  get 
tkrongh  many  clauses  to-night.  There 
would  then  be  only  next  week  for  the 
House  to  get  through  a  bill  containing 


upwards  of  sixty  clauses ;  there  must  be 
one  night  for  the  report,  and  another  for 
the  third  reading,  leaving  no  time  at  all 
for  the  consideration  of  this  most  import- 
ant subject  by  the  House  of  Lords.  Sup- 
posing the  commission  was  put  in  abey- 
ance by  its  expiry,  the  House  must  go 
back  to  the  first  clause,  which  would  re- 
quire to  be  altered.  The  clause  stated 
that  it  was  necessary  to  extend  the  com- 
mission ;  but  it  would  be  necessary  to 
renew  and  revive  the  commission,  and  in 
the  meantime  the  commissioners  not  t>eing 
popular  with  the  boards  of  guardians, 
they  might  depend  on  it  throughout  the 
country  considerable  advantage  would  be 
taken  of  their  absence.  He  was  in  hopes 
they  would  not  be  allowed  to  sit  one  hour 
in  Somerset-house  after  the  commission 
expired.  Several  of  the  boards  objected 
strongly  to  the  size  of  these  unions,  espe- 
cially in  the  metropolitan  districts;  he 
might  instance  St.  Andrew's,  Holborn, 
which  the  commissioners  had  joined  to  a 
small  parish,  in  order  to  have  it  within 
their  grasp.  The  moment  the  commission 
expired  there  would  be  a  dissolution  of 
that  union,  and  there  would  be  also,  he 
expected,  general  confusion  throughout 
the  country.  He  should  say,  for  the  sake 
of  the  law  itself,  it  would  be  much  better 
not  to  let  the  commission  drop  at  all,  and 
to  pass  a  short  bill  for  its  continuance,  as 
it  would  be  morally,  and  be  might  say 
physically  impossible  that  the  present  bill 
should  pass.  He  did  not  know  what  a 
tyrant  majority  might  be  able  to  effect, 
but  he  was  at  least  satisfied  it  ought  not 
to  pass.  They  might  repeal  the  Gilbert's 
Act,  but  that  would  be  contrary  to  the 
good  faith  of  Parliament  when  the  new 
law  was  introduced  ;  but  they  would  have 
the  greatest  difficulty  in  doing  so,  and  he 
very  much  doubted  whether  they  would 
be  able  to  effect  it.  Therefore,  unless  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  explanation  was  satis- 
factory, he  should  move  that  the  Speaker 
do  leave  the  Chair  that  day  three  months. 
Sir  J.  Graham  was  sure  the  threat 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  held 
out,  that  the  Speaker  should  be  detained 
in  the  Chair  for  so  long  a  period,  would 
be  the  greatest  inducement  to  him  to  make 
every  concession  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
consistent  with  his  public  duty;  but  he 
was  happy  to  perceive  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  quite  aware  of  the  extreme  inconve- 
nience and  evil  to  the  public  which  would 
result  from  the  commiuion  Ispainar.  and 
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that  the  hoc.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
the  controlling  power  of  the  commission 
was  in  fact  necessary  for  the  due  execu- 
tion of  the  law.  He  did  not  think  the 
House  would  accuse  him  of  unnecessary 
delay  in  bringing  this  measure  under  their 
consideration.  He  had  done  so  from  time 
to  time  whenever  the  progress  of  other 
measures,  considered  of  paramount  im- 
portance,  allowed.  Four  nights  had  al- 
ready been  occupied  in  preliminary  dis- 
cussions, and  some  progress  had  been 
made  with  the  first  clause,  which  was  one 
of  great  importance ;  yet  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  asked  him,  when  the  House 
was  about  to  proceed  with  the  other 
clauses,  to  give  him  some  assurance  that 
he  would  not  persevere  in  pressing  this 
measure  on  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  could  not,  in  the  discbarge  of  his  duty 
to  the  public,  give  any  such  assurance ; 
he  was  bound  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  which  had  hitherto  supported  the 
bill  by  a  very  decisive  majority.  He  could 
not  conceive  that  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
being  aware  of  the  confusion  which 
would  result  from  delay,  would  take  any 
extreme  course  to  secure  that  object ;  yet 
he  was  afraid,  from  something  which  fell 
from  him,  that  there  was  some  probability 
of  his  doing  so.  It  was,  at  all  events, 
his  duty  to  proceed  with  the  measure  until 
he  was  enabled  to  ascertain  the  decided 
opinion  of  the  House  on  the  subject.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  urge  on  the  House 
his  view  of  the  extreme  danger  which,  in 
the  present  state  of  the  poor  of  this  coun- 
try, would  result  from  the  discontinuance 
of  the  commission ;  and  in  his  opinion  the 
passing  of  a  short  bill  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  renewing  it  would  so  brand  that 
commission  with  the  want  of  the  con- 
fidence of  Parliament  that  their  functions 
could  no  longer  be  performed  with  equal 
efficiency.  The  period  of  the  extension 
of  the  commission  would  come  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  in  the  early 
clauses.  He  was  disposed  to  act  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  feeling  of  the  House, 
and  that  he  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
ascertaining  when  the  question  came  be- 
fore them.  On  going  into  committee  the 
first  motion  would  be  to  fill  up  the  blank 
in  the  first  clause,  and  this  was  the  point 
on  which  to  raise  the  discussion.  Of 
conrse,  if  the  judgment  of  the  House  was 
against  him,  he  would  defer  to  it. 

Captain  Bemal  was  well  aware  that 
when  a  Gentleman  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 


oppose  any  measure  of  the  Government, 
be  subjected  himself  to  the  imputation  of 
being  factious.  This  was  the  stale  device 
of  every  rampant  majority  when  irritated 
by  any  check.  He  should  therefore  offer 
no  apology  for  any  opposition  he  might 
choose  to  give  the  present  measure ;  but 
he  would  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
possibly  voted  on  this  question  against 
their  public  pledges  and  private  convic- 
tions, that  there  might  be  such  a  thing  as 
a  factious  support.  He  did  not  see  why 
the  House  should  be  called  upon,  because 
of  the  short-sightedness  of  the  Legislature, 
and  the  carelessness  of  magistrates  in  en- 
grafting errors  on  the  act  of  Elizabeth,  to 
continue  the  tmperttiiit  in  imperio  which 
the  commissioners  possessed.  He  could 
not  help  connecting  the  Corn-law  with 
the  Poor-law.  In  1839  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  asserted  that  under 
the  operation  of  the  Poor-law  the  land  in 
Sussex  had  increased  in  value  by  three 
years'  purchase.  Why,  then,  when  they 
were  taking  off  the  burdens  on  land,  did 
they  cling  to  their  darling  monopoly  of 
corn  ?  He  did  not  know  whether  this  was 
the  proper  time  to  make  observations  on 
the  bastardy  clauses,  but  he  could  not  help 
expressing  his  opinion  that  they  were  most 
unwise  and  inhuman  in  their  tendency. 
There  had  been  a  decrease  of  40  per  cent, 
in  the  charge  of  bastards  on  parishes ;  but 
would  any  person  infer  from  that  that  the 
number  of  illegitimate  children  had  di- 
minished ?  In  the  course  of  his  reading 
he  had  met  with  a  valuable  work,  pub- 
lished by  a  Frenchman,  on  the  statistics 
of  crime  in  France,  and  the  writer  ob- 
served that  the  department  where  the 
number  of  illegitimate  births  was  the 
greatest,  there  were  the  fewest  infanti- 
cides ;  and  where  the  number  of  infanti- 
cides was  the  greatest,  the  illegitimate 
births  were  the  fewest.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  force  on  the  Government 
the  necessity  of  reconsidering  the  bas- 
tardy clauses.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  been  fre- 
quently taunted  with  having  given  his 
sanction  to  the  Anti-Poor-law  cry  at  the 
last  election  ;  and  when  he  observed  the 
great  power  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
exercised  over  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who,  however  much  they  might  decry  him 
in  their  own  coteries,  yet  in  that  House 
believed  in  and  trembled  at  him,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  given  a  silent  sanction  to  those 
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vbo  attacked  the  late  Government  under 
oorer  of  tlie  Poor-law*  What  had  been 
Ibe  coarse  parsaed  by  a  near  relative  of 
dterighl  hon*  Baronet  at  Devonport?  He 
declared  that  if  the  provisions  of  the  New 
Poor-law  were  not  altered  and  modified, 
the  coantry  would  be  in  a  state  of  revolu- 
tioD.  What,  too,  bad  been  the  course 
porsoed  hy  the  present  Under-Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  at  Weymouth  ?  He  ex- 
pressed unmiligated  hostility  to  the  New 
Poor-law.  Since  entering  that  House, 
however,  those  Gentlemen  who  had  been 
10  load  in  their  denunciations  of  the  Poor- 
hw  oat  of  doors,  had  been  rendered  mute 
by  the  potent  wand  of  the  great  wizard. 
Was  it  too  mach,  then,  to  suppose,  that  if 
the  same  power  which  was  exerted  now 
had  been  employed  twelve  months  back, 
it  voald  have  had  equal  influence  ?  He 
did  not  now  intend  to  allude  to  the  con- 
doct  of  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  who 
had  afforded  a  remarkable  proof  of  the 
truth  of  hia  own  quotation — nusquam  iuta 
fidei  !  But  he  wished  to  refer  to  the  de- 
clarations made  by  another  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  which  he  seemed  to  have 
Host  conveniently  forgotten.  He  found 
that  this  Gentleman,  after  abusing  on  the 
bostinga  the  Whigs  for  their  attachment 
U>  place,  proceeded  to  make  the  following 
obserrations  :— 

'^He  had  always  expressed  himself/'  he 
aid, "  on  the  harsh  bearing  of  the  Poor-law 
Ml  the  poor.  The  Ministers  having  first  found 
(nt  Uiat  all  the  iostitntions  of  the  country  were 
abosesy  introduced  theoretical  reforms  which 
vere  dangerous  to  the  country.  They  dis- 
oorered  the  necessity  of  altering  the  Poor-law. 
Now,  be  conceived  that  the  vesting  of  absolute 
power  in  the  conomissioners  had  been  the  cause 
of  all  the  misery  which  followed  that  law. 
The  most  of  the  hardships  had  arisen  in  con- 
^oence  of  the  discretionary  power  given 

This  was  uttered  in  1837,  when  there 
VM great  excitement  about  the  Poor-law ; 
and  what  said  the  same  Grentleman  in 
July,  1841,  when  the  excitement  had  a 
little  subsided  ?    He  stated  that— 

**  On  the  subject  of  the  Poor-law,  he  had  not 
is  soy  degree  changed  his  opinion ;  be  thought 
ii  most  unjust  for  a  central  commission  to  take 
^  itself  the  whole  man^remf  nt  of  the  poor ; 
be  thoaght  a  discretionary  power  ought  to  be 
given  to  local  authorities,  who  were  intimately 
coQDected  with  the  poor,  and  who  were  much 
^tter  acquainted  with  their  habits  than  men 
^  a  distance  possibly  could  be ;  he  should 
jike  to  see  such  a  law  as  the  old  law  would  be 
ifdolj  administered*" 
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Who  was  the  Gentleman  who  gave  ut- 
terance to  these  sentiments?  He  now 
held  a  place  in  the  office  from  which  this 
Poor-law  bill  emanated — he  was  Under- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. He  would  now  leave  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  to  strike  a  balance  as  to  the  at- 
tachment  to  place  between  Whigs  and 
Tories.  In  his  vocabulary  he  had  but 
one  term  to  characterise  such  conduct,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough  would 
show  some  impartiality  in  applying  to  it 
the  same  language  he  had  used  to  describe 
the  proceedings  of  his  opponents. 

Mr.  Sutton  said,  that  being  unexpect- 
edly called  upon  to  address  the  House,  he 
should  not,  in  the  few  words  he  felt  it 
necessary  to  say  in  reply  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member,  indulge  in  any 
warmth  of  expression,  nor  give  cause,  he 
hoped,  for  the  application  of  any  of  those 
remarks,  which  the  hon.  Member  thought 
ought  to  attach  to  his  conduct.  He  felt 
called  on  to  say  a  few  words,  in  reference 
to  the  speech  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  quoted  as  proceeding  from  him  at  the 
last  election  ;  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
again  repeating  the  words  he  used.  He 
remembered  perfectly  well  stating  in  one 
part  of  the  speech,  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  quoted,  that  no  man  was 
more  fully  convinced  than  himself  of  the 
great  and  various  abuses  which  had  ren- 
dered a  change  of  the  old  law  necessary. 
He  stated  that  he  conceived  it  to  be 
utterly  impossible  and  unjust  to  frame  any 
definite  law  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  which 
should  be  applicable  in  all  the  different 
parts  of  the  country,  and  that  he  was  most 
anxious  to  entertain  any  modification  or 
alteration  of  the  harsh  clauses  of  that  law. 
He  believed  that  he  had  now  stated  all 
that  he  did  say,  and  he  must  be  allowed 
to  say,  that  in  the  first  place  he  felt  most 
deeply  the  abuses  of  the  old  law.  It, 
therefore,  appeared  extraordinary  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  should  attempt  to  impute 
to  him  a  declaration  that  he  would  vote 
for  a  return  to  the  old  law.  ["  No,  no."] 
Was  he,  then,  to  vote  against  the  present 
bill? 

Capt.  Bemal:  What  I  said  the  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  was  this,  "  That  he 
should  like  to  see  such  a  law  as  the  old 
law,  if  duly  administered.'^ 

Mr.  Sutton  admitted,  that  he  stated,  as 
he  was  now  ready  to  repeat,  that  the 
abuses  of  the  law  arose  more  from  its  mal- 
administration than  its  nature.     He  also 
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itated  that  be  was  anxious  to  revise  the 
harsher  clauses,  and  that  it  was  impossible 
that  there  could  be  one  uniform  mode  of 
relief  applicable  to  all  parts  of  the  country. 
What  was  the  course  he  now  pursued? 
•He  was  ready  to  vote  for  the  continuance 
of  the  commission,  because  it  was  allowed 
by  all  that  a  diflferent  system  could  be 
applied  to  difTerent  parts  of  the  country ; 
and  he  voted  for  the  bill  with  the  object 
of  considering  it  in  committee,  and  intro- 
ducing such  modifications  as  the  House 
might  deem  fit.  He,  therefore,  did  not  think 
he  was  liable  to  the  charge  made  against 
him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

General  Johnson  put  it  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  whether  he  thought  at 
that  period  of  the  Session  there  was  an 
opportunity  for  a  fair  discussion  of  the 
details  of  the  measure  ?  He  did  not  think 
it  at  all  an  unreasonable  request  to  ask 
the  Government  to  introduce  a  temporary 
measure,  and  to  bring  the  whole  question 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  at 
an  early  period  next  Session. 

Lord  J.  Russell  interfered  as  little  as 
possible  in  these  discussions,  thinking 
it  best  to  leave  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
defend  the  bill ;  but  on  the  last  occasion 
on  which  he  had  spoken  be  stated,  that  he 
thought  the  best  way  would  be  to  go  into 
committee,  there  to  consider  the  four  or 
five  first  clauses,  and  then  that  the  House 
should  determine  whether  there  would  be 
time  and  opportunity  to  consider  the  other 
clauses.  They  embraced  various  subjects, 
the  Gilbert  unions,  school- districts,  dsc. ; 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  wished  to  bring  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  the  ban- 
tardy  clauses  on  which  difference  of  opinion 
prevailed.  But  with  respect  to  the  first 
clause's  continuing,  the  House  seemed 
pretty  well  agreed,  and  even  the  opponents 
of  the  bill  admitted  that  the  immediate 
expiration  of  the  commission  would  be 
attended  with  confusion.  He  therefore 
thought  it  desirable  to  go  into  committee 
to  consider  the  first  clauses,  and  aftdr  that 
an  opportunity  would  arise  for  deciding 
whether  they  could  go  on  with  the  rest  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  S.  Wartky  said,  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  noble  Lord  involved  some 
difficulty.  If  they  proceeded  to  the  first 
clause,  and  filled  up  the  blank  prolonging 
the  commission  for  five  years,  then  he 
feared  it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  retrace  its  steps.  Be  this  so  or 
not,  there  appeared  to  be  great  incon* 


venience  in  pushing  the  bill  forward  in  its 
present  state.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Graham),  in  his  desire  to  carry 
the  enactments  of  this  bill,  appeared  to  be 
actuated  by  a  feeling  that  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
to  continue  the  commission  till  next  Ses- 
sion, would  have  the  efiect  of  affixing 
a  stigma  to  it,  and  rendering  it  less  efficient. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  there 
need  exist  no  such  apprehension*  The 
commissioners  had  had  already  a  very 
decided  opinion  pronounced  in  their  favour 
by  a  majority  of  the  House ;  and  he  did 
not  see  that  it  would  be  casting  any  stigma 
on  them,  if  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  time,  the  commission  was 
only  prolonged  for  one  year  instead 
of  five. 

Lord  J.  Ruuell  did  not  mean  that  after 
the  House  should  agree  to  continue  the 
commission  for  five  years  the  House 
should  then  retrace  its  steps  and  continue 
the  commission  for  one  year  only.  He 
always  stated,  that  the  commission  should 
be  continued  for  five  years. 

Sir  R,  Peel  was  ready  to  admit  that  it 
would  be  unjust  for  a  rampant  majority 
to  force  the  House  against  all  reason  to 
consent  to  any  measure,  and  having  made 
that  concession  he  hoped  it  would  be  con* 
ceded  to  him  that  it  would  be  equally  un- 
just in  a  minority  to  prevent  the  sense  of 
the  House  from  being  duly  taken.  There 
would  be  an  end  to  all  deliberative  assem* 
blies,  if  the  sense  of  the  majority  was  to 
be  overborne.  Why  not  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  question  whether  the 
commission  should  continue  five  years  or 
not,  and  discuss  that  question  irrespective 
of  the  other  clauses?  He  intended  to 
propose  votes  of  supply  to-morrow  and 
on  Friday,  so  that  it  would  be  Tuesday 
next  before  this  bill  could  be  again  con- 
sidered; but  all  the  Government  asked 
was,  that  the  House  should  proceed  in  the 
usual  way,  and  deliberate  upon  the  details 
of  the  bill.  If  there  were  objections  to 
particular  clauses,  they  might  be  urged, 
and  due  weight  given  them ;  but  let  the 
House  determine  whether  the  commission 
should  last  five  years  or  not*  He  dis- 
claimed taking.any  course  on  the  strength 
of  a  majority  against  reason  ;  but  if  they 
were  to  act  on  the  principle  that  the  mi- 
nority may  by  obstructions  defeat  the 
sense  of  the  majority,  they  would  be 
establishing  an  argument  in  favour  of 
despotic  government,  and  against  popular 
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MMmblies.  If  the  bill  were  committed, 
aod  fMirties  should  be  dissatiaiied  because 
certain  changes  were  not  made  in  it,  they 
had  the  power  of  taking  the  sense  of  the 
House  against  it  on  the  report  and  on 
the  third  reading. 

Mr.  7*.  Duncombe  was  not  liable  to  the 
charge  of  proposing  a  vexatious  oppo- 
sition. He  said  it  was  totally  impossible, 
oa  account  of  the  want  of  time,  properly 
to  consider  the  measure,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  confirmed  what  he  said, 
for  he  admitted  that  they  could  not  con- 
sider the  bill  again  until  next  Tuesday. 
OljieetkmB  were  entertained  to  various 
elauees,  particularly  to  that  relating 
to  the  commission  and  Gilbert  unions, 
and  he  still  maintained  that  there  was 
not  sufficient  time  for  a  fair  and  straight- 
forward consideration  of  the  bill.  He  did 
not  aay  that  great  inconvenience  would 
arise  if  the  commission  ceased.  What 
be  stated  was,  that  if  they  intended  to 
renew  the  commission  there  would  be  great 
ineoDvenienee  in  allowing  it  to  cease ;  and 
that  io  that  case  they  would  find  great 
diffidilly  in  reviving  it. 

Mr.  B.  Yorke  said,  that  the  present 
bill  was  unpopular,  and  by  a  large  portion 
of  jpeiaons  was  thought  unjust  and  un- 
christian. Parliament  had  met  at  the 
beginning  of  February,  and  they  had  been 
speaking  on  every  other  subject  exeept 
the  poor.  It  was  now  the  12th  of  July, 
and  it  would  be  about  the  20th  before 
they  could  again  proceed  to  the  discussion 
of  this  bill.  At  that  time  a  large  number 
of  Members  would  be  leaving  town,  and 
he  learned  from  information  which  he  had 
received  from  various  parts  of  the  country, 
some  of  which  was  in  his  hat  at  that  mo- 
ment, that  the  GoveriAnent  intended  to 
job  this  bill  through  the  House  when  the 
state  of  the  House  would  render  it  impos- 
sible for  the  measure  to  receive  a  just  and 
proper  discussion. 

Mr  Law$(m  was  understood  to  inquire, 
whether  the  Government  intended  to  press 
the  sixth  clause  ? 

Sir  /.  Qrn^uxm  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  see  the  inconvenience  of 
calling  on  the  Government  to  state  what 
course  they  should  pursue  with  respect  to 
particular  clauses.  He  should  be  most 
happy  to  obtain  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  first  five  clauses,  but 
must  abstain  from  making  him  pledge  as 
to  the  sixth.  He  concurred  with  the  noble 
Lofd  opposite  io  thinking  it  expedient 


that  the  opinion  of  the  House  should  be 
taken  on  the  first  five  clauses ;  and  the 
opinion  of  the  House  might  be  again 
asked  on  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  whether  the  com- 
mission should  laitt  for  one  year  only. 
The  motion  for  filling  op  the  blank  in  the 
first  clause  would  raise  the  whole  question  ; 
and  if  there  should  be  a  decided  majority 
in  favour  of  continuing  the  commission  for 
Rve  years,  he  hoped  that  those  who  were 
opposed  to  the  prolonj^ation  of  the  term 
of  the  commission  would  then  give  way. 

Mr.  Hindley  thought  it  unseemly  and 
unbecoming,  on  the  12th  of  July,  to  at- 
tempt to  go  into  committee  on  this  bill, 
against  which  a  great  portion  of  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  were  pledged. 
What  was  the  real  intention  of  Govern- 
ment ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
had  not  the  least  idea  of  carrying  the  bill. 
All  that  he  wanted  was  to  get  the  first  ^ve 
clauses  agreed  to,  and  then  he  would  just 
pass  that  short  bill,  and  the  House  would 
hear  nothing  more  about  it.  Was  it  not 
better  to  take  the  sens^  of  the  House  on 
the  motion  that  the  commission  should 
only  last  one  year  ?  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge's  explanation 
would  be  better  received  at  Cambridge 
than  it  had  been  in  that  House.  If  the 
hon.  Member  voted  for  the  continuance 
of  the  commission,  he  would  certainly 
act  inconsistently  with  his  former  de- 
clarations. 

Captain  Peckell  recommended  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Home  Secretary,  to 
imitate  the  conciliatory  manner  of  Lord 
Althorp,  who  introduced  the  Poor-law, 
and  who  by  his  manner  greatly  disarmed 
opposition.  In  consequence  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  having  read  a  letter  from 
one  poor  man  in  Chester  in  favour  of  the 
commission  and  the  dissolution  of  he 
Gilbert  Unions,  he  should  be  obliged  to 
read  to  the  House  letters  of  a  contrary 
tendency  from  almost  every  board  of 
guardians  acting  under  local  acts.  He 
advised  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  take 
the  continuance  of  the  commission  for  one 
year,  and  leave  the  Gilbert  Unions  alone. 

Mr.  CfConnell  said,  that  all  the  Go- 
vernment should  desire  was  such  a  pres- 
sure from  the  House  as  would  justify  them 
in  not  persevering  with  the  bill.  Nobody 
could  blame  them  for  not  bringing  it 
forward  before,  because  other  measures 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  struck  him  to  be  utterly  im- 
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possible  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session 
to  discuss  all  the  clauses  of  the  bill,  re- 
lating to  all  the  ramified  interests  of 
society.  The  school  districts  were  a  new 
topic  to  a  considerable  extent.  They 
ought  to  educate  the  poor,  certainly,  but 
on  a  system  equally  just  to  all,  and  they 
ought  to  consider  that  system,  as  well  as 
the  arrangements  of  school  districts.  He 
therefore  wished  the  House  would  express 
such  an  opinion  that  Ministers  would  be 
justified  in  passing  a  temporary  act  conti- 
nuing the  commission  until  the  next  Par- 
liament. Then  the  subject  could  be  con- 
sidered at  an  early  period. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  his  opinion  ac- 
corded with  that  just  expressed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  He  had  al- 
ready expressed  his  opinion,  that  the  new 
system  should  he  allowed  a  little  further 
experiment  under  the  present  Adminis- 
tration, before  they  attempted  to  re-adjust 
it  for  a  considerable  period.  He  observed, 
that  as  the  law  continued  to  be  carried  into 
operation  modifications  of  an  improved 
character  took  place,  and  there  seemed  now 
to  be  a  more  just  appreciation  of  the  im- 
possibility of  passing  one  iron  roller  over  the 
whole  of  the  country.  He  would  therefore 
allow  this  improvement  to  go  on  before  they 
attempted  to  settle  the  law,  and  they  would 
then  be  able  to  bring  the  question  to  a 
more  satisfactory  conclusion.  As  it  was  im- 
portant that  every  clause  in  the  bill  should 
be  considered,  he  would  prefer  to  see  the 
Government  at  the  present  moment  in- 
^  troduce  a  short  bill  for  continuing  the 
commission,  he  would  not  say  for  one 
year,  but  for  two  years,  if  necessary.  In 
the  present  circumstances  of  the  country 
it  was  desirable  not  to  continue  the  agita- 
tion which  arose  out  of  this  measure.  He 
believed  it  was  the  exclusion  of  out-door 
relief  which  agitated  some  of  the  most  po- 
pulous districts  of  the  country,  and  quiet 
would  be  restored  by  a  declaration  from 
the  Government  that  the  workhouse  test 
was  not  applicable  to  districts  of  that  de- 
scription. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  said,  he  had  declined  to 
give  a  pledge  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  which  he  conceived  in- 
consistent wilh  his  duty ;  but  there  were 
two  assurances  he  was  now  anxious  to 
make  to  the  House.  The  first  was,  that 
nothing  could  be  further  from  the  inten- 
tions of  Ministers  than  to  pass  the  present 
bill  when  the  attendance  of  Members  be- 
came thin.  He  was  aware  of  the  difficulty 


there  would  be  in  carrying  forward  this 
measure.  After  the  present  day,  it  would 
probably  be  next  Tuesday  before  the  bill 
could  again  come  under  consideration. 
He  therefore  could  only  give  the  assurance 
on  general  grounds  that  it  would  be  his 
endeavour  to  make  progress  with  it  that 
evening  and  on  Tuesday  next,  and  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
press  forward  a  measure  of  such  import- 
ance at  a  more  advanced  period  of  the 
Session,  when  the  attendance  of  Members 
was  thin.  The  second  assurance  he  had 
to  give  the  House  was  this: — If  it  should 
be  the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  renew  the 
commission  and  to  extend  the  term  of  its 
existence,  and  that  then,  from  the  progress 
of  the  Session  and  a  thin  attendance  of 
Members,  it  should  be  impossible  for  him, 
consistently  with  the  assurance  he  had 
just  given,  to  press  forward  the  entire 
measure,  then  he  gave  a  most  distinct  as- 
surance on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
that  they  would  feel  it  their  duty  at  the 
earliest  period  next  Session  to  bring  for- 
ward a  measure  in  detail,  containing  all 
the  amendments  embodied  in  the  present 
measure,  and  others  which  the  experience 
of  the  winter  might  suggest.  He  certainly 
could  not,  consistently  with  his  duty,  make 
the  concession  of  shortening  the  term  for 
which  it  was  proposed  to  renew  the  com- 
mission. He  had  on  former  occasions 
stated  as  strongly  as  possible  his  opinion, 
that  a  renewal  of  the  commission  for  a 
shorter  term,  for  a  period  anything  like  a 
year,  would  tend  to  depreciate  its  authority. 
The  state  of  the  country  was  such  as  they 
all  deplored,  and  the  commissioners  were 
about  toenter  on  their  duties  under  peculiar 
circumstances.  He  therefore  thought  that 
they  must  be  arnftd  with  full  authority. 
Their  authority  would,  however,  be  im- 
perfect if  Parliament,  after  an  experience 
of  nine  years,  admitting  that  the  central 
control  of  the  commission  was  necessary, 
should  yet  declare,  in  reference  to  the  per- 
sons who  composed  it,  or  to  the  mode  in 
which  they  exercised  their  authority,  that 
they  were  unwilling  to  invest  those  persons 
with  authority  for  so  short  a  period  as 
dwe  years.  This  important  point  would 
be  most  advantageously  discussed  in  com- 
mittee, on  the  very  first  motion  to  intro- 
duce words  to  fill  up  the  blank ;  and  the 
decision  of  the  committee  would  be  taken 
on  it. 

House  in  committee  on  the  bill. 

Sir  J,  Graham  proposed  to  fill  up  the 


41 


Poor-Laic; 


{JULY  12} 


Afhendtnent, 


4i 


biaok  in  the  first  clause,  continuing  the 
eooiDission,  with  the  words  "  thirty-first 
day  of  July,  in  the  year  one  thousand  eight 
bundred  and  forty-seven." 

Mr.  Sm  Crawford  rose  to  propose  an 
amendmentt  and  in  doing  so  he  trusted  he 
iboaki  not  be  charged  with  offering 
htctioas  opposition  to  the  hill.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  opponents  of  the  law 
did  not  suflficiently .  understand  its  pro- 
Tisions.  He  would  endeavour  to  point 
out  some  of  its  arbitrary  enactments : — 

"Sec.  1.  Commissioners  may  summon  in- 
dmduals  before  them,  examine  them  on 
oath,  and  enforce  the  production  of  all  books 
or  contracts  whatsoever  relating  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor  (sec.  2),  and  may  delegate  these 
powers  to  aasistant-commissioners. 

^^Sec  15.  They  may  make  all  such  rules 
aod  regulations  as  they  may  think  fit  for  the 
management  of  the  poor,  for  the  government 
of  workhouses,    and    the    education   of  the 
diildren  therein ;  for  the  superintending  and 
Tegulating  the  houses  where  such  children  are 
kept,  and  for  apprenticing  the  children  of  poor 
penons ;  also  as  to  the  examining,  auditing, 
ud  allowing  of  accounts,  and  making  of  con- 
tncts  io  all  matters  relating  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  and  at  their  discretion  may  alter,  sus- 
pend, or  rescind  any  such  regulations. 

"Sec  21.  All  powers  and  authorities  given 
Vy  aU  former  acts  of  Parliament,  either  general 
w  local,  with  respect  to  the  building  of  poor- 
Ikmscs,  purchasing  land,  fitting  up  of  the  houses, 
and  managiog  the  poor  therein,  vested  in  the 
eomniis^ioners  according  to  their  rules,  orders, 
aod  regulations. 

*'Sec.  25.  Commissioners  empowered  to 
raise  aod  charge  on  any  parish  any  sum  under 
SOL  for  enlarging  the  workhouse  without  con- 
Knt  of  guardians. 

"  Sec.  26.  They  may  declare  as  many  pa- 
nshes  as  they  may  think  fit  to  be  united  in 
any  unioo. 

"Sec  32.  Also  have  power  to  dissolve,  add 
to,  or  take  from,  any  union ;  but  for  this  pur- 
pose they  must  have  the  consent  of  two-thirds 
of  the  guardians. 

"  Sm.  38.  Commissioners  shall  determine 
tfce  number  and  prescribe  the  duties  of  the 
gatidiaas  to  be  elected  in  each  union ;  and 
also  fix  the  qualification,  so  that  it  do  not 
exceed  an  annual  rental  of  40/.;  and  de- 
termine the  number  which  shall  be  elected  for 
each  parish." 

The  only  check  upon  the  commissioners 
^Ti  the  distribution  of  the  guardians  to  the 
different  parishes  imposed  by  the  above 
clause  is  that  each  parish  shall  have  at 
Wit  one  gnardian.  This  being  complied 
with,  the  commissioners  may  distribute 
^  rest  as  they  please. 

"  Ssc«  42*  Commissioners   empowered   to 


make  rules  and  orders  with  respect  to  unions 
under  the  Gilbert  Act,  or  any  other  general  or 
local  act,  all  these  rules  and  orders,  so  made, 
being  as  valid  and  binding  as  if  they  were  em- 
bodied in  the  act  itself. 

**  Sec.  46.  Commissioners  may  direct  guar- 
dians or  overseers  to  appoint  paid  officers  for 
different  purposes.  They  are  given  the  com- 
plete  control  over  these  oflScers,  and  regulate 
the  amount  of  their  salaries. 

"  Sec.  48.  Commissioners  may,  without  any 
suggestion  of  complaint  from  guardians,  re- 
move any  master  of  workhouse  or  overseer,  or 
other  paid  officer,  and  declare  such  person  in- 
competent to  fill  any  paid  office  connected 
with  the  relief  of  the  poor  within  the  union. 

**  Sec.  49.  All  contracts  entered  into  not  in 
conformity  with  the  rules  of  the  commissioners 
void  at  their  pleasure. 

"  Sec.  52.  Commissioners  empowered  to 
make  such  rules  as  they  may  think  fit  for  the 
relief  to  be  given  to  able-bodied  persons,  or 
their  families,  out  of  the  workhouse.  They 
may  direct  to  what  extent  and  for  what  period 
it  is  to  be  given;  whether  by  payments  in 
money  or  food  or  clothing ;  to  what  persons  or 
class  of  persons,  at  what  times  and  places,  on 
what  conditions,  and  in  what  manner  such  re- 
lief shall  be  afforded. 

*'  Sec.  89.  All  payments  made  by  any  over- 
seer or  guardian,  at  variance  with  any  rule, 
order,  or  regulation  of  the  commissioners  de- 
clared to  be  illegal,  any  law,  custom,  or  usage 
to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

**  Sec.  98.  Any  person  wilfully  neglecting 
or  disobeying  any  of  the  rules,  orders,  or  re- 
gulations of  the  commissioners,  or  being  guilty 
of  any  contempt  of  the  commissioners  sitting 
as  a  board,  such  person,  upon  conviction 
before  two  justices,  shall  forfeit  any  sum  not 
exceeding  5/.  for  the  first  offence,  not  ex- 
ceeding 20/.  nor  less  than  51.  for  the  se- 
cond, and  the  third  offence  becomes  a  mis- 
demeanour, punishable  with  fine  and  imprison- 
ment. 

Out  of  these  arbitrary  principles  had 
arisen  the  harsh  enforcement  of  the  work* 
house  test.  The  main  mischief  of  the  law 
was,  that  it  confounded  the  profligate  with 
the  poor.  Very  different  was  the  policy 
of  the  old  law.  Let  the  House  refer  to 
the  following  authorities : — 

Infirm  Poor.— New  Poor-law. — Sec.  27  pro- 
vides that  magistrates  may  order  relief  to 
any  "  adult  person  who  shall,  from  old  age 
and  infirmity  of  body,  be  wholly  unable  to 
work  without  requiring  such  person  to  reside 
in  any  workhouse,  provided  that  one  of  such 
justices  shall  certify  in  such  order,  of  bis  own 
knowledge,  that  such  person  is  wholly  unable 
to  work.''  Gilbert  and  Select  Vestry  Acts.-^ 
An  appeal  is  permitted  on  the  part  of  the  poor 
man,  1st  by  sect.  35,  to  local  magistrates ;  2nd, 
by  sect.  46,  to  magistrates  in  quarter-sessions. 
--Select  Vestry  Act,  Section  2.^  Appeal  to  two 
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justice.  Gilbert's  Act— Schedule,  Rule  3  — 
**  That  the  governor  shall  place  in  the  best  apart* 
ments  such  poor  persons  who,  having  been  ere* 
ditable  housekeepers,  are  reduced  by  niisfor<* 
tune,  in  preference  to  those  who  are  become 
poor  by  vice  and  idleness.**  Select  Vestry  Act, 
59  George  3rd.,  o.  12,  see.  1. — "  And  every 
such  select  vestry  is  hereby  empowered  and  re- 
quired to  examine  into  the  state  and  condition 
of  the  poor  of  the  parish,  and  to  inquire  into 
and  determine  upon  the  proper  objects  of  re- 
lief, find  nature  and  amount  of  the  relief  to  be 
given;  and  in  such  case  shall  take  into  con- 
sideration the  character  and  conduct  of  the 
poor  person  to  be  relieved ;  and  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  distinguish  in  the  relief  to  be  granted 
between  the  deserving  and  the  idle,  extrava- 
gant and  profligate  poor," 

Elizabeth  43,  clause  I,  provides,  that 
competent  sums  shall  be  raised  for  and 
towards  the  necessary  relief  of  the  lame, 
impotent,  old,  blind,  and  such  other 
umong  them  beinp^  poor  and  not  able  to 
work.  And  clause  5  gives  a  power  to 
build  on  waste  or  common  lands  conve* 
nient  houses  or  dwellings  for  the  said  im- 
potent poor. 

Commissioners'  Ueport,  1840,  page  39.— 
"  With  regard  to  the  aged  and  innrro,  how- 
ever, there  is  a  strong  disposition  on  the  part 
of  a  portion  of  the  public  so  to  modify  the 
arrangements  of  these  establishments  as  to 
place  them  on  the  footing  of  almshouses.  The 
consequences  which  would  flow  from  this 
change  are  only  to  be  pointed  out  to  show  its 
inexpediency  and  danger.  If  the  condition  of 
the  inmates  of  a  workhouse  were  to  be  so  re- 
gulated as  to  invite  the  aged  and  infirm  to  take 
refuge  in  it,  it  would  immediately  be  useless  as 
a  test  between  indigence  and  indolence,  or 

fraud Rules  are  to  be  estab- 

lished  of  such  a  nature  that  these  establish- 
lishmeots  may  not  be  almshouses,  but  work- 
houses in  the  proper  meaning  of  the  term.'* 

The  severity  of  the  dietary  also  pro* 
ceeded  from  the  same  arbitrary  source, 
its  effect  beiog  clearly  io  ezelude  the  un- 
fortunate poor  fiom  the  only  relief  the  law 
allowed.  The  seyere  rules  of  the  coromis«> 
sioners  had  not  been  at  all  relaxed  until 
their  existence  seemed  at  stake.  He  had 
the  highest  authority  for  his  denunciation 
of  the  arbitrary  spirit  of  the  law,  end  as 
to  its  contrariety  to  the  humaine  spirit  of 
the  old  law,  in  the  following  extracts  from 
Blackstone  :*- 

**  One  of  the  greatest  advantages  of  our 
English  law  is,  that  not  only  the  crimes  them- 
selves which  it  punishes,  but  also  the  penalties 
which  it  inflicts,  are  ascertained  and  notorious  ; 
nothing  is  left  to  arbitrary  discretion.  The 
jLing,  by  his  judges,  dispenses  what  the  law 


has  previously  ordained,  but  is  not  hismelf  the 

legislator The  law  not  only  re-v 

gards  life  pnd  member,  and  protects  every 
man  in  the  enjoyment  of  them,  but  also  fur- 
nishes him  with  everything  necessary  for  their 
support ;  for  there  is  no  man  so  indigent  or 
wretched  but  he  may  demand  a  supply  suffi- 
cient for  all  the  necessaries  of  life  from  the 
more  opulent  part  of  the  community,  by  means 
of  the  several  statutes  enacted  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor." 

'<  The  objects  of  43rd  of  Elizabeth  were 
iwo : — first,  to  relieve  the  impotent  poor,  and 
them  only  ;  secondly,  to  find  employment  for 
such  as  are  able  to  work ;  and  this  principally 
at  their  own  houses — at  their  separate  homes, 
instead  of  accumulating  all  the  poor  in  one  com- 
mon workhouse,  a  practice  which  puts  the  sober 
and  diligent  upon  a  level  (in  point  of  their  earn- 
ings) with  those  who  are  not  so,  depresses  the 
laudable  emulation  of  domestic  industry  and 
neatness,  and  destroys  all  family  connectioui 
the  only  felicity  of  the  indigent." 

The  commissioners  were  compelled,  so 
harsh  and  impracticable  were  their  own 
rules,  to  become  exceedingly  inconsistent^ 
as  was  evinced  by  this  passage,  in  their 
6tb  annual  report,  page  39  ;— - 

**  It  must  be  obvious  to  any  one  conversant 
with  the  mode  of  living  of  the  Irish  people, 
that  to  establish  a  dietary  in  the  workhouses 
inferior  to  the  ordinary  diet  of  the  poorer 
classes  would  be  difficult,  if  not  in  many  cases 
impossible ;  and  hence  it  has  been  contended, 
that  the  workhouse  system  of  relief  was  im- 
practicable in  Ireland.  ...  On  the  con- 
trary, we  are  satisfied  that  the  diet,  clothing, 
bedding,  and  other  merely  physical  comforts, 
may  in  the  workhouse  be  better  than  in  the 
neighbouring  cottages,  and  vet  that  none  but 
the  really  destitute  poor  will  seek  for  admis- 
sion, provided  that  order  and  discipline  be 
scrictly  maintained  there.  It  is  in  truth  the 
regularity,  order,  strict  enforcement  of  clean- 
liness, constant  occupation,  preservation  of 
decency  and  decorum,  and  exclusion  of  all 
irregular  habits,  and  empty  excitements  of 
life,  on  which  reliance  must  be  mainly  placed 
for  deterring  individuals  not  actually  and  una- 
voidably destitute  ftom  seeking  refuge  within 
the  workhouse." 

He  firmly  believed,  that  the  effect  of 
the  Poor-law  bad  been  greatly  to  increase 
the  distress  uoforiuoately  existing ;  for, 
whatever  might  be  said  as  to  the  injury 
arising  from  paying  wages  out  of  the  rates, 
it  was  undeniable,  that  in  seasons  of  un- 
foreseen distress,  great  relief  was,  under 
the  old  law,  afforded  occasionally  to  the 
poor.  The  House  had  decided,  indeed, 
that  the  principle  of  the  act  should  be 
maintained,  but  he  trusted  the  cofninisaton 
would  not  be  maintained  for  mpre  than  a 
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year  at  pcesent.  This  would  be  considered 
an  evkieiiee  of  kind  feeliog  on  the  part  of 
Gorermnent  towards  the  poor.  More- 
ofer,  let  it  be  remembered^  that  in  aoalo* 
goos  caaesy  extraordinary  and  unconstitu* 
tioDal  powers  were  never  granted  for  more 
than  m  year,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Mutiny 
A^  which  had  to  be  annually  renewed. 
Whether  as  regarded  the  rights  of  the 
mte-payera— -of  the  able-bodied  poor — or 
of  the  aged  and  infirm^the  bill  was  un- 
jostifiabie,  unconstitutional,  and  severe. 
He  appealed  to  those  who  professed  a 
regard  for  liberal  principles,  but  few  of 
whom  were  now  present,  and  to  those 
who  had  promiaed  a  regard  for  constitu- 
tional rights,  to  set  their  faces  against  the 
virtual  perpetuation  of  a  system  violating 
til  liberty  and  all  constitutional  princi- 
ples. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving — 

"  That  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  the  words 
'  31st  of  Joly,  1843/'  in  order  to  continue  the 
coiDmbsion  for  ooe  year  only.'* 

Mr.   Ferremd  could  assure  the   right 
baa.  Gentleman,  at  the  head  of  the  Home 
Departaaeoty   that  he  would  receive   an 
SDliochiog  opposition.     In  the  north  of 
England,  there  was  hardly  a  union  in 
whkh  the  law  had  not  given  great  dissat- 
isfaction, particularly  in  Keighley,  Brad- 
ford, Halifax,  Dewsbury,  and   Hudders- 
fieU  Unions ;  men  of  all  parties  joined  in 
denouBciog  its  operation  as  most  unjust 
uid  oppreeaive  to  the  distressed  poor.     It 
WIS  monstrous  to  enforce  rigidly  a  work- 
house test  among  a  population  of  whom 
nearly  4,000  were  in  a  state  of  pauperism. 
It  waa  said  by  Mr*  Mott,  in  the  report 
nade  by   that  gentleman,  and  so  often 
referred  to  in  the  course  of  the  discussions 
vhich  took  place  upon  the  subject  of  the 
PoQc-lawa,  that  relief  had  been  afforded 
io  the  Keighley  Union  in  aid  of  wages. 
Now,  he  was  prepared  to  say  that  there 
vss  no  foundation  for  any  such  statement. 
The  relief  which  the  board  of  guardians 
sffbrded  was  not  more  than  had   been 
foQod  absolutely  necessary  for  the  bare 
•opport  of  life;  and  he  could  distinctly 
tffirm  that  nothing  had  been  given  in  aid 
of  wages.     The  next  assertion  of  Mr. 
Mott,  which  he  was  prepared  to  deny  was 
this,  that  the  rents  of  persons  in  distress 
lud  beao  paid  to  an  alarming  extent  by 
tbs  board  of  guardians  in  that  union  :  but 
he  met  that  statement  with  the  authority 
of  8ii  Joha  Walahanii  wh9»  ia  the  plainest 


possible  terms,  denied  the  whole  of  that 
statement  in  the  evidence  which  he  gave 
on  the  subject.  In  the  report  of  Mr. 
Mott,  a  statement  was  made  to  this  effect, 
that  the  paupers  insolently  put  forward 
their  claim  to  relief,  as  a  matter  of  right ; 
but  he  was  prepared  to  show  that  this 
assertion  rested  upon  as  unstable  a  found- 
ation as  any  other  which  Mr.  Mott  had 
made.  Some  of  the  paupers,  no  doubt, 
might  have  urged  their  claims  in  strong 
language,  but,  roost  assuredly,  without  the 
slightest  degree  of  insolence.  As  to  the 
question  of  rents  having  been  paid  by  the 
board  of  guardians,  he  should  merely 
state,  that  once  a  certificate  was  sent  into 
the  board,  stating  that  an  inhabitant  of 
the  union,  would,  on  the  13th  of  May, 
owe  to  his  landlord  a  sum  of  3/.  35.  for 
rent.  Such  an  intimation  was  treated 
with  total  disregard,  and  even  with  ridi- 
cule; and  it  formed  the  only  instance  in 
which  any  application  whatever  had  been 
made  on  the  subject  of  rent.  But,  not 
content  with  such  representations  as  those, 
Mr.  Mott,  in  his  report,  alleged  that  no 
efforts  on  the  part  of  the  guardians  were 
made  to  procure  work  for  the  paupers. 
So  far  from  there  being  the  least  founda- 
tion for  such  a  statement,  he  was  enabled 
to  inform  the  House,  that  the  poor  of  that 
union  had  been,  with  hardly  any  intermis- 
sion, occupied  in  raising  or  breaking 
stones.  Then  Mr.  Mott  said,  that  the 
education  of  the  children  had  been  neg- 
lected. What  was  the  fact?  Neither 
Mr.  Power  nor  Mr.  Mott  ever  set  foot 
within  the  workhouse  I  And  here  waa 
another  fact,  which  neither  of  those  gen- 
tlemeu  could  disprove,  namely,  that  means 
of  education  were  supplied  for  the  chiU 
dren  of  the  poor  in  the  town  of  Bingley 
according  to  their  ages  and  capacities. 
Another  charge  brought  against  the  guar- 
dians was,  that  they  encouraged  legal 
disputes.  That  was  an  allegation  which  he 
utterly  and  totally  denied.  It  was  said  by 
Mr.  Mott,  that  the  bill  of  the  attorney 
employed  by  the  union  would,  for  the 
past  year,  amount  to  500/.  The  House 
would  be  surprised  to  hear  that  it  really 
amounted  to  only  230/.  Complaints  had 
been  made  of  the  local  situation  of  the 
workhouse,  as  if  it  were  in  the  middle  of 
the  town  of  Bingley,  whereas  it  was  in  a 
very  healthful  and  open  spot  quite  outside 
of  the  town,  and  as  a  proof  that  the  situa* 
tion  was  highly  favourable  to  health,  he 
could  iofoim  the  House  that  they  had  not 
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law  bill  had  been  carried  ioto  effect  in 
opposition  to  the  feeliogi  of  the  people. 
Hon.  Members  had  talked  of  the  abuses  of 
the  present  law.  What  system  of  laws, 
however  good  they  might  be,  abstract, 
edly  considered,  were  not  liable  to  such 
a  charge?  Considering  the  extensive 
change  which  the  Poor-law  bill  made,— 
considering  the  number  of  interests  which 
it  affected,  and  the  mass  of  persons  who 
were  implicated  in  its  operation,  he  was 
astonished  that  the  abuses  and  defects  of 
the  law  were  not  greater.  He  thought 
that  the  advantages  of  a  central  board  of 
commissioners  were  great.  To  the  poor 
themselves  such  an  authority  was  likely  to 
be  productive  of  considerable  benefit.  It 
identified  the  interests  of  the  poor  with 
the  board  of  commissioners  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country.  The  central 
body  was  also  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  on  that  account  all  questions 
involving  the  state  of  those  who  were 
subjected  to  the  operation  of  the  Poor-law 
were  brought  immediately  under  the  ob- 
servatioD  of  the  Government  and  the 
House.  He  would  defy  any  hon.  Member 
to  point  out  any  country  in  Europe  where 
the  wants,  feelings,  and  interests  of  the 
poor  were  more  consulted  bv  public  men 
than  in  this  country  under  the  pre- 
sent system  of  Poor-laws.  A  reference 
had  been  made  to  Scotland;  but  what 
was  the  condition  of  the  poor  of  that 
countrv»  where  no  Poor-laws  like  those 
existing  in  England  were  in  operation? 
In  many  parts  of  Scotland  a  frightful 
state  of  destitution  prevailed.  Let  hon. 
Members  compare  the  state  of  the  poor  of 
this  country  with  the  poor  of  Scotland, 
and  they  would  be  obliged  to  admit  that 
the  Poor-law  bill  approached  closely  on 
the  confines  of  perfection.  This  law  had 
been  designated  as  not  only  novel  in  its 
character,  but  as  unconstitutional  in  its 
principle.  He  should  like  to  know  from 
those  who  used  this  language,  what  idea 
they  really  meant  to  convey.  The  law 
itself  was  not  unconstitutional.  Was  it 
not  an  act  of  Parliament  passed  after  due 
and  deliberate  consideration?  The  law 
gave  certain  powers  to  persons  who  were 
responsible  to  Parliament ;  they  acted  by 
the  authority  of  the  Legislature,  and  not 
on  their  own  individual  responsibility. 
He  now  came  to  the  proposition  of  Go- 
vernment. He  regretted  that  any  cir- 
oumstancea  shonld  render  it  neeeuary  to 
poiipoM  the  passing  of  the  bill   this 


Session.  Was  the  bill  to  be  abandoned 
after  the  House  consented  to  a  continu- 
ance of  the  board  of  commissioners  for  a 
period  of  five  years?  He  could  quite 
understand  that  it  was  impossible  to  pass 
a  bill  like  that  through  the  House  at  that 
period  of  the  Session ;  but  if  the  House 
consented  to  allow  the  commission  to  oon« 
tinue  for  five  years,  he  did  not  see  on  wha 
ground  hon.  Members  could  offer  any  op- 
position to  the  remaining  clauses  of  the 
bill,  having  passed  the  most  important 
portion  of  it.  He  must  again  express  his 
regret  at  the  idea  of  the  bill  not  being 
carried.  He  could  not  see  any  alteration, 
either  in  the  Administrative  part  or  spirit 
of  the  bill,  when  compared  with  the  law 
now  in  operation.  No  material  alteration 
was  proposed  ;  he  did  not,  however,  mean 
the  House  to  infer  that  he  should  object 
to  any  modifications  were  such  proposed. 
Much  had  been  said  of  the  dietary.  It 
had  been  urged  in  opposition  to  the  pre* 
sent  mode  of  administering  relief  that  no 
regular  or  uniform  system  had  been  pur- 
sued with  reference  to  the  diet  of  those  in 
the  union  workhouses.  But  let  those  who 
were  disposed  to  take  this  view  of  the  case 
compare  the  physical  condition  of  those  in, 
with  those  out,  of  the  workhouse.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  assert  that  the  paupers  in 
the  workhouse  were  infinitely  better  fed, 
better  clothed,  and  better  taken  care  of 
in  every  respect  than  those  who  lived 
without  the  walls  of  such  establishments. 
That  fact  could  not  be  denied.  Compare 
the  condition  of  the  poor  now  with 
what  it  was  twenty  years  back,  and 
hon.  Members  must  arrive  at  the  same 
conclusion.  The  improvements  which 
had  been  introduced  could  not  have 
been  effected  without  having  a  central 
power.  Such  an  authority  was  necessary ; 
without  it  he  could  not  conoeiye  how  the 
state  could  interfere  in  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  stating,  that 
he  was  resolved  to  continue  his  adherence 
to  the  main  principles  of  the  bill ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  determined 
to  pass  his  measure,  he  might  rely  upon 
his  most  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Borthwick  said,  in  denouncing  the 
present  bill  as  one  cruel  in  its  character, 
he  did  not  wish  to  impute  such  feelings  to 
hon.  Members  who  supported  it.  He 
thought  that  it  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance, at  the  present  crisis,  to  extend  to 
the  poor  the  greatest  protectwn.  The 
seearity  of  the  country  depended  upoa  our 
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the  report  of  Mr.  Mott,  of  the  state  of  the 
Ke^hley  UdIod,  and  contended  that  its 
veracitj  had  been  unshaken,  and  that  its 
oontenia  were  worthy  of  the  most  serious 
consideration.    He  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  made  asser- 
ticMis  without  proof*  and  then  walked  out 
of  the  HoQ8e»  with  the  intention  he  sup- 
posed of  coming  back  to  call  all  on  his  side 
a  parcel  of  humbugs.     If  the  term  ought 
to  be  applied  to  any  one  most  assuredly 
the  boo.  Member  for  Knaresborough  was  a 
hoiobog.     ['*  Order."]     Well,  he  was  in 
order.      He  thought  the  continuance  of 
the  Poor-law  Commission  for  five  years 
qoite   onoecesiary;    but  if  their  powers 
were  festricted  or  subject  to  control  he 
might  perhaps  agree  to  ihat  period.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  there  had  been  a  great  neg- 
lect of  duty  with  regard  to  the  Keighley 
UnioDy  or  those  evils  of  which  complaint 
had  heea  made  could  never  hare  arisen. 
TherefofCy  as  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
and  the  assistant-commissioners  had  not 
done  their  duty   in    that  and    in  other 
aniona,  he  would  suggest  that  the  several 
anioiis  shall  be  placed  under  one  year's 
sarreillance,  and   at    the    end    of    that 
period   there  would    be   an  opportunity 
of  jadging  whether  or  not  the  duties  of 
the   official    persona   were    better    per- 
formed. 

Mr.  Liddell  hoped  to  hear  no  more 
aboat  the  Keighley  and  Bingley  unions, 
until  the  committee  with  which  the  gallant 
Commodore  was  connected  had  made  its 
report.  It  was  his  intention  to  give  his 
sapport  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rochdale.  It  was  impossible  that  all 
the  clauses  of  the  bill,  in  their  present 
shape,  could  pass  in  this  Session,  and 
therefore  it  would  be  much  better  to  post- 
pone the  bill  for  one  year,  in  order  to 
eoaUe  the  Government  to  reintroduce  it 
in  a  more  perfect  and  acceptable  form. 
He  did  not  deny  that  a  central  body  was 
necessary,  but  as  long  as  he  perceived  a 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  commission- 
ers to  carry  oat  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
in  conformity  with  their  own  square  and 
rale,  in  direct  opposition  to  the  views  of 
othen»  he  must  protest  against  their  con- 
tinuance in  power.  If  the  commissioners 
acceded  to  the  wishes  of  the  ratepayers 
SDore  often  than  they  were  disposed  to  do, 
many  of  the  objections  which  he  enter- 
tained to  them  would  be  removed.  There 
was  no  comparison  between  the  present 
Poor-law  and  that  which  had  been  in  ex** 


istence  prior  to  its  enactment.  Under  the 
present  system  the  paupers  were  forced 
into  the  union  workhouse  as  the  only 
alternative  against  starvation.  Great 
abuses  were  said  to  have  existed  in  the 
workhouses  under  the  old  law,  but  this 
fact  should  never  be  lost  sight  of — that 
the  poor  who  applied  for  relief  were  refused 
that  relief  unless  they  went  into  the  union 
workhouse;  they  were  thus  forced  in, 
which  was  not  the  case  under  the  former 
system  of  Poor-law  relief.  That  was  an 
important  pomt  to  keep  in  view  in  discuss- 
ing the  provisions  of  the  Poor-law  bill. 

Mr.  Hawes  had,  on  previous  occasions, 
when  the  Poor-law  bill  was  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament,  invariably 
extended  toward  it  his  support,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  measure  which  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  and  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  rendered  imperatively 
necessary.  He  saw  nothing  in  the  past 
working  of  the  bill  which  had  inclined  him 
to  change  his  opinions  respecting  its  bene- 
ficial operation.  The  hon.  Member  who 
last  addressed  the  House  had  said  that 
under  the  present  law  the  poor  were 
"  forced  into  the  union  workhouse.^'  He 
did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
justified  in  using  such  an  expression ;  it 
was  not  a  very  accurate  mode  of  stating 
the  case.  He  had  heard  from  those  who 
opposed  the  Poor-law  bill  much  of  the 
cruelties  and  hardships  to  which  the  in- 
mates of  the  union  workhouses  were  sub- 
jected under  the  present  law.  It  was 
easy  for  hon.  Members  to  declaim  on  this 
subject,  and  point  out  individual  cases 
of  hardship  and  apparent  cruelty ;  but  he 
should  like  to  know  what  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  so  loudly  denounced  this  law 
and  the  measure  brought  forward  by  the 
Government  would  like  to  substitute  in  its 
stead?  He  never  heard  any  clear  and 
well-defined  plan  brought  forward  in  lieu 
of  the  law  now  in  operation.  When  hon. 
Members  who  were  violent  in  their  oppo- 
sition to  the  present  law  came  to  close 
quarters  with  those  who  supported  it,  it 
was  found  that  their  views  were  more  in 
accordance  with  the  Poor-law  bill  than 
would  at  first  be  supposed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  had  stated  that  if 
the  feelings  of  the  people  were  consulted 
with  reference  to  carrying  out  the  princi- 
ple of  the  bill,  he  would  not  so  much 
object  to  support  it.  He  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  point  out  to  him  any  one 
single  document  to  prove  that  the  Poor* 
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law  bill  had  been  carried  into  eflfect  id 
oppoeition  to  ibe  feeliogeof  the  people. 
Hon.  Members  had  talked  of  the  abuseaof 
the  present  law.  What  lyitero  of  laws, 
however  good  they  might  be,  abstract, 
ediy  considered,  were  not  liable  to  such 
a  charge?  Considering  the  extensive 
change  which  the  Poor*iaw  bill  made,— - 
considering  the  number  of  interests  which 
it  affected,  and  the  mass  of  persons  who 
were  implicated  in  its  operation,  he  was 
astonished  that  the  abuses  and  defects  of 
the  law  were  not  greater.  He  thought 
that  the  advantages  of  a  central  board  of 
commissioners  were  great.  To  the  poor 
themselves  such  an  authority  was  likely  to 
be  productive  of  considerable  benefit.  It 
identified  the  interests  of  the  poor  with 
the  board  of  commissioners  and  the  Go- 
vernment  of  the  country.  The  central 
body  was  also  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  on  that  account  all  questions 
involving  the  state  of  those  who  were 
subjected  to  the  operation  of  the  Poor-law 
were  brought  immediately  under  the  ob- 
servation of  the  Government  and  the 
House.  He  would  defy  any  hon.  Member 
to  point  out  any  country  in  Europe  where 
the  wants,  feelings,  and  interests  of  the 
poor  were  more  consulted  bv  public  men 
than  in  this  country  under  the  pre- 
sent system  of  Poor-laws.  A  reference 
had  been  made  to  Scotland;  bot  what 
was  the  condition  of  the  poor  of  that 
country^  where  no  Poor-laws  like  those 
existing  in  England  were  in  operation? 
In  many  parts  of  Soolland  a  frightful 
state  of  destitution  prevailed.  Let  hon. 
Members  compare  the  state  of  the  poor  of 
this  country  with  the  poor  of  Scotland, 
and  they  would  be  obliged  to  admit  that 
the  Poor-law  bill  approached  eloeely  on 
the  confines  of  perfection.  This  law  had 
been  designated  as  not  only  novel  in  its 
character,  but  as  unconstitutional  in  its 
principle.  He  should  like  to  know  from 
those  who  used  this  language,  what  idea 
Ihey  really  meant  to  convey.  The  law 
itself  was  ool  unconstitutional.  Was  it 
not  an  act  of  Parliament  passed  after  due 
and  deliberate  oonsideration  ?  The  law 
gave  certain  powers  to  persons  who  were 
reepoosibie  to  Parliament  i  they  acted  by 
the  authority  of  the  Legislature*  and  not 
on  their  own  individual  lesponsibility. 
He  now  came  to  the  proposition  of  Go. 
vemaMot.  He  regretted  that  any  cir- 
eumaiatteee  shonM  render  it  necessary  to 
mn   thn  ■*^— •«*—  nf  ihn  hiU   ibia 


Session.  Was  the  bill  to  be  abandoiiod 
after  the  House  consented  to  a  eootinoo 
ance  of  the  board  of  eommiesioners  for  • 
period  of  five  years  P  He  could  qaiu 
understand  that  it  was  impossible  to  pose 
a  bill  like  that  through  the  House  at  thai 
period  of  the  Session ;  bot  if  the  Honee 
consented  to  allow  the  commisaion  to  ooiw 
tinue  for  five  years,  he  did  not  see  on  whn 
ground  hon.  Members  could  ofler  any  op* 
position  to  the  remaining  clauses  of  the 
bill,  having  passed  the  moot  important 
ponion  of  it.  He  must  again  express  hie 
regret  at  the  idea  of  the  bill  not  being 
carried.  He  could  not  see  any  altemtion, 
either  in  the  Administrative  part  or  spirit 
of  the  bill,  when  compared  with  the  law 
now  in  operation.  No  material  niteratioo 
was  proposed  ;  he  did  not,  however,  mean 
the  House  to  infer  that  he  should  object 
to  any  modifications  were  snch  propoeed. 
Much  had  been  said  of  the  dietary.  It 
had  been  urged  in  opposition  to  the  pre« 
sent  mode  of  adminbtering  relief  that  no 
regular  or  uniform  system  had  been  par* 
sued  with  reference  to  the  diet  of  those  in 
the  union  workhouses.  But  let  thoee  who 
were  disposed  to  take  this  view  of  the  case 
compare  the  physical  condition  of  theee  in, 
with  those  out,  of  the  workhouse.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  assert  that  the  panpere  in 
the  workhouse  were  infinitely  better  M, 
better  clothed,  and  better  taken  care  of 
in  every  respect  than  those  who  lived 
without  the  walls  of  such  establishments. 
That  fact  could  not  be  denied.  Compare 
the  condition  of  the  poor  now  with 
what  it  was  twenty  yean  back,  and 
hon.  Membere  must  arrive  at  the  same 
conclusion.  The  improvemeate  which 
had  been  introduced  could  not  have 
been  eflfected  withont  having  a  central 
power.  Such  an  authority  was  necessarv ; 
without  it  he  could  not  coneeiva  how  the 
state  could  interfere  in  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  atatingt  that 
he  was  resolved  to  continne  hie  adhereaee 
to  the  main  principles  of  the  bill ;  aad  if 
the  right  hon.  Berenet  was  determined 
to  pass  his  measure,  he  aught  rely  upon 
his  most  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Bartkwkk  saiid,  ia  deaoancing  the 
preeent  bill  as  one  cruel  in  its  character, 
he  did  not  wish  to  impale  each  Cseliage  la 
boa.  Memhem  who  supported  iL  He 
thought  that  it  was  of  the  otmost  import* 
aace,  at  the  preseat  crisis,  to  eatcsMd  to 
the  poor  the  greatest  proteetaoo.  The 
saeartty  of  thaaoaatij  dipsodsd  apaa  aar 
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mcoongiiig  a  healihy  tone  in  the  minds 
of  the  poorer  classes  of  the  community. 
Uf  had  BO  hetilationy  keeping  the  princi- 
pie  in  f ievy  in  fatly  eonsidering  the  merits 
of  the  bill.     He,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
lambetii,  bad  enjoyed  opportunities  of 
Misting  in  administering  the  Poor-law, 
both  under  tbe  old  and  the  new  system,  and 
he  eoald  inform  tbe  House,  that  in  the 
dirtiici  with  wbicb  be  was  connected  by 
icpresentatioo,  the  rates  bad  been  doubled 
asce  tbe  intxodnction  of  tbe  new  Poor* 
liv ;  tbarefore,  be  could  not  say  that  the 
ijfiem  was  an  economical  one,  and  the 
more  eapeeially  as,  although  the  rates  bad 
hseii  doubled^  there  bad  been  a  considera- 
ble decfaaae  in  the  contentment  of  tbe 
poor*    He  considered   it  a  very    short- 
tighted    legislation,    that    any    Member 
tiuNild  select  any  one  particular  district, 
u4  say  that  in  that  district,  the  law  which 
■as  intended  for  tbe  whole  country,  had 
vorked  well.     I^uch  a  law  applicable  as  it 
lis  to  every  class  of  her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects and  to  every  spot  in  l^ngland,  ought 
to  leoeive  the  most  careful  consideration 
00  general   principles,  and  not  in   con- 
DSiiott  with  any  particular  locality.    The 
qoettbn  before  the  House  was  whether 
the  commisston  should  be  continued  for 
<^  or  for  five  years.     He  bad  not  tbe 
•lightest  hesitation  in  saying  that  his  vote 
■oaid  be  given  in   favour  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rocbdale,  and  be  would  give 
it  with  less  hesitation,  as  the  question  was 
cvideatly  considered  without  reference  to 
party  pnrpcises ;  for  many  hon.  Members 
<Ki  the  oppoeite  side  of  the  House  would 
Wose  the  motion  and  support  the  Qo- 
VBraoMnt  proposition,  while,  on  the  other 
^ttd,  many  of  the  supportere  of  the  Go- 
wsoient  on  this  occauon  would  join  him 
ia  mtittg  for  tbe  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
^T  fef  Rochdale.    One  inducement  for 
Un  to  vote  for  the  motion  certainly  was 
Ae  argomeot  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
UaibeUi,  who  said  if  tbe  House  only 
psated  the  oontinaanceof  the  commission 
^  five  years,  then  hon.  Members  might 
Ptapoie  what  amendments  they  thought 
pntper.  Surely  that  was  a  monstrous  pro- 
poiition  {  tbe  House  was  called  upon  to 
b  the  term  of  the  commission  definitely 
^fare  they  considered  the  powers  that 
v^  to  be  granted  to  them :  but  that  was 
oat  the  only  inconsistency  into  which  the 
koe.  Member  for  Lambeth  had  fallen,  for 
^  •  later  part  of  bis  speeeb»  he  said  that 
>6tt  An  Gkmmment  had  obtained  the 


first  few  clauses  of  the  bill,  they  would 
abandon  the  remainder  for  the  present, 
and  introduce  another  measure  early  in 
next  Session.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be 
trifling  with  the  House.  The  powers  pro- 
posed to  be  eontinued  to  tbe  oommi^sipn- 
ers  were  not  only  large,  but  wholly  un- 
constitutional. The  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  said  that  no  body  or  tribunal 
could  be  more  amenable  to  public  opinion 
than  the  Poor-law  commission,  and  the 
way  be  made  it  out  was  this : — The  com- 
missioners were  responsible  to  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  the  Government,  he 
said,  were  responsible  to  that  House,  and 
that  House,  by  its  constitution,  was  re- 
sponsible to  public  opinion.  Now,  that 
sort  of  reasoning  still  left  the  powers  of 
Queen,  Lords,  and  Commons  in  the  bands 
of  those  commissioners,  who  were  made 
responsible  to  public  opinion  in  such  a 
roundabout  manner.  Nothing  could  be 
more  inconclusive  than  such  an  argument, 
and  he,  for  one,  would  not  vote  for  the 
continuance  of  the  commission  for  one 
single  hour,  if  it  was  at  all  practicable  to 
carry  on  the  new  system  without  their  8u« 
perintendence.  As  he  did  not  think  so, 
he  was  disposed  to  vote  for  the  shortest 
period  to  which  their  power  could  be 
limited.  He  could  not  justify,  and  there- 
fore he  would  not  use  any  violent  language 
against  any  law,  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
excitement  against  it ;  he  never  had  done 
so,  nor  was  he  called  upon  to  do  it.  He 
never  had  been  required  to  give  any 
pledge  upon  that  or  any  other  subject, 
nor  had  his  constituents  interfered  with 
him  upon  it.  Undoubtedly  they  had  not 
concealed  from  him  that  the  poor-ratea 
bad  been  doubled  upon  them,  that  the 
law  caused  much  individual  suiibring,  and 
that  the  poor  were  not  ao  contented  as 
before.  All  these  things  they  had  laid 
before  him,  but,  like  a  patriotic  body  as 
they  were,  they  said  they  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  with  his  vote-^these  were 
the  results  of  the  operation  of  the  law  in 
their  locality;  but  if  he  found  that  it 
worked  for  the  benefit  of  tbe  country  gene« 
rally  he  was  at  perfect  liberty  to  vote  for  it. 
He  had  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  Gen* 
tlemen  who  were  appointed  to  administer 
the  law  did  so  with  ability  and  perfect 
honesty  of  purpose,  the  personal  character 
of  her  Majesty's  late  Gbvernment  was  se- 
curity enough  for  tbe  personal  charaoter  of 
those  whom  they  had  appointed  to  fill 
aucb  a  high  aituation^  bat  be  said,  that  no 
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men  whate?er  could  properly  adminiBter 
•o  diBJointed,  so  iniquitous  a  law :  he  did 
not  therefore  vote  against  the  Gentlemen 
composing  the  commission,  but  against 
that  part  of  the  law  itself.  Was  not  the 
▼ery  principle  of  the  law  to  invest  with  as 
much  severity  as  possible  all  relief  to  the 
poor,  in  order  to  deter  as  far  as  they  could 
the  lazy  and  the  idle  from  applying  for  it  ? 
That  bad  been  the  avowed  object  of  the 
bill  on  its  first  introduction;  so  that  in 
fact  the  honest  and  industrious  poor  were 
made  the  warning  beacons  to  deter  the 
evil  and  the  vicious  from  coming  upon  the 
poor-rate.  He  did  not  feel  that  that  was 
the  proper  period  for  him  to  state  his 
general  objections  to  the  bill,  because  he 
sincerely  trusted  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rochdale  would  be  carried, 
and  then  they  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  revising  the  whole  law  in  the  ensuing 
Session.  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
their  accession  to  o£Bce  claimed  the  confi- 
dence of  the  country  for  fiye  months,  while 
they  considered  and  perfected  their  mea- 
sures, one  of  which,  and  a  most  important 
one,  was  the  Poor-law,  After  a  lapse  of 
that  long  period  the  present  bill  was  pre- 
sented as  the  concentrated  wisdom  of  the 
Government,  and  yet  the  House  was  called 
upon  to  consider  the  whole  of  its  provi- 
sions in  little  more  than  as  many  hours. 
He  should  feel  that  he  was  doing  his  duty 
by  warmly  supporting  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rochdale. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  it  was  not  because 
he  was  indifferent  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject  that  he  had  hitherto  abstained 
from  taking  part  in  the  discussion  upon 
this  bill ;  but  he  thought  he  was  best  per- 
forming his  duty  in  giving  a  silent  vote  in 
its  favonr,  as  he  entirely  approved  of  the 
course  the  Government  bad  taken  upon  it, 
and  the  declarations  by  which  that  course 
was  upheld.  Nothing  could  be  more  sa- 
tisfactory. They  adhered  to  all  the  main 
principles  of  the  law  while  they  proposed 
what  they  considered  to  be  improvements 
in  it*  He  was  not  a  little  astonished  at 
many  of  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  He 
had  no  wish  to  impute  motives  to  any  one, 
but  certainly  many  of  those  statements 
were  eminently  calculated  to  deceive.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  spoke  as  if  the 
workhouse  test  was  rigorously  applied  from 
one  end  of  England  to  another.  It  was 
no  such  thing ;  and  he  would  venture  to 
aaji  that  the  petitions  from  the  West 


Riding  of  Yorkshire,  to  which  allusion 
had  been  made,  came  firom  districts  where 
the  prohibitory  order  had  never  been  pro- 
mulgated. In  that  riding  there  were  four* 
teen  unions,  embracing  all  the  manufac- 
turing districts,  in  not  one  of  which  had 
that  order  been  issued.  In  four— viz., 
Doncaster,  Poole,  Selby,  and  Calne,  all 
agricultural  districts,  it  had  been  promul- 
gated ;  and  he  could  speak  to  its  good 
effect  in  the  union  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected. He  spoke  in  the  presence  of  se- 
veral of  his  brother  guardians,  and  would 
fearlessly  say,  that  it  was  impossible  that 
any  law  could  have  worked  better  than  it 
had  done  there.  There  the  poor  in  the 
workhouse  were  better  treated,  they  were 
better  lodged,  better  clothed,  and  better 
fed  than  the  ordinary  class  of  the  labour- 
ing poor  around  them.  The  allowance  to 
the  deserving  poor  had  been  increased, 
the  attention  of  the  medical  men  to  them 
was  much  improved,  the  workhouse  test 
had  been  fairly  tried,  to  the  great  benefit 
of  the  deserving  poor,  and  to  the  eiclusion 
of  those  who  were  not  fair  objects  of 
charity.  The  cost  to  the  union  was  a 
little  more  per  head,  but  there  was  also  a 
considerable  reduction  of  rates  in  the 
union.  He  said  this  distinctly  and  with- 
out fear,  because  a  most  rigorous  investi- 
gation had  been  made,  and  the  result  was 
as  he  had  mentioned— the  law  had  worked 
admirably.  He  considered  that  the  work- 
house test  might,  in  ordinary  circum- 
stances, be  fairly  and  properly  applied; 
but  he  was  not  prepared  to  say,  and  he 
never  had  said,  that  it  was  possible  to  ap- 
ply it  in  all  places,  and  under  all  circum- 
stances. He  thought  it  was  essentially 
necessary  to  continue  the  existence  of  the 
commission ;  that  the  commissioners  might, 
in  the  exercise  of  a  sound  discretion,  relax 
the  application  of  that  rule  under  circum- 
stances in  which  it  was  never  intended  to 
be,  and  in  which  it  never  could  be,  ap- 
plied. No  one  could  support  the  work- 
bouse  test  more  strongly  than  he  did ;  but 
he  admitted  that  it  was  impossible  to  ap- 
ply that  test  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, and  especially  in  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  while  the  present  distress 
existed.  He  believed  that  if  a  strict,  un- 
bending, and  invariable  rule  was  laid  down 
for  the  administration  of  relief,  one  of 
these  results  would  follow, — either  they 
would  induce  a  state  of  things  similar  to 
that  which  existed  before  the  adoption  of 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill|  the  greatest 
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aboseg  {wevailiog  id  one  part  of  the  king- 
don  while  the  law  wag  well  administered 
in  other  districts,  or  by  laying  down  a 
strict  andeviating  rule  they  would  be  un» 
lUe  to  meet  the  varying  circumstances 
and  phrases  of  the  country.    An  unvary- 
ing rule  was  laid  down  previously  to  the 
passing   of   the    Amendment    Bill,   and 
throagboat  a  great  portion  of  the  south  of 
EoglaDd  the  law  was  administered  most 
miichievotiriy,  to  the  degradation  of  the 
poor;  but  be  believed   hon.  Gentlemen 
acquainted  with  those  districts  would  tes- 
tify that  by  the  administration  of  the  pre- 
sent law  under  the  control  of  the  commis- 
ibners  the  condition  of  the  people  had 
been  greatly  improved.      It    had    been 
boasted  that  the  north  of  £ngland  was 
entirely  exempt  from  these  abuses;    but 
be  thought,  from  facts  which  had  come 
coder  his  notice,  that  there  was  little  rea- 
ion  for  that  boast,  and  that  the  adminis- 
tntion  of  the  Poor-law  in  the  north  of 
^gland  was  not  free  from  abuse.     He 
itroogly  approved  of  the  substitution  of 
boirds  of  guardians  for  overseers.    The 
oveiseers    were  generally  ignorant,    and 
often  interested  parties.    The  boards  of 
gssidians  embraced,  frequently,  the  most 
'ttpectable   and    intelligent    persons   in 
^e  district ;  hut  still  he  would  not  as- 
KTt  that  the  guardians  ought  to  be  un- 
controlled.    He  might  refer  to  the  abuses 
stilting  in  the  Keighley  Union,  which  had 
recently  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
tbe  House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Knares- 
^ogh  (Mr.  Ferrand)  was  the  chairman 
of  that  union,  and  was  resident  but  a  short 
<liitanGe   from   Keighley  ;    and  if  such 
•bnieg  could  exist  under  the  eye  of  the 
chttTQan,  this  fact  alone  afforded  sufficient 
proof  of  the  absolute  necessity  for  the  ex- 
^ciie  of  some  control  over  the  boards  of 
Kotrdians.   The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Har^lebone  had  said  that  the  commis- 
sioners bad  not  gone  far  enough  in  com- 
pelling the  boards  of  guardians  to  obey 
^r  directions ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
irgument  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
s^ed  that,  instead  of  the  powers  of  the 
commissioners  being  restricted,  increased 
powers  ought  to  be  given  them,  to  enable 
|bem  to  remove  such  abuses  as  had  ex- 
i*M  in  the  Keighley  Union.    The  ques- 
tion now  before  the  House  was  the  con  • 
^t^Qsoce  of  the  commission.     He  did  not 
^«e  with  those  hon.  Gentlemen   who 
*Nhed  to  shorten   the  duration  of  the 
^^^Qiaaion ;  for  he  believed  that,  if  the 


commission  were  now  continued  for  6ve 
years,  at  the  end  of  that  time  the  neces« 
sity  for  its  continuance  would  be  as  strong 
as  it  was  at  the  present  moment.  He  was 
fully  prepared  to  say  that  he  considered 
the  commission  ought  to  be  permanent. 
He  was  not  afraid  of  stating  his  opinion. 
He  considered  that  the  boards  of  guard- 
ians required  control.  The  Keighley  board 
of  guardians  had  now  been  in  existence 
four  or  five  years ;  they  had  certainly  not 
discharged  their  duty  hitherto,  and  he 
believed,  without  more  efficient  control 
over  their  actions  than  now  existed,  they 
would  not  perform  it  properly.  He 
thought  the  discussion  in  that  House, 
year  after  year,  of  the  existence  of  the 
commission,  produced  a  most  injurious 
effect  as  regarded  the  operation  of  the 
law.  Such  discussions  tended  to  diminish 
the  authority  of  the  commissioners,  and 
threw  obstacles  in  their  way  In  the  exer- 
cise of  those  powers  which  he  believed  it 
was  necessary  they  should  possess  for  the 
due  administration  of  the  law.  He  con- 
ceived one  of  the  best  effects  of  the  pre- 
sent law  to  be  this — that  public  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  aaministration  of 
the  Poor-law  from  one  end  of  England  to 
the  other,  and  abuses  which,  under  the  old 
law,  would  have  passed  unnoticed,  were 
discovered  and  exposed;  and  he  might 
add,  that  many  of  those  abuses  would  not 
have  been  detected  but  for  the  vigilance 
of  the  Poor-law  commissioners.  What 
would  have  been  known  of  the  abuses 
which  existed  in  the  Keighley  Union  but 
for  the  report  of  Mr.  Mott  and  Sir  J. 
Walsham  ?  He  hoped  the  exposure  which 
had  taken  place  with  reference  to  that 
union  would  lead  the  guardians  to  dis- 
charge their  duty  properly.  But  as  to 
the  continuance  of  the  commission,  the 
commissioners  had  introduced  great  im- 
provements, and  had  adopted  most  bene- 
ficial regulations  with  respect  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  relief;  and  as  it  was  neces- 
sary, under  certain  circumstances,  to  relax 
regulations  which  might  be  too  stringent, 
he  thought  the  discretion  of  making  those 
relaxations  could  not  be  placed  in  better 
hands  than  in  those  of  the  commissioners 
themselves.  The  discretion  must  be  vested 
somewhere ;  he  did  not  know  in  whom  it 
could  be  better  vested  than  in  the  commis- 
sioners, and  he  would  gladly  support  the 
continuance  of  the  commission  for  a  period 
of  at  least  five  years.  He  would  now  only 
refer  for  a  moment  to  the  statements  which 


Powmlaim 


{COMMONS} 


AmwdmmL 


60 


had  bean  made  with  reipect  to  the  tubie- 
quent  clauses  of  the  bill.  He  understood 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  lo 
say  that,  in  the  event  of  the  first  five 
clauaes  being  adopted,  his  conduct  with 
regard  to  the  remaining  clauses  would 
depend  upon  the  degree  of  opposition 
which  they  encountered.  He  would  be 
glad  to  see  some  of  thoie  clauses  passed  — 
nay,  he  would  say  that  he  wished  to  see 
them  all  adopted,  for  he  considered  their 
tendency  was  to  effect  improvements  in 
the  present  law.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  carry  as  many  of  these 
clauses  aa  he  had  an  opportunity  of  doing ; 
but,  whether  these  clauses  were  adopted  or 
not,  he  considered  it  most  important  that 
the  commission  should  be  continued. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  addressed  the  House 
bad  stated  that  in  his  opinion  the  commis- 
sion ought  to  be  perpetual.  If  the  power 
of  the  commissioners  were  restrained  to 
mere  supervision  and  reportinic,  without 
determining  the  application  of  the  law  to 
different  districts,  he  might  be  of  the  same 
opinion,  and  might  deem  the  continuance 
of  the  commission  not  only  desirable,  but 
essential*  He  did  not  admit,  however, 
that  for  conducting  efficient  supervision 
it  was  necessary  that  a  board  should  be 
constituted,  sitting  in  London,  which 
sliould  determine  how  the  law  should  be 
applied  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
The  power  of  the  commissioners  was  not 
confined  to  minor  affairs,  it  extended  to 
important  points;  for  they  determined 
whether  the  workhouse  test  should  be 
applied  in  particular  parishes,  or  whether 
relief  should  be  given  to  the  poor  out  of 
the  workhouse.  It  rested,  therefore,  with 
the  Poor-law  commissioners  to  decide 
whether  a  different  regulation  should  exist 
with  regard  to  the  administration  of  the 
Poor-law  in  different,  but  adjacent  parishes. 
He  did  noi  object  to  the  continuance  of 
the  commission ;  he  objected  to  the  arbi- 
trary  power  and  the  large  discretion  given 
to  the  oommissioners,  aud  he  thought  the 
only  guarantee  for  the  proper  exercise  of 
such  power  was  to  be  found  in  the  con* 
stant  control  of  their  actions.  It  had  been 
said  that  it  was  ridiculous  to  suppose  that 
the  workhouse  test  was  intended  by  the 
Poor-law  to  be  of  universal  application. 
Until  within  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
however,  it  was  admitted  that  the  work- 
hoose  lest  was  the  principle  of  the  Poor- 
law  ;  but  since  the  sense  of  the  country 


had  been  so  decidedly  manifested  against 
this  principle,  the  supporters  of  the  bill 
had  withdrawn  the  assertion.  In  one  of 
the  reports  of  the  commissioners  they 
stated  that  the  intention  of  gradually  with- 
holding out-door  relief  from  the  able- 
bodied  paupers  was  declared  in  so  explicit 
and  unambiguous  a  manner  in  the  bill, 
that  no  option  was  left  to  the  commis- 
sioners as  to  the  course  they  pursued.  This 
showed  that  the  commissioners  considered 
it  the  intention  of  the  Poor-law  that  this 
test  should  be  applied,  and  they  con- 
sidered that  they  were  bound  to  carry  out 
the  principle.  It  was  the  knowledge  of 
this  fact  which  kept  up  the  agitation  in 
the  country  on  this  question ,  and  till  it 
was  declared  by  the  Legislature  that  it 
was  not  the  principle  of  the  Poor-law  that 
relief  should  always  be  refused  to  able- 
bodied  persons,  except  in  the  workhouse, 
the  apprehensions  of  the  people  would  not 
be  allayed.  It  was  impossible,  where  large 
masses  of  the  population  were  deprived  of 
employment  by  the  bankruptcy  of  a  mill- 
owner,  or  other  circumstances,  that  the 
workhouse  test  could  be  applied.  His 
hon.  Friend  who  had  last  spoken  had 
admitted  that  the  workhouse  test  was 
inapplicable  in  the  manufacturing  dis« 
tricts,  and  espeoially  in  the  county  with 
which  his  hon.  Friend  was  connected; 
and  a  similar  admission  had  been  made 
during  the  recent  debates  on  this  sobjeot 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  wished, 
however,  that  this  principle,  which  now 
appeared  to  be  so  generally  admitted, 
should  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House, 
it  was  his  opinion  that,  as  such  extensive 
powers  and  such  large  discretion  were 
vested  in  the  commissiooers,  their  tenure 
of  oflice  shoukl  be  as  limited  as  possible ; 
for  it  was  only  by  that  means  that  their 
power  coald  be  restrained  within  proper 
bounds.  He  would,  therefore,  give  his 
support  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rochdale. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  thiswas  the  fifth 
evening  on  which  this  question  had  been 
under  discussion,  and  as  yet  wery  little 
progress  had  been  made.  He  conceived, 
that  after  the  obaervations  of  his  noble 
Friend,  he  could  not  remain  silent  He 
thought  the  arguments  of  his  noble  Friead 
amounted  to  a  total  condemnation  of  the 
commission,  and  he  could  not  understand 
how  his  noble  Friend,  entertaining  the 
opinions  he  had  expressed,  could  consent 
to  renew  the  powers  of  the  eoasasissioners 
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«fm  ibr  a  single  yean    The  noble  Lord 
olqected  to  tlie  discretionary  power  vested 
is  the  commiwioiiecB.     It  appeared  to  him 
(Sir  J.  Grafaain)  that  there  was  no  ground 
fat  the  aaaertioD^  that  the  commissionen 
were  imspomsible  for  the  exercise  of  that 
dimetiQii.     They  had  a  large  discretion* 
but  he  ooDtendedy  that  they  were  strictly 
mpoosible.  He  entirely  adopted  the  opin- 
ion of  the  hen.  Member  for  Lambeth,  that 
w  hi  from  the  oommitsioners  exercising 
inespODsible  discretion,  he  did  not  think 
loy  power  exercised  in  the  state  at  this 
BMment  was  subject  to  mope  close  investi- 
gatioD,  to  more  constant  scrutiny*  or  to 
■Mne  jealous  superrision.     The  oommis- 
mners  were  removable  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown*  and  those 
Ministers  io  their  places  in  the  representa- 
tire  sssembly  were  responsible  for  the  acts 
of  the  commissioners.  Was  there  an  abuse? 
A  question  was  immediately  asl^ed  in  that 
House—  Ministers  were  put  to  the  ques- 
ticm — does  such  an  abuse  exist  in  such  an 
tnioD?  and  an  inquiry  was  instantly  made 
M  to  some  imperfection  in  the  diet,  or  as 
to  some  workhouse    being   overcrowded. 
Tilers  was  no  state,  however  free  its  insti- 
totiotts.  where  practically  the  sufferings  of 
the  d^tute  classes,  relievable  under  a 
iW-hw,  administered  as  this  law  now 
VIS,  were  so  constantly  watched  and  alle- 
fisted,  or  so  much  protected,  as  by  this 
isw.    Two  reports  had  been  presented  to 
tie  House  by  the  commissioners,  the  facts 
bd  hsen  disputed  by  the  hon.  Member 
fcr  Knaresborongfa,  and  a  committee  had 
^sen  sppdnted  to  inquire  into  them.    The 
cnnmittee  was  the  tribunal  before  which 
to  prove  these  facts.   The  hon.  and  gallant 
CsoiiBodore  had  told  them  what  the  proof 
lisd  been  before  that  committee.     The 
House  would  remember  the  asserttons  re« 
pcitcd  that  night,  that  the  reports  of  Mr. 
Mott  and  Sir  J.  Walsham  were  scandalous 
ttd  unfounded*  and  the  report  of  the  com- 
■ittee  would  show  whether  those  asser- 
tioBs  wete  correct  or  not.      His    noble 
ViisBd*  the  Member  for  Liverpool*  had 
Med*  that  the  workhouse  test  was  uni- 
vvmI.   (Lord  Sandon :   I  said  the  princi- 
ple of  the  bill  was  the  application  of  the 
M.J]  Though  the  test  was  universally 
>teiiiiUe  in  its  application*  it  was  practi* 
csDy  under  the  control  of  the  commission  ^ 
^  if  his  noble  Friend  were  of  opinion* 
^  a  Ism  discretion  ought  not  to  he 
*(ited  in  mB  commission*  he  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
1^)  repeated  hb  assertion*  that  entertain- 
^  that  opinion*  his  noble  Friend  ought 


not  to  vote  for  the  continuance  of  the  com- 
mission for  one  day*  for  he  (Sir  J.Graham) 
maintained*  that  without  that  discretion, 
the  office  of  the  commissioners  was  a  sine- 
cure* and  worse  than  useless.  He  would 
point  out  the  advantage  during  the  last 
three  weeks  of  this  discretionary  power.  In 
unions  where  distress  generaUy  prevailed, 
the  commissioners  had  thought  it  expedi- 
ent to  withdraw  the  prohibitory  order 
against  out*door  relief*  and  within  the  last 
three  weeks  this  order  in  such  cases  had 
been  withdrawn ;  and  they  were  even  of 
opinion*  and  had  acted  upon  it  in  some 
cases*  that  the  out-door  labour  test  should 
be  withdrawn  in  the  present  circumstances 
of  the  country,  and  that  relief  might  be 
fully  administered  at  the  will  of  the  guard- 
ians. Here  was  a  principle  adapting  itself 
to  various  circumstances,  with  a  degree  of 
pliability  which  no  law  could  possibly  pos- 
sess, what  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
had  asserted  was  perfectly  true.  This  di- 
lemma presented  itself:  if  by  specific  en- 
actment you  endeavour  to  provide  for  all 
cases*  you  will  omit  some*  your  law  will 
be  defective*  and  injustice  will  be  done;  if 
your  enactment  be  vague  and  indefinite,  it 
will  be  inefficient  and  will  be  evaded,  and 
all  the  evils  of  the  old  abuses  will  return 
upon  you.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Durham  had  not  only  asserted*  in  common 
with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Sandon)*  that 
this  prohibition  of  relief  except  in  the 
workhouse  was  a  general  rule,  but  he 
should  almost  imagine  from  his  statement* 
that  out-door  relief  was  the  exception,  and 
that  in-door  relief  was  the  rule.  He  stated 
on  a  former  evening,  that  no  less  a  portion 
of  the  community  than  1,300,000  persons 
had  received  relief  in  the  quarter  ending 
Lady-day,  184L  Now*  as  to  this  general 
principle  of  relief  in  the  workhouse*  to  the 
exclusion  of  out-door  relief;  out  of  this 
large  number  of  persons  relieved*  what 
proportion  did  the  noble  Lord  believe  had 
received  relief  under  the  stringent  order  of 
admission  into  the  workhouse.^  192,000 
persons  bad  been  relieved  in  the  workhouse* 
and  1,108,000  had  been  relieved  out  of  it. 
Out  of  1*300,000  persons  receiving  relief 
during  that  period*  only  1 92*000  persons  had 
been  relievd  in  the  workhouse.  And  here 
he  might*  perhaps,  be  able  to  make  a  state- 
ment to  the  House  relative  to  what  was 
said  on  a  former  evenins*  as  to  the  extent 
of  distress  which  the  rebef  of  this  number 
of  persons  proved.  He  had  obtained  a  re- 
turn, carefully  prepared  from  Parliament- 
ary documents,  showing  the  numbers  that 
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liad  reeeiTed  porishtelief  in  the  jeur  1803, 
in  the  year  1815,  and  in  the  last  year, 
1841.  He  had  talen  those  years  because 
there  were  Parliamentary  returns  for  those 
years  which  showed  the  precise  number  of 
the  whole  population  and  of  the  numbers 
receifing  relief  during  those  periods ;  he, 
therefore,  had  the  means  of  instituting  a 
strict  and  accurate  comparison  with  refer- 
ence to  the  whole  of  the  population  that 
received  relief  in  those  years  as  compared 
with  1841.  The  population  in  1803  was 
8,872|000  ;  the  total  number  of  persons  re- 
ceiving relief  at  that  period  was  1,040,000, 
or  12  per  cent,  on  the  whole  popula- 
tion. In  1815  the  whole  population  was 
10,150,000,  and  the  whole  number  of  per- 
sons relieved  was  1,319,000,  or  13  per  cent, 
on  the  whole  population.  In  1841,  the 
whole  population  had  risen  to  15,900,000, 
and  the  whole  number  of  persons  re- 
lieved from  Lady-day  quarter,  1841,  was 
1,300,000,  or  8  per  cent,  on  the  whole 
population.  Therefore,  although,  in  1815, 
the  population  was  only  as  10,000,000  to 
15,000,000  in  1841,  yet  the  gross  popu- 
lation receiving  relief  was  in  1815  greater 
than  1841.  He  made  this  statement  in  the 
hope  that  the  House  would  be  relieved 
from  appehenrion,  and  that  it  might  allay 
any  feebng  of  sorrow  as  to  the  state  of  the 
country  which  might  exist  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  number  of  persons  who  had 
been  relieved*  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Durham  had  stated,  that  the  workhouse 
test  was  quite  new.  He  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
had  stated  on  a  former  evening  that,  so  far 
from  being  new,  it  was  the  law  of  the  land 
for  the  greater  part  of  the  last  century— 
from  the  early  part  of  the  reign  of  George 
1st  to  1796.  During  the  greater  part  of 
the  last  century  it  was  the  law  of  the  land 
and  the  rule  of  relief.  In  the  first  place, 
the  hon.  Member  had  fallen  into  the  error 
that  in-door  relief  was  the  universal  rule 
under  the  New  Poor-law.  Then  came  the 
other  assertion,  that  this  system  of  relief 
was  unknown  before  to  the  law  of  Eng- 
land. He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  proved  the 
reverse  to  be  the  case.  But  he  had  been 
more  astonished  still  at  the  assertion  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
when  he  said,  that  an  unhappy  pauper  had 
to  apply  for  relief  200  nules  off.  In  each 
union  there  were  four  sources  of  relief  for 
the  poor;  they  could  apply  first  to  the 
relievbg  oflker,  then  to  the  board  of  guar- 
dians, in  the  case  of  emergency  they  might 
apply  to  the  overseer,  and  in  the  case  of 
stcsness  they  might  apply  to  the  resident 


magistrate.    So  far,  then,  firom  being  ob* 
ligd  to  apply  to  the  commissioners  at  So* 
merset-house  200  or  300  miles  off,  in  ewerj 
union  there  were,  as  he  had  shown,  four 
sources  of  relief.     His  hon.  Friend  said* 
the  poor    man  might  be  refused  relief. 
Why,  if  the  relieving-officer  refused  relief* 
or  if  the  overseer  renised  it,  the  applicmt 
had  a  direct  appeal  to  the  board  a£  guar- 
dians, and  if  they  did  not  do  him  justice  be 
mi^ht  state  his  case  and  complain  to  the 
assistant-commissioner,  and   even  to   the 
board  itself.     It  was  said,  that  the  law 
and  the  office  o(  the  board  of  guardians  waa 
to  protect  the  rate-payers.    He  knew,  that 
such  was  not  the  case,  and  that  the  board 
of  guardians  did  not  so  regard  their  duty. 
He  had  a  vote  of  thanks  before  him,  passed 
by  the  local  committee  for  relieving  dis- 
tress in  the  manufacturing  district  of  Bum- 
ley  to  Sir  J.  Walsham,  when  he  left  that 
district,  about  a  fortnight  ago.     The  com- 
mittee stated,  that   they  could   not  but 
deeply  regret  the  departure  of  the  com- 
missioner and  being  deprived  of  his  valua- 
ble counsel  and  experience,  and  they  more 
particularly  dwelt  on  his  having,  by  the 
introduction  of  a  better  system  of  mansge- 
ment,  secured  an  adequate  amount  of  reuef 
to  the  really  necessitous.    He  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham) spoke  from  confident  knowledge,  that 
Sir  J.  Walsham,  amidst  great  difficolties  in 
that  particular  union,  not  only  had  obtained 
the  thanks  of  the  board  of  guardians,  hot 
had  won  the  gratitude  and  ^od  opinion  of 
the  great  hSij  of  the  poor.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermonth  had  objected  to 
the  ooUocarion  of  the  clauses  of  the  bill,  on 
the  ground  of  the  extension  of  the  term  of 
the  commisiion  preceding  the  enactment  of 
the  powers  of  the  commission.     If  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  oru;inal  enactment, 
he  would  find,  that  the  aauaes  coofofing 
the  powers  on  the  commimm  followed, 
and  did  not  precede  the  clause  which  fixed 
the  term  of  their  duration  of  the  oommis- 
sion.    The  powers  of  the  commissioQefs 
were  strictly  defined  and  known ;  and  the 
question  really  resolved  itself  into  this,— 
was  the  commission  so  composed  as  to  com- 
mand the  confidence  of  the  House ;  were 
the  powers  as  they  stood,  partly  on  statute, 
and  partly  on  the  general  orden,  sodi,  that 
upon  the  whole  any  doubt  could  be  enter- 
tained as  to  the  policy  of  maintaining  thb 
comminion?     He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  enter* 
tained  the  strongest  opinion,  that  in  the 
present  drcnmstances  of  the  country  it  wss 
prudent  to  continue  the  central  control  of 
this  commission.     He  did  not  think  their 


65 


PoQT'Law 


{July  12} 


Amendment. 


66 


powers  would  be  exercised  to  the  full  bene- 
fit  of  tbe  community  if  only  of  annual  dura- 
dcn.  He  was  perfectly  willing  and  anx- 
ious to  discuss  the  various  provisions  of  this 
fain  if  the  House  would  allow  it  to  proceed 
in  ooDmittee>  without  further  opposition. 
VirioQS  opportunities  would  present  them- 
idTes  of  checking  the  further  progress  of 
the  bill;  but^  on  the  whole,  he  was  of 
opinion,  that  to  shorten^  for  any  period,  the 
proposed  term  of  this  commission  would 
be  in  the  highest  degree  impolitic  and  im- 
pnident. 

Sir  B.  Hall  said,  a  statement  had  been 
made,  that  the  children  and  girls  in  the 
workhoQse  of  the  parish  of  St.  Pancras 
were  not  clasBi6ed,  that  prostitutes  were 
admitted  amongst  the  girls  generally,  who 
were  decoyed  by  them  away,  and  that  the 
joong  girlt  soon  became  as  vicious  as  the 
elder  ones,  which  was  perfectly  correct — 
til  those  abuses  did  exist ;   but  when  ? 
When  the  select  vestries  were  in  opera- 
tion, and  before  the  rate-payers  bad  the 
opportunity   of  controlling  the  manage- 
meot.    It  was  very  true,  that  all  those 
evils  used  to  obtain  in  that  parish,  but 
that  was   no   longer  the  case.    Another 
point  was  the  mismanagement  of  the  chil- 
dren ;  but  the  abuses  respecting  them  no 
longer  exbted,  the  children  being  now,  in 
every  respect,  properly  taken  care  of, — so 
tbat  there  was  no  reason  for  the  commis- 
Booers  being  introduced  into  the  borough 
M  exercising  their  authority  there.  As  he 
Hid  done  formerly,  so  he  should  on  this 
occasion,  vote  against  the  continuance  of 
ihe  commission  for  five  years. 

Mr.  Trotter  wished  to  state  to  the  House 
the  reasons  why  he  voted  for  the  bill.  He 
Ittd  sent  copies  of  it  to  every  union  in 
^est  Surrey,  and  he  had  not  received  a 
*utgle  objection  from  any  of  them.  As 
^  therefore,  as  regarded  the  Grst  clause, 
^  thought  it  was  his  duty  to  his  consti- 
toeots  to  vote  for  it.  With  regard  to  the 
^er  clauses,  he  reserved  his  opinion. 
'Hiat  opinion  it  would  be  for  him  to  ex- 
press hereafter.  Not  having  received  any 
expression  from  his  constituents  contrary 
to  the  duration  which  was  proposed  by 
tbe  Government  for  the  commission,  he 
{^t  bound  to  vote  for  it.  He  would  not, 
<^^oy  account,  wish  to  see  this  question 
Agitated  year  by  year. 

Oeoeral  Johnson  disapproved  of  this  law 
'D  efery  branch  of  it.     He  did  not  see 
^w  persons  residing  in  London  coul^^e 
better  judges  of  fwhat  MGsvi'fit  to^be' given  | 
VOL  UCVV  lag} 


to  paupers  than  persons  who  were  locally 
acquainted  with  their  situation.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  talked  of  appealing  to  the 
a^istant-commissioners ;  but  he  did  not 
know  where  the  assistant-commissioners 
were  to  be  found.  They  were  very  fre- 
quently not  seen  in  a  union  for  three  or 
four  months.  He  could  not  conceive, 
therefore,  that  this  could  be  a  very 
efficient  appeal  for  the  pauper,  and  he 
could  not,  therefore,  think  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  serious  in  saying  what 
he  did  on  this  point.  As  to  the  power  of 
the  magistrates  to  grant  relief  in  cases  of 
sickness,  it  was  conferred  in  the  most 
vague  way  that  could  be  conceived.  If 
the  commissioners  residing  in  London,  who 
could  not,  as  it  was,  be  controlled  by  law, 
instead  of  making  regulations  so  inter- 
mixed with  the  law  that  it  was  impossible 
to  tell  which  was  the  law  and  which  the 
regulation,  were  subjected  to  some  specific 
enactments,  he  thought  it  would  be  much 
better,  supposing  there  was  to  be  a  com- 
mission at  all.  The  out-door  test  had 
been  much  spoken  of,  and  the  House  had 
been  told  that  the  commissioners  in  Lon- 
don were  judges  where  the  test  was  to  be 
put  in  practice,  and  where  not.  But  from 
whom  did  they  receive  their  information, 
or  rather,  he  conceived,  the  recommenda- 
tion that  the  test  was  proper  to  be  carried 
into  effect  or  not  ?  Why,  from  the  board 
of  guardians,  most  probably.  Now,  he 
conceived  that  the  board  of  guardians 
were  far  better  judges  of  the  necessity, 
and  far  better  adapted  to  carry  out  the 
test  as  they  saw  fit,  than  the  commis- 
sioners in  London  could  be.  Then,  why 
were  the  agricultural  districts  placed  on  a 
different  footing  from  the  manufacturing? 
In  fact,  the  whole  system  of  the  commis- 
sioners had  been  changed  of  late,  and 
changed  because  they  found  it  impracti- 
cable. ["  Hear,  hear."J  Yes,  they  found 
it  impossible,  and  therefore  it  was  aban- 
doned ;  but  if  the  system  was  abandoned, 
why  were  the  Government  desirous  to  dis- 
turb those  parts  of  the  country  which  were 
under  Gilbert's  Act,  which  was  allowed 
on  all  hands  to  be  acting  well ;  and  why 
put  them  under  the  management  of  per- 
sons who  could  never  give  them  the  same 
satisfaction  as  the  present  administration 
of  their  affairs  ?  As  long  as  some  show 
of  uniformity  was  kept  up  there  might  be 
^some  pretence  for  invading  these  unions, 
but  as  uniformity  was  abandoned,  he 
could  not  see  why  the  Gilbert  Unions 
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should  be  interfered  with  ;  and  he  could 
not  see  why  the  Ministers  should  be  so 
anxious  to  press  this  measure,  which  would 
make  them  more  unpopular  than  any  other 
measure  that  they  could  have  devised. 

Mr.  Buck  had  great  pleasure  in  ex- 
pressing his  full  concurrence  with  all  that 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  near  him 
(Lord  Sandon).  With  respect  to  the 
assislant-commissionersi  he  had  voted  the 
other  night  for  abolishing  them,  and  he 
thought  that  much  of  the  evil  that  existed 
had  arisen  from  their  uncalled-for  inter, 
ference.  The  hoo.  Member  then  proceeded 
to  state  that  one  of  the  assistant-commis- 
sioners had  summoned  a  respectable  ma- 
gistrate to  appear  at  Guildford  before  him 
for  presiding  at  a  meeting  where  the  Poor- 
law  was  discussed ;  that  the  magistrate 
had  consulted  his  attorney,  who  told  him 
that  he  would  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour 
if  he  did  not  go  ;  that  he  went  to  Guild- 
ford, where  the  assistant-'Commissioner 
kept  him  waiting  a  whole  day,  refused  to 
to  allow  his  legal  adviser  to  be  present, 
cross-examined  him  in  every  way,  and 
then  refused  him  a  copy  of  the  deposi- 
tions. So  long  then  as  he  conceived  that 
the  bill  contained  these  and  other  powers 
which  be  objected  to,  he  should  not  con- 
sent to  continue  the  commission  any 
longer  than  was  absolutely  necessary,  and 
therefore  he  should  vote  for  the  shortest 
period  of  its  duration. 

Captain  Peckell  said,  that  after  all  the 
assurances  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  on  bringing  in  this  bill,  and 
the  confident  tone  in  which  he  made  them, 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  proceed  in  the 
same  manner  with  respect  to  it  as  if  it 
were  in  the  same  condition  as  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  laid  it  on  the  Table. 
He  warned  the  right  hon.  Baronet  not  to 
take  the  advice  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth ;  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought 
to  be  very  suspicious  of  advice  coming 
from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  on  the  last  occa- 
sion this  bill  was  before  the  House,  had 
read  a  letter  to  show  that  the  feeling  of 
one  part  of  the  country  was  entirely  in 
favour  of  this  bill.  That  letter  was  pro- 
duced as  an  answer  to  some  observations 
of  his  as  to  the  towns  which  were  at  pre- 
sent under  local  acts,  and  which  did  not 
wish  to  be  governed  by  this  bill.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  this  purpose  had 
obtained  this  letter  from  a  deputy's  de- 
puty, a  clerk  of  the  board  of  guardians  of 


the  city  of  Chester ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  read  it  as  evidence  that  Chester  ' 
at  least  differed  in  opinion  as  to  this  law 
from  the  rest  of  the  kingdom.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  read  the  letter,  in 
which  the  writer  stated  that  he  enclosed 
the  circular  from  the  Brighton  guardians, 
in  order  to  show  the  sort  of  machinery 
which  had  been  adopted  in  order  to  get 
up  an  opposition  to  the  Poor-law  Bill  in 
places  governed  by  local  acts.  Chester, 
though  under  a  local  act,  did  not  oppose 
the  bill ;  they  only  objected  to  being 
united  with  agricultural  districts,  which 
was  provided  against  in  the  bill.  This  was 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  hoped 
wonld  be  satisfactory  to  him.  He  did  not 
think  it  at  all  satisfactory,  and  if  the  clerk 
had  had  authority  from  the  board  of  guar- 
dians for  writing  this  (which  he  had  not), 
all  he  should  have  said  was,  that  the  board 
of  guardians  were  not  competent  to  ma- 
nage their  own  affairs.  He  had  presented 
a  petition  that  evening,  stating  that  the 
clerk  was  not  authorized  by  the  l>oard  of 
guardians  to  write  this  letter.  It  was  true 
that  the  present  chairman  of  the  board 
was  favourable  to  the  bill;  but  then  he 
had  pledged  himself  to  maintain  the  local 
act.  The  Brighton  vestry,  it  was  true, 
had  written  a  circular  letter  to  various 
towns  that  were  under  local  acts,  and 
since  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  refused 
to  see  the  deputies  from  the  different 
towns  having  local  acts,  he  would  read  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  House  the 
letters  he  held  in  his  hand  from  several 
towns  under  local  acts.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  read  letters  from  Devon- 
port,  Norwich,  Plymouth,  Oxford,  and 
Chichester,  all  agreeing  in  condemning 
the  proposed  extension  of  the  powers  of  the 
commissioners  to  the  towns  under  local 
acts,  and  expressing  their  desire  to  remain 
as  they  were.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  no  opposition  had  been  shown 
by  the  different  towns,  and  that  few  or  no 
petitions  had  been  sent  against  the  bill. 
Now,  what  said  Bristol,  Canterbury, 
Coventry,  and  a  host  of  other  towns  in 
their  respective  answers  to  the  document 
alluded  to?  Bristol  declared  it  would  pe* 
tit  ion ;  Coventry  had  forwarded  a  peti- 
tion to  its  Members,  and  had  extorted  from 
them  a  promise  of  opposition  to  the  bill ; 
at  Canterbury  an  extraordinary  meeting 
of  the  board  of  guardians  was  to  be  held, 
at  which  the  Brighton  letter  was  to  be 
considered.     Birmingham  had  intrusted  a 
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petUioD  to  its  Members,  and  boasted  that 

Qfie  of  them  had  ameadinents  to  propose  to 

the  biU.  Fioabury— they  might  gaeas  what 

tl^y  would  do  there — ^said  that  it  would 

instmct  its  Members.     Montgomery  and 

Pools  sent  word  that  the  rate-payers  de- 

preested    change.      Shoreditch  had  the 

•sbject  m  consideration ;  and  St,  Pancras 

had  ieat  op  a  petition,  and  appointed  a 

committee  of  the  vestry  to  watch  the  pro^ 

grass  of  the  bill.    After  these  opinions. 

eiprcsoed  by  the  inhabitants  of  (owns  all 

scting  in  concert,  it  was  clear  that  very 

great  fears  were  entertained  upon   this 

Mibject.     No  doubt  most  of  the  places  he 

bad  mentioned  were  at  present  exempt 

from  the  control  of  the  Poor-law  commis- 

•ioaers,  bal  the  decision  of  Lord  Den  man 

M  frightened  and  aroused  the  inhabi- 

tiats,  and  il  could  create  no  surprise  if 

tbey  used  every  means  in  their  power  to 

teoure  a  modi6cation  of  the  bill.    In  fact. 

oaless  the  elause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

Suisei  were  adopted,  there  would  be,  he 

CQasidered*  no  security  whatever :  and  for 

Mmielf,  he  would  say,  that  so  long  as  he 

■av  the  slightest  disposition  to  abolish  the 

Gilbert  Upionsu  he  should  consider  that 

tbeie  was  no  other  way  of  dealing  with 

tjie  question  than  to  vote  against  the  con- 

tMnance  of  the  pow^r  of  the  coiumission. 

The  Gevernm^nt  had  better  decide  at 

«tce  what  course  they  would  take  on  this 

P^t*    Delay  io  expreasing  their  inten* 

tion would  only  protract  the  discussion; 

iUtefore,  be  should  recommend  that  even 

before  the    House  separated    that   night 

tbey  should  tell  them  what  they  intended 

to  do. 

Mr.  Aglioinby  said,  that  with  perhaps, 
tbe  eacepiion  of  the  debate  on  the  people's 
diitiesst  nothing  had  come  before  the 
Hooie  thta  Session  nearly  so  important 
M  the  subject  now  under  diseuasion.  He 
^m1  oot  know,  however,  that  he  should 
t^vve  troubled  the  House  with  any  observe* 
^01  if  it  hitd  not  been  for  the  course  the 
^^bate  had  taken.  The  question  seemed 
009  to  t>e  as  to  the  eipediency  of  granting 
Ike  Qommissioners  the  power  of  giving  or 
nfoaJQg  to  give  an  authority  to  administer 
oqt^QOf  relief  to  the  poor.  The  right 
W.  Baronet's  argument  on  this  subject  to 
oi|bt  was  certainly  opposed  to  his  line  of 
^uoaiog  on  former  occasions.  He  would 
^K  tbe  attention  of  the  Houae  for  a  few 
'^uifuts  to  what  had  been  said  in  a 
horsier  debate  upon  this  suliject.  On  the 
^b  of  July,  1839,  on  the  motion  of  the 


noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  for 
continuing  the  Poor-law  commission  for 
two  years,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  said  :  — 

**  That  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  not  dealt 
fairly  with  the  House  in  this  matter.  They 
had  the  noble  Lord's  distinct  admission  that 
some  portions  of  this  act  required  amendment, 
and  now,  without  any  suggestion  of  amend- 
ment, the  noble  Lord  proposed  that  the  act  be 
continued  in  force  for  a  period  of  two  years. 
Where  was  the  consistency  or  the  justice  of 
this  course  ?" 

He  did  not  know  how  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber,  af^er  having  so  expressed  himself^ 
could  now  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the 
present  Government,  which,  without  any 
amendment  of  the  act  as  regarded  the 
discretion  of  gran  tin  gout-door  relief,  went 
to  continue  the  commission  for  five  years; 
and  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  assume 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  vote  with 
those  who  were  for  continuing  the  com- 
mission for  one  year  only.  What  said  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  on  that  occasion  ? 

'<  In  the  motion  which  had  been  aubmitted 
to  the  House  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fur  East  Sussex  he  fullv  concurred.  The 
question  was  simply  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  this — were  the  board  of  guardians  to  be 
mtrusted  with  any  discretionary  power  of  giv- 
ing out-door  relief  or  were  they  not?  He  per- 
fectly well  understood  why  the  power  was 
withheld  when  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act 
was  first  introduced,  and  when  the  Govern- 
ment was,  perhaps,  justified  in  considering  it 
necessary  to  pass  a  measure  of  an  arbitrary 
kind.  But  that  necessity,  if  so  it  might  be 
called,  no  longer  existed,  and  experience  had 
shown  them  that  that  principle  might  be  re- 
laxed.'» 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  went  on 
to  say,  that 

"  He  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
conversant  with  the  subject,  whether  cases 
were  not  constantly  occurring  on  which  there 
could  be  no  second  opinion  as  to  the  propriety 
of  permitting  the  board  of  guardians  to  afford 
relief  upon  their  own  discretion  ?  Nay,  were 
not  cases  daily  submitted  to  the  Poor*law 
guardians,  in  which  they  took  upon  themselves 
the  responsibility  of  giving  relief  contrary  to 
the  law  ?  Nobody  knew  exactly  how  it  was 
given,  but  given  it  was." 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  tbe  Home  Department 

'<  Confessed  he  felt  considerable  difficulty  in 
making  op  his  mind  as  to  the  course  he  should 
pursue ;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  had  stated  po- 
sitively that  he  should  be  prepared  to  resist, 
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next  Sctsion,  the  amendments  which  might  be 
proposed,  he  should  have  voted  against  him.** 

The  right  hoo.  Baronet  went  on  to  say, 

''The  law  contemplated,  that  on  a  given 
day  the  refusal  of  out-door  relief  throughout 
England  and  Wales  should  be  general.  When 
the  commissioners  of  Somerset^hoose  came 
practically  to  consider  the  prudence  of  carry- 
ing out  this  regulation,  the  inquiries  they 
made  and  the  experience  they  had  acquired 
taught  them  the  impossibility  of  giving  general 
effect  to  the  law.  Uniformity  was  desirable. 
This  rule  prohibiting  the  administration  of  out- 
door relief,  so  far  from  beinf^  general  through- 
out England,  was,  he  must  say,  somewhat 
capriciously  applied.  It  was  applied  to  cer- 
tain onions  in  the  south,  but  in  the  north  the 
rule  was  not  in  operation.  In  Cumberland,  in 
the  union  of  which  he  was  chairman,  they  were 
bound  by  no  such  regulation.  An  ample  dis- 
cretion was  left  them ;  they  were  not  fettered 
in  the  least,  and  if  they  had  not  been  left  to 
the  exercise  of  this  unfettered  discretion,  he 
was  bound  to  say  he  should  not  hsve  held 
himself  responsible,  during  the  last  winter,  for 
the  conduct  of  that  union.*' 

He  WM  anxiooi  that  the  tote  and  entire 
control  and  relief  to  be  given  in  parishes 
should  not  be  given  to  the  Poor-law  com- 
minionere.  He  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  mitigation  of  the  evil  if  those  ac- 
quainted with  the  wants  of  the  poor  should 
have  some  power  in  their  own  unions. 
That  was  the  anendmeot  which  he  hoped 
to  see  effected  in  the  bill.  But  was  he, 
he  would  ask,  in  the  absence  of  it,  to  vole 
for  the  continuance  of  the  commission  for 
five  years,  objected  to  on  a  former  occa- 
sion by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex, 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  and  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  who  had  told 
the  House  that  if  there  had  not  been  a 
full  discretion  left  to  the  board  of  guard- 
ians, he  would  not  be  responsible  in  his 
own  union?  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  voted  against  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex:  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces  voted  with  him,  and  he  hoped  he 
would  now  vote  with  those  who  supported 
the  amendment.     He  did  not  object  to  the 

Bineral  principles  of  the  Poor-law  Bill, 
e  thought  it  was  necessary  to  make  a 
clear  distinction  between  the  honest  and 
industrious  poor  and  the  dissolute  and 
idle.  But  he,  at  the  time  it  was  proposed, 
felt  that  its  provisions  were  hard,  and  he 
now  felt  that  they  had  been  harshly  carried 
out.  In  the  present  state  of  the  country, 
n^re  particularly,  he  conceived  that  they 


ought  to  be  mitigated.  If  they  were,  he 
should  have  no  objection  to  the  contiou* 
ance  of  the  commission  for  a  looger  period 
than  was  now  proposed  on  hb  side  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  KembU^  like  the  hoo.  Member  for 
West  Suney,  had  received  no  communi- 
cations from  his  constituents  on  this  sub- 
ject. If  he  had  he  should  have  given 
them  his  best  attention,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  felt  it  to  be  the  doty  of  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  people  to  look  to  what  he 
considered  the  general  good  of  the  coun- 
try, and  not  to  the  interests  of  particular 
individuals.  He  would  vote  on  this  occa- 
sion as  he  had  voted  last  Session.  He 
confessed  he  had  heard  with  much  surprise 
that  evening  some  observations  which  he 
considered  inconsistent  with  the  great 
principle  of  the  Poor-law.  That  principle 
he  considered  to  be,  that  the  accommoda- 
tion within  workhouses  should  be  inferior 
to  that  which  the  honest,  industrious,  and 
independent  labourers  enjoyed  out  of  it. 
But  the  boo.  Members  for  Halifax  and 
Lambeth  asserted,  that  the  able»bodied 
poor  in  workhouses  were  better  fed  and 
clothed,  and  more  comfortable,  than  the 
labourer  was  out  of  it  This  did  not  look 
as  if  the  great  principle  of  the  Poor-law 
had  been  carried  out.  The  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  he  thought  at  variance 
with  those  of  the  commissioners.  The 
right  hoo.  Baronet  read  from  their  last 
report  that  they  conceived  it  was  the 
intention  of  Pariiament  that  no  relief 
should  be  given  to  the  able-bodied  out  of 
the  workhouse,  and  yet  a  statement  was 
made  by  the  right  hoo.  Baronet  to  show 
how  much  larger  a  proportion  of  relief 
was  giveo  to  those  out  of  the  workhoose 
than  in  it.  The  simple  quetttoo  oow, 
however,  was,  as  to  the  cootiouaoce  of 
the  commission  for  five  years,  or  a  shorter 
period;  and  he  confessed  that  he  had 
heard  no  argument  in  favour  of  five  years 
that  might  not  be  equally  applied  to  its 
continuance  in  perpetuitv.  He  thought 
the  time  was  now  arrived  when  it  would 
be  more  hooest  and  straightforward  for 
the  House  to  say  that  the  Poor-law  com- 
mission should  continue  in  perpetuity  than 
for  five  or  six  years-  It  was  really  mar- 
vellous how  those  who  called  themselves 
*'  Liberals  **  could  vote  for  a  measore 
which  continued  the  most  arbitrarv  autho- 
rities— authorities  not  more  justifiable  as 
regarded  the  poor,  than  they  would  be  in 
reference  to  municipal  or  any  other  rights 
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of  Englishmen.    Was  it  in  unison  with 
the  principles   of  the  constitution,  that 
coDmissioDers    should   have   the  power, 
Tirtually,  of  making  laws  ?    A  great  deal 
was  said  about  "constant  supervision  of 
Parliament ;  '*  but  no  practical  good  re- 
solted  from  the  presentation  of  the  huge 
ao&aal  *'  reports. "  He  was  not  unwilling, 
he  firmly  declared^  to  leave  the  people  of 
this  country     that    local    self-control  to 
which,  he  t>elieved,  they  were  entitled. 
There  might  be  some  tendency  to  abuse : 
hat  that  most  be  very  much  counteracted 
hj  the  entire  demolition  of  the  old  small 
parish  system  j    and  he  was  persuaded 
that  the  vesting  in  the  guardians  the  dis- 
cretionary  management  of   relief  would 
have  a  tendency  to  prevent  abuse.    More- 
over, the  fact  was  undeniable  that  only  by 
viokiog  at  the  partial  exercise  of  this  dis- 
cretion was  the  act  carried  out  at  all.    On 
these   grounds    he    should   support  the 
amendment,   for  though   he  would  have 
heen  prepared  to  accede  to  a  continuation 
of  the  commission   for  three   years,   be 
coold  not  agree  to  its  continuance  for  six, 
believing  that  equivalent  to  its  perpetua- 
iioo,  and    being  of  opinion   that  it  was 
essentially  unconstitutional  and  injurious. 
Mr.  Muniz  deemed  it  his  duty  to  act 
on  his  conviction  of  what  was  right,  what- 
ever might  be  the  opinions   of  his  con- 
siitQents.    On  this  subject,  however,  hap- 
pilji  be  went  hand  in  hand  with  them. 
The  per-centage  of  those  who  supported 
this  odious  and  unnatural  measure  was  so 
exceedingly  small  as  to  be  worth  no  con- 
lideration.     He  did  not  know  which  part 
of  the  bill  first  to  deprecate :    that  was 
hit  sole  difficulty.     Of  course,  then,  he 
shoold  vote  fpr  the  amendment.  He  could 
oot  help  expressing  his  surprise  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Surrey  should  have  con- 
doded  a  speech  directed  against  the  un- 
constitutional character  of  the  commission 
hy  declaring  his  readiness  to  vote  for  a 
^fee  years  continuance  of  it.  That  surely 
*u  strangely    inconsistent.     The    right 
hoo.  Baronet  had  drawn  a  comparison  as 
^oibe  alleged  saving  of  poor-rates  between 
the  period  after  the  most  devastating  of 
our  European  wars  and  a  period  following 
tteniy-five  yeare  of  profound  peace.  That 
*u  certainly  not  much  in  favour  of  the 
^oor-law.     One  thing  remarkable   was, 
that  for   twenty   years    after  the  peace 
tiobody  complained    of    the  poor-rates; 
then,  all  at  once,  the  idea  was  started  of 
^eoatioa  being  devoured  by  the  rates. 


and  since  that  time  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject had  been  conducted  on  the  most 
unnatural  principles.  Paupers,  whether 
in  or  out  of  the  workhouse,  were  not  fed 
as  men  ought  to  be  fed.  That,  however, 
was  only  a  part  of  the  evil.  It  unhappily 
was  too  apparent  that  the  class  of  people 
who  now  received  relief  was  very  different 
from  those  who  formerly  received  relief; 
and  it  would  be  found,  when  the  prosperity 
of  the  conn  try  returned  (as  soon  it  must,  or 
else  the  country  could  not  go  on  at  all), 
that  causes  deeper  than  were  imagined 
lay  at  the  root  of  that  severity  with  which 
not  poor-rates  only,  but  all  rates  and 
taxes,  had  of  late  years  pressed  on  the 
people. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  '*  31st  day  of  July,  1847," 
be  inserted  :^Ayes  164 ;  Noes  92  :  Ma- 
jority 72. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


A*Court,  Capt. 
Alford,  Viscl. 
AUix,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Beresford,  Major 
Bernal,  R. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Browne^  hon.  W, 
Brace,  Lord  £• 
Buller,  C. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Byng,  G. 

Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cartwright,  W.  R. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Chute,  W.  L,  W. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Cockburn,  rt.hn.  SirG. 
Colborne,hn.W.N,R. 
Collett,  W.R. 
Corry,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 

fast,  J.  B. 
bringlon,  Visct. 
Eliot,  Lord 


Elphinstone,  H. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Fielden,  W. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  M . 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gordon,  Lord  F. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greeoaway,  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.hn.  SirH. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hn.  W,  A'Ct. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
JolIifTe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.  G. 

LaboucherCi  rt.  hn,  H , 
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Lambton,  H. 
Lascellet,  bon.  W.  S. 
Lawson,  A. 
heUoy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lennox^  Lord  A. 
Lincoln,  Carl  of 
Litton,  £• 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lyall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
MaiDWaring,  T. 
Manners^  Lord  C.  S. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marshall,  W. 
Martham,  Visct. 
Meyoell,  Capt. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.J. 
Northland,  Visct. 
Paget,  Col. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palinerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  bon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pulsford,  It 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rose,  rt.  bon.  Sir  0. 
Rushbrooke,  C()l. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.W. 
Ryder,  bon.  G.  D. 


Sanderson,  R. 
Scarlett,  bon.  R.  C. 
S^cott,  bon.  F* 
Seymour,  Sir  U.  B. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  bon.  R.  V. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  Lord  J* 
Stuart,  U. 
Strutt,  E. 
Sturt,  H.C. 
Sutton,  bon.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  il.  W. 
Tbomely,  T. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  bon.  G«  R. 
Trollope,Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vernon,  G.  Ei. 
Veteyi  bon.  T. 
Waddington,  II.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ward,  U.  O. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  C, 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
WrigbUon,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  bon.  B.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Frcmantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  IL 


List  of  th0  Noes 


Aglionby,  tl»  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldam^  W. 
Ark  Wright,  O. 
Bagge,  W. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M 
Beckett,  W. 
Blackstoue,  W«  S. 
Blake,  M. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bowrinff,  Dr. 
Brocklenurtt,  J* 
Brotberton,  J. 
Broworigg,  J.  S. 
Back,  L.  W. 
Buckley,  E. 
Buller,SirJ.  Y. 
Burrougbes,  ILN. 
Busfetld,  W. 
Cardw«ll,  E. 
'*bttwodt.  Sir  i. 
isliniif  I  At 


Collins,  W. 
CoWille,  C.  R. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
CrNSWell,  B. 
Curttis,  n.  B. 
Dawnay,  bon.  W.  11. 
Denisoo,  E*  B* 
Dick,  Q. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  U. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Eaton,  R*  J. 
KgertoQ,  W.  T. 
Escotl,  B,  ^ 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fielden,  J* 
Pit  troy,  bon.  H. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Orimsditcbt  T* 


I  Halford,  U. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Heatbcoat,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hornby,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Johnson,  Gen. 
Kemble,  IL 
Liddtll,  bon.  H.  T. 
Lowtber,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  bon.  CoL 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Mastennan,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Mnrpby.  F.  S. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 


Ptolmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Pecbell,  Capt. 
Rashleigh.  W. 
Richards,  R. 
Rttssell,  Lord  P^ 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scbolefield,  J. 
Sibtborp,  Col. 
Smyth,  Sir  11. 
Stewart,  J. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Townelev,  J. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Walker.  R. 
Wilbrabam,  bn.  R.  B. 
Williams*  W. 
Wodebouse,  E. 
Wood,  B. 
Wortley,  bon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Crawlbtd,  W.  S. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 


On  the   question  that  the  eliuse  ns 
amended  stand  part  of  the  bill. 

Colonel  Sibtkorp  rose  to  object  lo  it* 
It  would  entail  an  eoormoua  expeoae  on 
the  country  and  had  alread?  cost  no  less 
than  641,396/.  He  objected  to  it  also  on 
the  ground  of  the  arbitrary  power  which 
it  gave  the  Secretary  of  State  to  remove 
commissioners  or  substitnte  oibett  at  plea* 
sure,  llie  language  of  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  in  the  early  part  of  the  evening 
had  been  most  eouivocal,  but  it  bad  at 
least  given  htm.  Members  pretty  pisialy 
to  understand  that  the  more  they  worked 
the  right  hon.  Baronet— the  more  they 
threw  obstacles  in  his  way — the  more 
likely  it  was,  at  this  period  of  the  Session, 
that  he  would  be  brought  to  listen  to 
reason,  and  induced  to  give  up  the 
attempt  to  force  the  bill  into  law.  He 
would  like  to  know  where  that  guardian 
of  the  ptiblic  purse  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  wasf  Whjf  was  be  Ml  in  bis 
place  to  oppose  this  clause  on  economical 
grounds?  He  wished  to  save  the  country 
between  30,00<M.  and  40,000l.  a*yesrt 
on  that  ground  he  oppoeed  the  passing  of 
the  clause.  He  quite  concnrred  in  the 
propriety  of  forcing  the  Oovemment  to 
abandon  the  clause,  although  be  must 
express  his  admiration  of  the  right  hen. 
baronet  and  the  other  Members  of  tbe 
Cabinet. 

General  Jokm$om  moted  thai  the  com* 
mittee  report  progress^  and  ask  leave  to 
ait  again. 
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Lord  fFwsiey  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
nyia^,  that  he  was  connected  with  the 
county  with  which  ibe  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  opposite  was  also  connected ; 
and  he  (Lord  Worsley)  hegged  to  say^ 
that  his  constituents  entertained  opinions 
respecting  the  Bill  before  the  House  quite 
in  opposition  to  those  entertained  and  ex* 
pressed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

Golooel  Wood  said»  that  as  there  had 
been  already  two  nights'  discussion  on  the 
daasa,  he  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
allow  it  to  stand  part  of  the  bill.  He 
voold  soggest  to  the  hon*  and  gallant 
Member  whether  he  ooght  not  to  withdraw 
kis  motioo. 

Tlie  committee  difided  on  the  question 
that  the  committee  do  report  progress  : — 
Ayes  16;   Noes  178:  Majority  162. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


BUckstone,  W.  S. 
Brathertooy  J. 
CiUagban,  D. 
CoUins.  W. 
Cnwford,  W.  S. 
DoQcombe,  T. 
Fergitson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ftelden,  J. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Uiodley,  C. 


Monti,  O.  F. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Peoheil,  Capt. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS- 

Johnson,  Gen. 
Williams,  W. 


Main  question  again  pat. 

Mr.  Pieiden  moved  that  the  Chairman 
dolea?e  the  Chair. 

Sir  R.  Peel  protested  against  the  course 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  pursuing. 
He  hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  not 
thus  endanger  one  of  the  most  important 
privileges  of  the  House.  The  course  now 
adopted  was  calculated  to  obstruct  the 
pmgress  of  legislation,  to  briug  the  House 
ioto  great  discredit,  and  to  impair  their 
aathorityasa  deliberative  assembly. 

Viscount  Pahnerston  hoped,  that  the 
Ik)o.  Member  would  not  press  his  motion 
to  a  division,  which  appeared  to  have  for 
its  drift  the  obstruction  of  public  business. 

Mr.  Fielden  thought  that  any  hon. 
Menber  had  a  right  to  throw  all  the  ob- 
ttractions  he  could  in  the  way  of  the  clause 
proposed  for  the  adoption  of  the  House. 
He  thought  that  time  should  be  given  to 
W.  Members  who  were  desirous  of  stat- 
ing their  views  on  the  bill.  He  did  not 
tliiok  that  he  could  be  charged  with  un- 
fairness. Every  opportunity  ought  to  be 
horded  for  discussing  this  question. 

Mr.  Fieiden's  motion  negatived,  and 
the  committee  divided  on  the  question, 


that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill : — 
Ayes  146;  Noes  26:  Majority  120. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
Antrobas,  E. 
Bagge,  W. 
Bagot,  hoD.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
BarringtoD,  Visct. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Boifield,  B. 
Bramslon,  T.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Carew,  hoo.  R.  S. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  U. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cockburn,  rt.  hn.SiiG. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cowper,  H.  W.  F. 
Cripps,  W. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Dodd,  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eliot,  Lord, 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G,  B. 
Evans,  W, 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes. 
Gill,  T, 

Gladstooe,rt.hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardioge,  rt.  hn«SirH. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 


Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Holmes,  hon.  W.  A'C* 
Howard,  hon.  J.  R« 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 

Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon:  W.  S. 
Lefroy,  A . 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morris,  D« 
Neville,  R. 
Nicholi,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Northland,  Visct. 
Pakiugton,  J.  S. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rasleigh,  W. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J.  D.W. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  H. 
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Thornely,  T. 
Trench,  S.  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trollope^  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tyrell,  S.  J.  T. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vernon,  G.  U. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  8ir  J.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
WawD,  J.  T. 


Wilshere,  W. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  H.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  hon.  £.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


AgUonby,  H,  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Buckley,  £. 
Callagban,  D. 
Collins,  W. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Fielden,  J. 
Grimsditch^  T. 

House    resumed, 
again. 

House    adjourned 
o'clock. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Richards,  R. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 


TELLERS. 

Siblhorp,  Col. 
Johnson,  Gen. 

Committee  to    sit 
at    half-past    one 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  13,  1842. 

MrMUTifl.]  Bills.  Pvitkr—l*-  Warwick  and  Lancarter 
Coronen;  St  Aaaph  and  Bangor  Cathedrals  i  Lunatic 
Asylums  (Ireland). 

Commuted. — Protection  to  her  Majesty's  Perwn. 
3*-  and  passed:— Protection  to  her  Majesty's  Person | 
Rivers  (Ireland). 

PsTrrioMB  PBsasirTiD.  By  Mr.  Hardy,  fiomMarylebone, 
against  a  farther  grant  to  Maynooth. — By  Mr.  Brother- 
ton,  from  Ulverston,  to  discontinue  the  Wan  in  China, 
and  Afl^hanlstan.— By  Sir  L.  H.  Hayes,  ftom  Letteqicnny, 
against  the  Tobacco  Regulations  BilL— By  Mr.  S.  Wort^ 
Icy.  ftom  Cuttal,  Callerton,  and  other  places  (39  petitions) 
nffdmt  the  Dissolution  of  Gilbeitli  Unions.— >By  Mr.  Per- 
rand,  ftom  Dr.  Bedinglleld,  for  Repeal  of  the  Poor>law 
AmoBdmcnt  Act — ^By  Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  ftom  Dr. 
Quaill,  to  be  appointed  Medical  Attendant  of  the  Polish 
Refugees.— By  Mr.  Aldam,  ftom  Leeds,  against  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  BilL — By  Mr.  J.  Parker,  from 
Lowtherstone  Union,  for  Inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Poor-law  Commisdooers  in  Relation  to  that  Union.— 
From  St  Pancras  and  Clericenwdl,  in  Ikvour  of  the 
BulkUng  Regulations  BilL— By  Mr.  Clay,  ftom  Inhabi- 
tants of  the  Metropolis,  for  abolition  of  Duty  on  Inland 
Coals^— From  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  county  of  Louth, 
i^pinat  placing  Medical  Charities  under  the  Poor-law 
CommissionerB.<— From  Queenhead,  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Com«laws.— From  Kingston-on-Thames,  for  the  Redemp- 
tion of  the  Tolls  on  the  Metropolitan  Bridges. — From  the 
Medical  Association  at  Neweastle^m-Tyne.  for  Medical 
Reform. — From  Bassingboum,  to  alter  the  mode  of  Plead- 
ing on  Criminal  Trials ;  and  from  Bassingboum,  London, 
Great  Evenden,  sad  Mdboame,  to  nitatiUite  Afflimatioos 
forOitbi. 


Protection  of  Her  Majesty's 
Person.] — (Public  Distress.)  Sir  R. 
Peel  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  committee 
on  the  Protection  of  her  Majesty's  Person 
Bill. 

Mr.  Hunie  wished  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  that  though  the  attention  of 
the  House  had  been  directed  for  several 
months  to  the  distress  which  prevailed 
throughout  the  country,  yet  no  notice  had 
been  taken  of  that  portion  of  her  Majesty's 
Speech  at  the  opening  of  the  Session 
which  called  on  them  to  consider  the 
financial  difficulties  of  the  nation  with  a 
view  to  the  removal  of  that  distress.  CoO" 
trary  to  what  all  experience  counselled 
them  to  do,  they  had  neglected  the  first 
object  to  which  their  attention  should  have 
been  directed — that  of  seeing  how  they 
could  best,  and  to  the  greatest  extent,  re. 
duce  their  expenditure.  The  estimate 
which  had  been  laid  before  them  on  ac- 
count, in  a  great  measure,  of  those  wars 
which  were  commenced  by  a  former  Go- 
vernment, but  which  must  be  prosecuted 
by  the  present  Government,  amounted  to 
19,000,000/.— and  would,  he  feared,  in 
the  course  of  this  year,  be  augmented  to 
20,000,000/.,  if  not  more.  Nothing,  then, 
could  avail  them  but  a  great  reduction  of 
their  expenditure,  both  at  home  and 
abroad,  when  such  deep  distress  prevailed 
throughout  the  land — not  temporary  dis- 
tress, he  was  sorry  to  say,  but  distress 
which  had  all  the  appearance  of  continu- 
ing and  increasing.  Before,  therefore,  they 
proceeded  further  to  vote  money,  he  wished 
to  ask  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  afford  relief  to 
the  country  by  a  large  reduction  of  the 
civil  expenditure  of  the  State  ?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said  the  other  night  that  no 
tax  was  ever  received  by  the  country  with 
so  much  approbation  as  the  Income-tax. 
He  wished  the  right  hon.  (Baronet  had 
been  present  at  the  Bank  of  England 
when  the  deduction  of  5/.  or  of  10/.  from 
the  incomes  of  individuals  took  place.  He 
would  then  have  heard  every  man  and 
woman  whom  this  reduction  sensibly  af- 
fected express  their  bitter  feelings  at  this 
reduction  of  their  means  of  support.  Such 
a  step  ought  never  to  have  been  taken  till 
the  whole  civil  list  was  reduced.  Men  in 
private  life  whose  circumstances  were  em- 
barrassed would  consider  how  they  could 
retrench  so  as  to  make  their  income  and 
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tlieir  expend i tare  agree;  and  the  same  prin- 
cmle  ooght  to  be  acted  on  by  a  Chancellor 
or  the  Exchequer  or  a  First  Lord  of  the 
Treai nry  in  administering  the  affairs  of  the 
natioD.    Those  who  had  long  been  receiv- 
iog  largely  from  the  public  purse  ought, 
St  the  present  moment  of  distress,   to 
make  ao  extensive  sacriBce  in  favour  of 
the  people.     He  did  not  speak  of  persons 
who  were  receiving  trifling  salaries  of  150/. 
or  200L  or  300/.  a-year.    No,  he  spoke 
of  the  immensely  large  amount  which  was 
expended  in  maintaining  the  Lord  Cham- 
berlain's department,  the  Lord  Steward's 
department,  the  department  of  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Horse.    The  sum  charged  for 
the  civil  expenditure  was  385,000/.,  from 
vhich,  if  they  deducted  60,000/.  for  the 
Qneen's    privy    purse,    there    remained 
325,000/.,  which  was  expended  on  useless 
parade,  expended  on  individuals  connected 
with  the  Court,  but  who  only  attended 
there  from    time  to  time.     If  anything 
coald  be  more  dissatisfactory  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  than  another,  it  was  to 
tte  outside  of  the  palace  squalid  poverty, 
misery,  and    wretchedness,  in  all   their 
painful  variety,  and  to  behold  withinside 
the  palace   nothing    but   extravagance, 
gorgeous  grandeur,  and  expensive  finery. 
It  was  his  suggestion  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,   that  he  should   now,  without 
farther  loss  of  time,  advise  her  Majesty  to 
do  away  with  half  of  this  monstrous  ex- 
peoditore — for  monstrous  it  was,  when 
326,000/.  a-year  was  squandered  in  this 
manner,  while  distress  and  poverty  covered 
the  country.      He  saw  no   reason  why 
there  should  be  so  many  lords  and  ladies 
in  waiting.      If  it  were  thought  proper 
not  to  reduce  their  number,  why  could 
they  not  reduce  their  allowances,  and  give 
them  only  half  of  what  they  now  received  ? 
Hewa8coovinced,thatbetween2,000,000/. 
tod  3,000,000/.  could  be  saved  from  the 
poblfc  expenditure,  by  reducing  the  sala- 
nes  of  public  o£Bcers  and  pensions,  and 
cortailing  useless  expenses.     He  would 
suggest,  that  it  would  be  a  proper  step  to 
appoint  a  select  committee  to  inquire  into 
tbe  expenditure,  and  that  the  estimates 
iboold  be  referred  to  it. 

Sir  R,  Peel  was  sure  the  hon*  Gentle- 
man must  have  delivered  the  speech  he 
^  just  made  under  the  impression  that 
tbe  motion  before  the  House  was  for  a 
committee  of  supply,  but,  in  point  of  fact, 
the  motion  was,  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
ibe  Chair,  in  order  that  the  House  might 


resolve  itself  into  committee  on  the  bill  for 
the  better  protection  and  security  of  her 
Majesty's  person.  He  was  quite  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  have  addressed 
those  observations  to  the  House  if  he  had 
been  aware  that  that  was  the  regular 
question.  With  respect  to  the  relief  to 
be  effected  by  great  savings,  he  could  not 
lend  himself  to  that  delusion  which  he 
should  be  practising  on  the  country,  if  he 
were  to  inform  them  that  by  any  saving 
on  the  miscellaneous  estimates  he  could 
hope  to  mitigate  the  distress  of  the  coun* 
try.  What  were  the  great  sources  of 
expenditure  ?  There  was  the  national 
debt,  and  he  was  sure  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  see  the  necessity  of  maintaining 
public  credit,  and  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  fundholders.  Then  there 
were  1 7,000,000/.  for  the  expenses  of  the 
public  establishments,  15,000,000/.  being 
for  the  army,  navy,  and  ordnance.  The 
estimates  for  those  branches  of  expendi- 
ture had  been  voted  by  the  House  with- 
out any  hesitation,  because  they  had  felt 
that  it  would  not  be  consistent  with  true 
economy  to  make  any  reduction  in  those 
departments  of  the  public  service,  looking 
to  the  exigencies  of  that  service  and  to 
the  force  kept  up  by  other  powers.  When 
there  was  any  impression  on  the  part  of 
the  House  and  the  country  that  extrava- 
gant estimates  were  proposed,  there  was 
every  disposition  to  contest  them.  With 
respect  to  the  miscellaneous  estimates,  if 
hon.  Members  would  compare  the  esti- 
mates for  the  last  and  present  years,  they 
would  find  that  some  considerable  reduc- 
tions had  been  made,  not  in  the  total 
amount,  indeed,  but  with  reference  to  the 
nature  and  amount  of  the  service  done. 
Last  year  he  had  himself  expressed  great 
unwillingness  to  renew  the  vote  for  the 
Caledonian  Canal  without  inquiry,  but  the 
subject  had  subsequently  been  referred  to 
a  select  committee,  who  had  reported  in 
favour  of  the  grant,  and  an  addition  of 
250,000/.  to  the  estimates  was  made  on 
that  account.  There  were  also  considera« 
ble  sums  required  on  account  of  prisons 
and  parks,  and  a  large  amount  for  the 
war  in  China.  That  war  must  be  brought 
to  a  conclusion,  and  nothing  could  be 
more  impolitic  than  to  stint  the  means 
of  terminating  it  speedily.  There  was  a 
vote  of  400,000/.  on  that  account,  and 
one  of  60,000/.  under  the  head  of  Syria> 
for  neither  of  which  was  the  present  Go>> 
vernment  responsible.     The  saving   on 
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the  whole  estimates^  calculated,  as  he 
had  Blated*  would  be  84  OOOt  He  was 
•orrjt  th&t  any  proposal  should  be  made 
to  interfere  with  the  fund  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government  for  rewarding 
literary  and  acientiiio  merit,  for  which 
purpose  1,200/.  a-year  was  but  a  moderate 
sum.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  recom- 
mended a  finance  committee,  but  he  had 
had  some  experience  of  such  committees, 
and  knew  that  they  bad  utterly  failed. 
He  doubted  whether  the  Treasury  was 
not  always  more  economical  than  the 
House  of  Commons  in  a  committee  of 
supply.  He  hoped  the  House  would  at 
once  proceed  to  the  committee  on  the 
bill  which  had  been  read  a  first  and  se- 
cond time  on  the  previous  evening,  under 
circumstances  which  he  could  assure  the 
House  had  excited  in  a  certain  quarter, 
the  most  grateful  feelings  and  sincere 
acknowledgments . 

Sir  R.  Inglis  said,  the  right  boo.  Gen« 
tleman  had  given  credit  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose,  for  having  made  a  mis* 
take  as  to  the  motion  before  the  House ; 
but  the  indignant  virtue  of  that  bon. 
Member  scorned  such  a  mistake,  and  he 
statedt  that  he  knew  distinctly  what  the 
bill  was.  He  only  rose  to  state,  that  the 
hon.  Member  was>  when  speaking,  un- 
cheered  by  a  single  Member  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, except  the  hon.  Member  for  Coven- 
try. He  would  make  no  comment  on  the 
hon.  Member's  having  taken  this  oppor- 
tunity of  uttering  a  tirade  as  he  had  done, 
on  the  establishment  of  her  Majesty's 
household,  and  virtually  reflecting  on  her 
Majesty. 

Mr.  Hume  had  fallen  into  a  mistake. 
There  was  no  individual  in  that  House 
who  had  more  regard  for  the  Sovereign 
than  himself,  or  would  be  more  happy  to 
see  her  Mi^esty  protected.  He  had 
known  as  much  of  her  Majesty  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken,  and  he 
was  sure  she  would  not  consider  any  re- 
commendation of  a  measure  calculated  to 
afford  any  relief  to  her  subjects  an  impro- 
per or  unjust  interference. 

Mr.  WUliams  asked,  why  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  should  have  made  an  al- 
lusion to  him  7  He  had  seen  enough  of 
the  comloct  of  that  hon.  Gentleman  to 
know  that  he  attempted  to  take  to  himself 
exclusive  loyalty  and  attachment  to  the 
Sovereign  and  institutions  of  the  country. 
It  was  quite  clear,  that  the  hon.  Member 
fcr  Montrose  bad  oommitted  aa  error. 


There  could  be  but  one  feeling  in  the 
House  respecting  the  late  cowanily  and 
scandalous  attempt  on  her  Majesty's  life. 
He  indignantly  repudiated  the  reflections 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  thought 
proper  to  cast  upon  himself  and  other 
Members  seated  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House.  He  could  assure  that 
hon.  Baronet  that  if  her  Majesty's  person 
should  ever  be  in  danger  he  would  be 
always  found  ready  to  defend  her% 

Sir  R.  Peel  deprecated  any  angry  feel- 
ings on  the  subject.  It  was  impossible  to 
obliterate  firom  their  recollection  the  una- 
nimity which  prevailed  in  the  House  when 
he  asked  leave  to  brin^  in  the  bill  last 
evening;  not  one  dissentient  voice  was 
raised  against  the  proposition.  He  did 
hope,  that  the  feeling  of  unanimity  which 
then  existed  would  not  be  deviated  from, 
and  that  all  would  unite  in  carrying  the 
measure  speedily  through  the  House. 

House  went  into  committee  on  the  bill. 

The  clauses  were  agreed  to,  and  the  bill 
passed  through  committee. 

The  Covvict  Francis.]  Sir  R,  Peel 
wished  to  state  publicly  now,  what  be  had 
omitted  to  state  publicly  the  night  before. 
He  had  informed  the  House  that  the  Go- 
vernment, after  conferring  with  the  judges 
and  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  had  felt 
it  to  be  their  duty,  on  the  principles  on 
which  justice  and  the  prerogative  of  mercy 
were  at  once  administered,  to  spare  the 
life  of  the  convict  Francis;  but  he  should 
have  stated,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
sentence  had  been  commuted  into  trans- 
portation for  life,  and  that  the  convict  was 
on  his  way  to  that  penal  colony  where  the 
labour  is  most  severe,  and  where  there  are 
the  least  opportunities  for  convicts  to  have 
indulgences. 

MlNBS    AKD   COLLIXRIES.]      VisCOUUt 

Palmerston  wished  to  put  a  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Home  Department  When  the  Mines 
and  Collieries  Bill  was  in  an  eerly  stage 
before  that  House,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
stated,  that  that  bill  had  not  only  his  own 
entire  approbation,  with  one  reservation, 
but  that  it  had  the  warm  and  cordial  sup- 
port of  the  Government.  Now,  he  per« 
ceived  that,  in  another  place,  a  noble 
Lord,  a  distinguished  Member  of  the  Go* 
vernment,  last  night  stated,  in  reference  to 
that  measure,  that  Government  meant  to 
remain  quite  passive  in  its  progress^  lea?« 
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ing  individual  Membera  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  what  part  they  thought  fit— 
the  noble  Lord  himself  making  it  tolerably 
manifest  that  he  himself  intended  to  give 
the  measure  anything  but  warm  and  cor- 
dial support.  He  wished  to  know  how 
this  apparent  discrepancy  was  to  be  re- 
conciled ;  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  that  House  was  to  be  taken  as  the  real 
expositor  of  the  intentions  of  Gbvernment 
in  this  respect,  or  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
other  House. 

Sir  /•  Graham  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  given  him  the  s1i(rhtest  intimation 
of  his  intention  to  put  such  a  question  to 
him,  and  therefore  he  did  not  know  upon 
what  foundation  the  statement  rested,  un- 
less it  was  on  the  reports  of  what  had  oc- 
curred in  another  place.  Not  having  had 
an  opportunity  of  referring  Co  his  noble 
Friend,  he  could  only  speak  of  the  decla- 
ration which  he  himself  had  mmde.  The 
declaration  be  made  was  this— that  to 
the  principle  of  the  bill  introduced  by  bis 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Ashley)  he  corclially 
assented.  He  assented  to  it  not  merely  in 
bis  individual  capacity,  but  as  one  of  the 
Members  of  tt  united  Oovemment  He, 
however,  reserved  to  himself,  and  his  Col- 
leagues, the  right  of  considering  the  de- 
tails of  the  measure,  and  amongst  those 
details,  he,  at  the  time,  particularly  speci- 
fied the  prohibition  of  the  employment  of 
children  under  thirteen  years  of  age,  and 
expressed  a  doubt  whether  thai  was  a 
judicious  regulation.  During  the  pro- 
gress of  the  bill,  his  noble  Friend  de- 
parted from  his  original  intention  upon 
that  point,  and  the  bill  now  permitted  the 
employment  of  children  of  thirteen  years 
of  age,  but  upon  condition  that  they 
should  be  employed  only  on  alternate 
days,  and  for  a  period  not  exceeding 
twelve  hoars  each  day.  For  himself  he 
did  not  object  to  the  limitation,  but  if  his 
opinion  were  to  be  asked  upon  the  sub- 
ject, he  would  suggest  what  he  considered 
an  improvement.  It  appeared  to  him, 
that  the  employment  of  children  even  on 
alternate  days  for  so  long  a  period  as 
twelve  hours  would  be  preiutlicial  to  their 
health  and  well-being,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  allow  them  to  be  em- 
ployed for  five  days  in  the  week,  and  for  a 
period  of  not  more  than  eight  or  nine 
hours.  If  a  proposition  of  that  nature 
had  been  submitted  to  the  House,  he 
should  have  thought  it  perfectly  consis- 
Itnt  with  the  pledge  be  had  giten  to  have 


supported  it.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
him  notice  of  his  intention  to  propose  the 
question,  he  would  have  had  ail  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  his  noble 
Colleague ;  as  it  was,  he  could  only  ex- 
press bis  belief  that  his  noble  Friend  had 
only  reserved  to  himself,  as  he  had  done, 
the  right  of  considering  the  details  of  tha 
measure. 

Church  Extension.]  Mr.  Hnvmi 
hoped  that  the  question  he  was  about  to 
put  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
be  considered  an  improper  one.  It  re- 
lated to  a  notice  given  by  the  bon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford,  relative 
to  Church  Extension.  As  the  Session  waa 
drawing  to  a  close,  and  Members  were 
preparing  to  leave  town,  it  was  very  de- 
sirable to  know  whether  the  Government 
intended  to  accede  to  the  motion  or  not, 
and,  therefore,  he  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  now  state  what  course 
be  intended  to  pursue. 

Sir  22.  Peel  said,  that  there  was  such  a 
mass  of  public  business  to  be  disposed  of, 
that  he  had  not  yet  had  time  to  turn  hia 
attention  to  the  intended  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford.  He  would  to- 
morrow state  what  course  the  Government 
would  take  respecting  it.  Certainly  he 
had  no  intention  of  supporting  any  grant 
of  the  public  money. 

Committee  or  SuppLY-^MisceLLA- 
NEous  Estimates.]  Sir  Robert  Peel 
moved,  that  the  sum  of  33,110/.  be 
granted  for  the  British  Museum. 

Mr.  Hawe$  said,  that  at  present  the 
King's  Library  in  the  Museum  was  occu- 
pied only  by  persons  engaged  in  cata- 
loguing books.  He  wished  to  know  when 
that  magnificent  room  would  be  opened 
to  the  public. 

Sir/2.  /n^/u  said,  that  when  tbertxmiwaa 
opened  to  the  public  it  served  merely  for 
a  passage,  and  the  dust  thereby  created  was 
found  very  injurious  to  the  books.  The  per- 
sons who  passed  through  sawonly  the  becks 
of  the  books,  and  were,  of  course,  incapable 
of  appreciating  the  treasures  they  con* 
tained.  No  objection  was  ofiered  to  the 
admission  of  persons  for  the  purpoeet  of 
study. 

Mr.  Hawes  hoped  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  use  his  influence  to  cause  the 
room  to  be  thrown  open  on  the  public  days. 

Sir  R.  Peel  would  be  glad  to  see  any 
access   given  to   the  British   Museum) 
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which  could  be  given  consisCeotlj  with  the 
preservation  of  the  books. 

Mr.  G.  Heathcote  said,  there  seemed  to 
be  a  considerable  degree  of  confusion  at 
the  British  Mosearo,  both  with  respect  to 
the  catalogues,  and  the  arrangement  of 
the  books.  He  had  been  there  lately, 
and  found  the  Magna  Charta — that  Pal- 
ladium of  English  liberty— placed  be- 
tween two  cases  containing  Esquimaux 
breeches. 

Mr.  Efvart  wished  that  the  trustees 
would  examine  into  the  practicability  of 
throwing  open  the  British  Museum  in  the 
evening,  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
classes.  The  library  of  St.  Genevieve,  at 
Paris,  had  been  opened  in  the  evening, 
and  lighted  with  gas,  for  the  use  of  the 
working  classes,  and  the  arrangement  had 
been  found  very  satisfactory. 

Mr.  Hume  complained  of  the  regula- 
tions which  excluded  children  under  eight 
years  of  age  from  the  Museum.  They 
were  admitted  into  the  National  Gallery, 
and  no  injurious  consequences  were  found 
to  result  But  at  the  Museum,  when  a 
mechanic  went  with  his  family,  contain- 
ing, perhaps,  one  child  under  eight  years 
old,  that  one  was  obliged  to  stay  at  the 
door  with,  perhaps,  the  mother  to  take 
care  of  it,  while  the  others  went  round. 
In  such  a  case  the  mother  either  did  not 
see  the  museum  at  all,  or  could  only  go 
in  when  the  others  had  come  out.  He 
thought  there  ought  to  be  a  separate 
catalogue  for  each  department,  so  that  a 
person  wanting  a  catalogue  of  the  natural 
history  department  should  not  be  obliged  to 
buy  three  or  four  others.  He  wanted  to  see 
the  government  of  this  institution,  to 
which  they  were  going  to  vote  30,000/. 
altered.  It  was  now  a  private  institution. 
He  wished  to  see  certain  individuals  ap- 
pointed to  the  management,  who  would  be 
responsible  to  the  Government.  It  ought 
not  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  private  trus- 
tees, who  elected  each  other.  He  thought 
the  Kinflfs  Library  ought  to  be  open  to 
the  pubnc  with  the  Museum.  Even  if 
they  saw  only  the  backs  of  the  books,  it 
was  not  without  its  use.  It  might  lead  to 
soosething  further.  Many  who  visited 
great  libraries  on  the  continent  saw  only 
the  Otttsides  of  the  volumes. 
*  Sir  A.  Peel  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  seemed  to  be  insensible  to 
the  sarcasm  of  Pope : — 

*'  His  study !  with  what  authors  it  it  stored  ? 
In  books,  not  authors,  curious  is  my  lord.'' 


He  thought  the  management  was  at 
present  in  very  good  hands.  There  was 
always  some  official  trustee  from  whom 
the  Government  could  obtain  any  informa- 
tion they  wanted ;  and  the  other  trustees 
were  gentlemen  as  likely  to  perform  their 
duties  in  a  manner  beneficial  to  the  public 
as  any  who  could  be  appointed. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  next  vote  was  106,085^  for  ex- 
penses of  the  works  and  repairs  of  public 
buildings,  furniture  for  various  public 
departments,  &c.,  and  for  the  mainte- 
nance and  repairs  of  the  royal  palaces. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  there  ought  to  be  a 
detailed  account  of  the  sum  expended  on 
esch  building.  Without  the  least  wish  to 
abridge  the  comforts  of  the  Sovereign,  he 
did  not  see  that  so  msny  palaces  were  re* 
quired,  some  of  which  her  Majesty  never 
used. 

Mr.  WilUame  complained  that  so  large  a 
number  of  palaces  should  be  maintained  no 
less  than  seven.  Some  of  them  her  Majesty 
never  occupied  at  all.  Kew  Palace  for  ex- 
ample, was  not  occupied  by  any  Member 
of  the  Royal  Family  in  this  country. 
[**  An  Hon.  Member :  The  King  of  Han- 
over.*^ The  King  of  Hanover  was  a 
foreign  potentate,  and  he  ought  to  be 
content  to  receive  from  the  industry  of 
the  people  of  England  his  pension  of 
21,000/.  a-year,  instead  of  expecting  like- 
wise an  expensive  palace  and  gardens,  be- 
sides the  apartments  he  reserved  to  him- 
self in  St.  JamcsVpalace.  The  hon. 
Member  also  complained  of  a  charge  of 
800/.  a*year  for  a  residence  for  the  Prin- 
cess Sophia. 

Mr.  Proiheroe  recommended  that  a 
chapel  should  be  attached  to  Bucking- 
ham-palace, in  order  to  prevent  the  neces- 
sity for  the  Queen  proceeding  to  the 
chapel  of  St.  James's  to  attend  divine 
worship ;  and  by  which  her  Majesty  had 
been  exposed  to  the  late  treasonable  at- 
tacks. 

Mr.  Hawee  deprecated  any  arrange- 
ment that  should  discourage  tlie  frequent 
appearance  of  the  Queen  among  her  sub- 
jects. None  of  the  Royal  family  resided 
at  Kew,  and  if  the  palace  was  kept  up  for 
the  King  of  Hanover  it  was  an  abuse.  He 
complained  that  Kew-gardens  were  only 
open  certain  days  and  certain  months  and 
contended  that  free-admission  into  Rich- 
mond psrk  should  be  given  to  all  carnages 
except  public  ones. 

The  Earl  of  Lmoobk  said,  that  mora 
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thftn  half  the  expense  bestowed  upon  the 
f»alacesy  particularly  Hampton-court,  was 
for  the  beneSt  of  the  public  rather  than 
of    the   Sovereign  or  of  the   occupants. 
The  charge  of  800/.  for  a  residence  for 
the  Princess  Sophia  was  an  exceedingly 
ecooooiical  one,  as  her  royal  Highnesse's 
apartments  at    Kensington   had  become 
so  dilapidated  that  it  would  take  10,000/. 
or  12,000/.  to  repair  them.     With  regard 
to  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax,  relative  to  the  build- 
ing of  a   chapel  within  the  precincts  of 
Backingbam -palace,  such  an  arrangement 
had  actually  been  in  progress  before  the 
attacks  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He,  however,  must  say,   that  the  reason 
auggesled  as  to  the  safety  of  her  Majesty 
would  have  been  no  inducement  for  en- 
tering into  such  an  arrangement,  for  he 
afaoold  not  be  taking  too  great  a  liberty 
with  the  royal  name  in  saying  that  no 
sentiment  of  fear  could  have  the  effect  of 
inducing  her  Majesty  to  withhold  herself 
fiom  her  subjects,  or  from  performing  her 
customary  devotions.    The   arrangement 
with  regard  to  the  building  of  a  chapel  at 
Buckingham-palace  was  this.    There  were 
with  large  conservatories  attached  to  the 
palace,  and  the   House   would  recollect 
that  last  year  a  large  sum  was  voted  for 
the  improvement  of  those  conservatories. 
Her  Majesty  with  that  desire  which  she 
always  had  of  saving  unnecessary  expense, 
bad  suggested  that  the  sum  granted  for 
the  fitting  up  of  the  conservatories  should 
be  applied  to  the  building  of  a  chapel  ad- 
joining Buckingham-palace.    Under  these 
circumstances,  and  considering  that  the 
money  had  been  voted  for  the  purpose  of 
merely  ornamenting  the  conservatories,  he 
thou^t  that  neither  the   hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  nor  any  other  Member  would 
object  to  its  being  applied  to  a  more  use- 
fal  purpose.     He  begged  to  state  that  this 
arrangement  had  been  made  at  the  desire 
of  the  Queen  in  order  that  her  Majesty 
might  be  able  to  attend  divine  worship  at 
all  times,  and  in  all  weathers;   and  he 
begged  also  to  state  that  it  had  been  made 
previous  to  the  attacks  recently  made  on 
her  Majesty.    With  regard  to  the  obser- 
vatioDS   made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries,  as  to  the  opening  of  Richmond- 
park,  he  thought  that  one  would  have  in- 
ferred from  the  observations  of  that  hon. 
Member,  that  foot-passengers  were  not 
allowed  to  enter  the  park.     But  this  was 
not  the  case ;  and  with  regard  to  cariages 


and  persons  on  horseback,  great  falciitiea 
were  afforded.  If  any  arrangement  could 
be  made  to  give  additional  facilities  in 
this  respect,  he  would  be  most  happy  to 
give  it  his  utmost  attention.  With  regard 
to  Kew-park,  he  could  not  use  the  same 
language.  He  begged  the  House  to  con- 
sider that  every  Royal  park  had  been,  one 
after  another,  opened  to  the  public ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  ought  to 
bear  in  mind  that  Kew,  in  the  time  of 
George  3rd,  was  used  as  a  Royal  nursery. 
Under  the  probability  of  its  being  again  ap- 
propriated to  this  purpose,  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  be  of  opinion 
that  the  Government  were  asking  too 
much  when  they  required  that  the  present 
limitations  should  still  be  continued,  the 
park  still  continuing  open  to  the  public 
for  two  days  in  the  week.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  could  not  accede  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
opening  Kew- park  on  every  day  of  the 
week. 

Mr.  Efoart  said,  he  wished  to  make  an 
observation  with  reference  to  Regent*s- 
park.  Last  year  it  was  thrown  open  to 
the  public,  and  it  was  then  proposed  that 
a  path  should  be  made  in  a  direct  line 
through  the  park,  and  that  it  should  be 
continued  across  the  canal  to  Primrose- 
hill.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
let  the  subject  escape  his  notice. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln :  The  work  is  in 
progress. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  why  the 
people  were  excluded  from  the  ground  on 
the  west  side  of  Kensington-palace.  He 
was  sorry  to  observe  that  it  was  to  let 
for  the  building  of  villas.  He  wished  to 
know  why,  with  the  sordid  view  of  getting 
a  few  hundred  pounds,  this  ground  was  to 
be  given  up  in  order  to  be  let  out  in  build- 
ing lots,  and  he  wished  particularly  to 
know  who  was  to  get  the  money. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said^  that  the  ar« 
rangements  for  letting  out  the  old  kitchen 
garden,  at  Kensington,  for  building  lots 
arose  from  an  act  of  Parliament,  which 
was  passed  on  this  subject  during  the 
short  Session  of  last  year,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  House.  He  could  assure  him  that 
that  bill  was  fully  discussed  at  the  time 
by  many  hon.  Members  opposite.  With 
regard  to  the  proceeds  it  was  intended  to 
apply  them  towards  the  expences  of  the 
new  gardens  at  Kew. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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105,000/.  to  defray  the  eipenses  of  the 
works  of  the  new  Houses  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  wished  to  know 
when,  at  the  rate  at  whioh  they  were  goings 
on,  it  was  likely  that  the  works  would  be 
completed  ;  and  he  also  hoped  that  in  an- 
other year  the  Government  would  state 
the  whole  amount  that  had  been  ex* 
pended* 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  that  he  had 
asked  the  architect  when  he  thought  the 
works  would  be  completed;  but  he 
answered  that  it  was  impossible  to  say 
until  he  knew  what  aum  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  afford  towards  car- 
rying 00  the  works.  At  the  present  rate 
at  which  the  works  were  carried  on,  he 
thought  there  was  every  probability  that 
the  SiBSsion  of  1845  would  be  held  in  the 
new  Houses.  The  whole  of  the  buildings 
would  not  be  completed  at  that  period, 
and  he  believed  that  it  would  be  seven  or 
eight  years  before  the  Victoria  tower  and 
other  portions  of  the  works  were  com- 
pleted. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  had  always  objected 
to  the  site  of  the  new  Houses,  it  had 
been  the  cause  of  iheir  burying  150,000/., 
and  a  more  extravag:ant  waste  of  the  public 
money  had  never,  in  his  opinion,  taken 
place.  He  thought,  and  he  was  supported 
in  his  opinion  by  ooeof  iheoommissioners, 
that  the  building  would  never  do  for  the 
House  of  Commons. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  had  made  inquiry  as  to  the  sum 
required  to  carry  on  the  works  for  this 
year,  and  the  amount  proposed  was  that 
whioh  was  considered  necessary. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

19,326/.  for  the  completion  and  fittings 
of  the  model  prison, 

Mr.  W,  Williame  said,  that  this  item 
would  make  up  the  sum  of  69.000/.  for 
the  building  of  the  model  prison.  He 
thought  the  system  proposed  would  not 
answer  in  this  country,  and  he  thought 
that  a  leference  to  one  of  the  items  in  the 

Present  estimates  would  convince  the 
louse  of  this.  He  found  an  item  of 
6,300/.  for  maintaining  250  convicts  for 
three  quarters  of  a  year.  This  was  at  the 
rate  of  13«.  a  week  each,  and  this,  too,  in 
a  country  where  the  wages  of  a  man  who 
worked  fourteen  hours  a  day  were  as  low 
as  3$.  a  week.  Why  had  not  these  con- 
victs been  transported  ?  He  had  been  in. 
formed  that  the  persons  confined  in  the 
prison  of  Sing  Sing,  in  the  United  States, 


were  not  only  capable  of  defraying  their 
own  expenses  by  their  labour,  but  also  the 
expenses  of  the  prison.  The  prison  was 
built  by  the  convicts  themselves ;  and  he 
saw  no  reason  why  the  same  plan  should 
not  be  adopted  in  the  present  ca»e.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment would  take  thia  point  into  his  consi* 
deration. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  the  works 
were  too  far  advanced  when  the  Govern- 
ment came  into  office  for  them  to  be  ar- 
rested. The  experiment  which  they  were 
to  try  was  an  important  one,  but  at  the 
same  time  he  would  not  wish  it  to  be  tried 
upon  a  larger  scale  than  that  at  prcaeot 
proposed.  With  reference  to  the  probable 
expense,  the  hon.  Member  would  observe 
that,  as  accommodation  in  the  present 
case  was  to  be  provided  for  620  persons, 
the  expense  would  be  proportionally  re- 
duced by  applying  it  to  a  more  extended 
system.  He  thought  thai  the  discon- 
tinuance of  transportation  would  not  be 
politic.  It  was,  he  believed,  an  advan- 
tageous form  of  punishment  for  the  com- 
munity  here,  and,  under  proper  regula- 
tions,  beneficial  to  the  psnal  aettlements 
themselves.  The  model  prison  waa  in* 
tended  to  be  subsidiary  to  the  punishment 
of  transportation.  It  frequently  happened, 
that  to  carry  out  the  sentence  of  transpor- 
tation immediately  after  it  was  pronounced 
was  cruel  towards  the  prisoner ;  but  the 
aid  of  the  model  prison  might  he  called 
in  in  such  cases,  and  by  confining  the 
offender  there  for  aome  time-^say  eighteen 
months  or  two  years— he  might  be  in- 
structed in  some  species  of  useful  and 
skilful  employment,  so  aa  when  he  should 
be  sent  to  the  penal  colony,  he  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  gaining  an  honest  and 
comfortable  livelihood. 

Mr.  Hume  concurred  in  the  observe- 
tiona  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  upon  the 
subject  of  transportation,  but  be  thought 
that  if  they  apent  more  money  in  building 
schoola  they  would  have  to  spend  less  in 
building  prisons.  He  thought,  too,  that 
some  provision  should  be  made  for  of- 
fenders, particularly  juvenile  offenders, 
after  their  liberation  from  prison,  to  pre- 
vent them,  if  possible,  from  relapsing  into 
vice.  He  had  made  inquiry  of  the  go- 
vernors of  no  less  than  seven  prisons,  and 
they  had  atated  that  great  numbers  of  the 
persons  under  their  care  soon  returned 
after  liberation,  as  they  were  obliged  to 
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htve  raeouTse  Agtin  to  thieving,  from 
being  without  the  meaos  of  earning  an 
honest  livelihood. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Od  the  motion  that  8,654/.  be  appro- 
priated for  the  Qte  of  the  Parkburat  Prison 
ID  the  Isle  of  Wight. 

Sir  James  Graham  stated,  that  the  sys- 
tem of  discipline  pursued  at  Parkhurst  had 
been  found  in  general  to  be  satisfactory  in 
Its  results.  The  Government  had  thought 
it  right  in  some  cases,  where  the  svatem 
bad  been  found  to  produce  extremely  be- 
neficial effects,  to  grant  free  pardons  in 
the  cases  of  these  individuals  and  to  send 
them  out  free  to  New  Zealand,  where 
tbey  might  gain  an  honest  subsistence. 
Id  other  cases,  offenders  had  been  sent  to 
VsB  Diemen's   Land  with  a  contingent 

Crdon  depending  upon  their  ^future  be- 
vioer.  An  additional  amount  was  this 
jesr  required  for  this  prison*  in  order  (o 
Bake  arrangements  for  the  aocommodation 
of  juvenile  female  detinqnents.  Since  he 
had  beeu  called  upon  to  superintend  the 
working  of  the  criminal  law,  be  had  ex- 
perienced great  di£Sculty  in  making  ar- 
rsDgemente  with  respect  to  female  convicts 
of  tender  jears  under  sentence  of  trans- 
portation.  It  was  not  possible  to  send 
rach  penons  to  a  penal  colony,  and  it 
bad  therefore  been  deemed  right  to  form 
an  estabiiahmeot  at  Parkhurst  for  their 
reception, 

Mr.  Hume  remarked  upon  the  hardship 
of  lending  out  free,  and  with  a  pardon,  to 
New  Zealand,  convicted  prisoners,  while 
numerous  honest  people  were  unable  to 
emigrate  there  ana  to  other  colonies  for 
want  of  means.  He  begged  to  call  the 
serious  attention  of  Government  to  this 
inbject. 

Mr.  Vemau  Smith  asked  in  what  capa^^ 
Cities  these  persons  were  sent  abroad  ? 

Sir  Jamei  Qraham  replied  they  were 
sent  pardoned. 

Mr.  Ferwm  Smith :  Ye«,  but  with  the 
notoriety  of  crime  still  attaching  to  them, 
tbey  would  6nd  it  most  difficult  to  regain 
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of  their  former  crimes.  He  deprecated 
any  continuance  of  discussion  upon  this 
subject. 

Mr.  AgUtmbi^  wished  to  know  upon 
what  fond  the  expense  of  these  persons 
being  sent  was  to  fall. 

Lord  Stanley :  Upon  that  part  of  the 
public  money  applicable  to  eiiminals. 

Sir  James  Graham  had  no  doubt  as  to 
the  policy  of  immediately  granting  the 
vote.  Young  female  convicts  could  not 
well  be  transported  to  a  penal  settlement, 
and  therefore  it  was  of  great  importance 
that  something  should  be  done  for  their 
reformation  at  home. 

Mr.  Boebuek  was  in  favour  of  trans- 
portation with  respect  to  all  classes  of 
convicts.  The  cry  against  transportation 
was  unwise  and  unfounded. 

Mr.  V.  Smith  thought  the  system  of 
juvenile  offenders  being  sent  to  New  Zea- 
land, with  a  free  pardon,  was  a  premium 
upon  crime,  and  an  act  of  hardship  to 
poor  but  honest  men.  He  repeated  the 
question  as  to  the  fund  from  which  they 
were  sent. 

Lord  Stanley  replied,  that  they  were 
not  sent  out  from  any  colonial  fund.  The 
expenses  formed  a  moderate  charge  upon 
the  money  appropriated  to  criminal  juris- 
prqdence^  He  thought  it  advisable  that 
prisoners,  after  having  been  detained  a 
certain  time,  and  to  a  greater  or  less  ex- 
tent reformed,  should  be  sent  from  the 
country  pardoned,  upon  the  condition  of 
their  not  returning  to  it.  The  funds  which 
were  applied  to  defray  the  expenses  would 
have  otherwise  been  applied  to  the  cost 
either  of  transportation,  or  of  fulfilling 
their  originally  destined  period  of  im^ 
prisonment ;  and  the  result  was  an  actual 
saving  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Hawes  protested  against  the  doc- 
trines of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  with 
respect  to  transportation.  There  was,  he 
thought,  with  respect  to  criminal  law,  a 
tendency  to  fall  back  to  old  piactioes 
which  had  been  proved  ineffectual.  He 
thought  the  difference  between  transpor- 
their  characters,  and  obtain  honest  em-  ■  tation  and  cpn6nement  and  labour  in  this 
pbraent.  { country  was  one  between   an  expensive 

Lord  Stanley  stated,  that  no  persons  [  punishment  three  thousand  miles  away 
weie  sent  out  except  those  committed  for    and  a  cheap  one  at  home. 


ceniparatively  trifling  offences.   The  cases 
were  few  in  number,  and  the  persons  were 


Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  sum  of  62,3001. 


•0  far  reformed  that  there  was  every  hope  be  granted  for  payment  of  the  salaries  and 

of  their  being  again  6tted  to  enter  into  expensesof  the  two  Houses  of  Pari  lament, 

•ocietj,  and  the  great  object  was  to  re-  Mr.  Hume  objected  that  no  items  were 

Qove  them  to  a  distance  from  the  scene  furnished  for  the  sum  of  2 1,000/.,  required 
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for  the  Hoase  of  Lords.  No  public  money 
ought  to  be  voted  without  the  particular! 
being  known  to  the  House  of  Commoni. 

The  Chancelior  of  the  Excheqner  ei* 
plained,  that  formerly  the  salaries  and 
expenses  of  the  House  of  Lords  were  paid 
by  address  from  the  Peers  to  the  Crown, 
but  of  late  years,  the  sum  had  been  in- 
cluded in  the  estimates. 

Mr.  Hume  persisted  in  his  objection, 
and  dif  ided  the  committee  on  an  amend* 
ment,  that  40,500/.  be  granted  from  the 
vote :— Ayes  23 ;  Noes  90 :  Majority  67. 

List  of  the  A  TBS. 


Aglionby,  U.  A. 
Aldus,  W. 
Banoerroau,  A. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Cspt. 
Beraal,  R. 
BrothertOD,  J. 
Buifeild,  \V. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Cobden,  R. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
DuDcan,  G. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Hawes,  B. 


Napier,  Sir  C 
O'firieo,  J. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connor,  Don 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 

TELLCaS. 

Hume,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 


Litt  of  the  Nobs. 


Allix,  J.  P. 
Arbuthoott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baiid,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
BaskerriUe,  T.  B.  M. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Campbell,  A. 
Cbeliea,  Visct. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerks  Sir  G. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockbum,  rt.hn.Sir  G. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Cripps,W. 
Denison,  £•  B. 
Disraeli,  K 
Douglas,  Sir  U. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Feiguioo,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fittroy,  CapL 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
FibUioU,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
OadLsll,  J.  Miloes 
GhidstOtte,rthn.W.B. 


Gladstone,  T. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goolbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  ho.  Sir  J. 
Grogan,  E. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardioge,  rt.hn.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lygoo,  hon.  Geo. 
Blackentie,  T. 
Mackenxie,  W.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Mutermao,  J. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
NeviUe,  R. 
Nicholl,  rt  hon.  J. 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 


Pakington,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pringie,  A. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M« 
Taylor,  J.  A. 


Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotur,  J. 
Tumor,  C. 
Vernon,  U.  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLEBS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


The  original  grant  being  again  pro* 
posed, 

Mr.  Howes  too,  contended,  that  this 
was  a  mode  of  tsxine  the  people  without 
any  account  rendered.  Hereafter  the  sum 
required  might  be  much  larger,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  would  have  no  control. 

Mr.  Hutt  said,  that  the  Clerk  in  Par- 
liament  of  the  House  of  Lords  received 
4,000/.  a-year  for  absolutely  doing  nothing. 
Another  clerk  was  paid  3,500/.  a-year, 
and  of  two  clerks  at  the  Table,  one  had 
2,000/,  a-year,  and  the  other  1,500/.  One 
Serieant-at-Arms  had  a  salary  of  3,000/., 
and  the  general  establishment  was  much 
larger  and  more  expensive  than  that  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  hoped  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would,  at  least, 
make  some  inquiry  as  to  the  items. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  said,  that  that  was  Just  the 
course  which  had  been  taken.  This  was 
the  only  instance  in  which  the  Hoaae  of 
Lords  exercised  any  control  over  the  pub- 
lic money,  and  he  thought,  that  any  in- 
vestigation by  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be  viewed  with  jealousy. 

Mr.  Hawes  remarked,  that  if  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  made  the 
inquiry,  it  was  fit  that  this  House  should 
be  informed  of  the  particulars. 

Mr.  Hume  repeated,  that  the  subject 
ought  not  to  be  taxed  without  the  know* 
ledge  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
should  move  to  postpone  the  vote  to  a 
future  day. 

Mr.  V.  Smith  observed,  that  the  sum 
was  a  comparatively  small  one,  and  the 
only  amount  of  the  kind  which  the  House 
of  Loids  was  allowed  to  deal  with. 

The  Chancellor  of  tke  Exchequer  added, 
that  from  time  immemorial  until  the 
change,  the  House  of  Lords  bad  exercised 
the  privilege  of  addressing  the  Crown  for 
the  payment  of  iu  expenses. 

Mr.  Hume  moved,  that  the  grant  be 
50,300/. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  original 
vole  agreed  to. 
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On  the  qnestioQ  that  1 12,470/.  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  consul-geDcrals,  consuls, 
▼ice-coiisuls,  and  saperintendents  of  trade 
io  China,  be  granted  to  her  Majesty. 

Mr.  X>*/^aeZi  asked  what  the  services  of 
coDSuls  were? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
their  duties  were  to  superintend  trade  j 
and,  at  the  same  time,  they  had  some 
diplomatic  duties  to  attend  to. 

Mr.  D* Israeli  said,  it  was  evident  that 
consols  by  law  had  nothing  to  do.     Almost 
every  instruction  which  they  received  from 
the  Foreign  Office  was  contrary  to  law. 
They   were   called   on  to    make  returns 
respecting  the  trade  of  the  country  where 
ihey  resided  ;  but  they  had  no  authority 
to  demand  those  papers  without  which  it 
was  not  in  their  power  to  give  any  accu- 
rate information.     It  was  also  their  duty 
to  see  that  every  British  ship  was  navigated 
according  to  law,  but  they  had  no  power 
to  call  on  the  captain  for  the  production 
of  the  ship's  papers.     Before  Mr.  Can- 
ning's act  for  the  regulation  of  consuls, 
they  had  the  power  to  make  the  captain 
produce  his  papers ;   but  in  his  act  Mr. 
Canning  purposely  omitted   this   power, 
with  a  view  of  remodelling  tlie   system 
altogether,  which  he  had  afterward,  not 
done,    and   the  administration  and   the 
legislation  of  the  country,  on  this  subject, 
were   in   direct  contradiction   with   each 
other.     The  British  consuls  were  the  only 
consuls  who  could  not  arbitrate  between 
a  master  and  his  crew. 

Sir  Charles  Napier  said,  he  did  not 
know  what  the  consular  law  was,  but  he 
had  bad  a  good  deal  of  experience  of  the 
practice,  which  was  perfectly  different  to 
what  had  been  described  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  he  believed,  therefore,  that 
the  bon.  Gentleman  must  be  mistaken.  It 
was  impossible  for  a  captain  to  receive 
consular  protection  without  producing  his 
papers.  But  he  did  not  think  that  suffi. 
cient  attention  was  paid  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  consuls.  They  ought  to  collect 
at  the  places  where  they  resided  informa- 
tion that  might  be  of  use  to  the  country 
in  time  of  war. 

Viscount  Pabnerston  said,  that  the  chief 
duties  devolving  on  consols  were  those  of 
protecting  the  interests  of  British  com- 
merce and  shipping.  The  real. question 
was  whether  those  duties  were  of  sufficient 
importance  to  warrant  the  expenses  of  a 
consular  establishment.  He  believed  that 
they  were.  He  himself  had  increased  the 
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number  of  consuls,  and  in  every  case  he 
had  been  induced  to  do  so  in  consequence 
of  applications  from  persons  interested  in 
the  trade  of  the  places  at  which  they 
wished  for  consuls  to  be  appointed.  As 
to  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury 
had  stated  with  reference  to  the  intentions 
of  Mr.  Canning  to  make  a  change  in  the 
consular  establishment,  he  believed  that 
the  only  change  which  was  made  was 
abolishing  the  system  of  paying  consuls 
by  means  of  fees  proportionate  to  the  ton- 
nage of  vessels  for  which  they  had  trans- 
acted business,  and  remunerating  them 
by  means  of  fixed  salaries.  This  was  the 
only  change,  he  believed,  which  was  con- 
templated by  Mr.  Canning.  It  was  true, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  stated, 
that  consuls  had  no  legal  power  of  adju« 
dicalion,  but  they  had  a  power  of  arbitra- 
tion, inasmuch  as  such  a  power  might  be 
created  by  the  contending  parties  them- 
selves by  mutual  consent,  and  the  most 
important  duties  of  a  consul  frequently 
consisted  in  arbitrating  between  captains 
of  ships  and  their  crews.  It  was  also  true 
that  the  consul  had  no  legal  claim  for  the 
production  of  ships'  papers;  but  the  ques- 
tion of  the  propriety  of  investing  them 
with  that  power  had  not  escaped  the 
consideration  of  the  late  Government. 
On  consulting  the  Board  of  Trade, 
however,  it  was  represented  that  the 
investiture  of  consuls  with  such  powers 
would  not  be  advantageous  to  commerce. 
In  fact,  when  merchants  and  captains  of 
ships  require  the  aid  of  the  consul  to  bring 
them  through  any  difficulty  into  which 
they  might  have  fallen  with  the  local 
authorities,  they  were  required  to  furnish 
him  with  their  papers  before  the  end  in 
view  could  be  attained.  On  the  whole, 
he  believed  that  the  duties  of  consuls 
were  officially  discharged. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  on  what 
grounds  an  addition  had  been  made  to  the 
estimates  by  the  appointment  of  a  consul- 
general  of  Syria. 

Viscount  Palmerston  replied^  that  that 
appointment  was  not  by  any  means  a  new 
one,  for  there  had  formerly  been  a  consul- 
general  at  Damascus.  In  the  present 
state  of  Syria,  it  was  considered  important 
that  there  should  be  an  officer  invested 
with  that  power  over  the  local  consuls 
which  belonged  to  the  office  of  consul* 
general ;  the  appointment  had  been  at- 
tended by  advantageous  results. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  that  as  there  was 
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a  consul-general  at  Conitantinople,  and 
thai  at  Syria  was  now  part  of  the  Turkish 
empire,  that  that  functionary  might  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  consuUgeneral  for  the 
whole  Ottoman  empire. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  several  others. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

Protection  of  the  Quebn*s  Per- 
son.] On  the  question  that  this  bill  do 
pass, 

Sergeant  Murphy  remarked  that  the 
provisions  might  not  be  found  to  apply  to 
an  assault  by  means  of  an  air  gun. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  the  words,  '*  or 
other  description/'  supplied  the  deficiency 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Bill  passed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  two 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  14,  1642. 

MlMtrrftii.]  Bills.  J"iiM^.— !*•  Attomittand  Soliciton; 
ProleettOD  of  her  Majeity*!  Penon  t  SUrt  Trade  TtMUa 
CooUnuanoei  Hivon  (Ireland)  {  Turnpike  AcU  Continu- 
ance; Linen  Manufacturers  (Ireland);  L(Uidon  Bridge 
ApptoadieB  Fund  {  Fliheiiai  Treaty. 
^  Minai  and  CoUierieit  Dean  Fomt  Eodeiiattkal 
Dittrieci. 

CommiMwL— Railways  {    Charitable  Pawn  Oilloei  (Ite- 
laad). 

Rcfortei.— Ri^t  ot  Voting  (Dublin  Univtnity)  i  BiilUh 
Poncnions  Abroad  t  Tithe  ConunutatiaB. 
3*-  and  pasaed :— F^erth  Prifon. 
PHiMle.~r  *    Locd  Dindrbea^  Estate  i  Cambuslang  and 
Muirkirk  Roads. 

3*-   and   passed: — London    and   Greenwich    Railway j 
London  Bridge  and  Royal  Exchange  Approaches. 

Pcrrrioira  PaaaBHTan.  From  Miners  of  the  Township  of 
Churwell,  and  Memben  of  the  Kirksession  at  Inverness, 
against  parts  of  the  Mines  and  CoUierics  Bill,  and  also  to 
the  same  effint  ftom  Newmarket  CoUiert  Wood  Pit,  and 
a  number  of  other  Collieries. — ^By  the  Bishop  of  London, 
from  Islington  and  Camberwell }  by  the  ArdiUshop  of 
Canterbury,  ftom  Coal  Mlnen  of  Whitley,  hi  fkvour  of 
the  Mines  and  Collieries  BUL—By  the  Marquess  of  Lon- 
donderry, from  Owners  and  Ooeupiexs  of  Mines  and  Col- 
Ueries  in  the  West  Riding  of  Yoriuihixe,  to  be  heard  by 
counsel  against  the  BiU. 

Railways.]  House  in  committee  on 
the  Railways  Bill. 

Lord  Campbell  brought  up  a  clause  to 
the  effect  that  no  railway  carriages  should 
be  locked  up  without  the  consent  of  the 
passengers. 

On  the  motion  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time, 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  opposed  the  clause. 
No  person  could  be  more  convinced  than 
he  was  \>f  the  futility  of  the  ressoos  as- 
sigoed  iu  favour  uf  the  practice.  At  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  think  it  desirable 
that  any  department  of   the    Executive 


Government  should  assume  more  control 
over  the  railways  than  was  absolutely  ne« 
cessarv,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
diminish  the  responsibility  of  the  direc- 
tors. He  felt  bound  to  sav,  in  justice  to 
the  railway  companies,  that  in  every  in*- 
stance  in  which  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
felt  it  necessary  to  point  out  anything  for 
the  convenience  or  safety  of  the  public 
they  had  shown  themselves  most  ready  to 
adopt  it,  whatever  might  be  the  opinion  of 
the  directors  as  to  its  propriety. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanrieardc  would 
support  the  clause.  If  the  railway  direc- 
tors did  not  lock  the  carriages  the  clause 
would  remain  a  dead  letter,  and  could  not 
be  vexatious  to  them  )  whereas^  if  they  did 
lock  the  carriages,  the  clause  would  then 
be  a  protection  to  the  public. 

The  Earl  of  Wickhw  said,  that  the  rail- 
way companies  knew  their  own  interests  as 
well  as  any  other  body  of  men^  and  if  they 
found  that  the  public  disapproved  of  lock- 
ing the  carriages,  they  would  abandon  the 
practice. 

Lord  CoUenham  supported  the  clause. 
The  argument  made  use  of  against  it 
would  go  the  length  of  showing  that  the 
railway  directors  ought  not  to  be  interfered 
with  at  all— that  they  ouffht  to  be  left  to 
themselves,  and  to  do  as  they  liked.  But 
the  object  of  the  bill  was  to  regulate  their 

f)ractices,  and  he  thought  It  was  absurd  to 
eave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  directors 
whether  or  not  they  should  return  to  so 
dangerous  and  unnecessary  a  practice. 

The  Earl  of  Mounl  Co^A^/ supported  the 
clause,  which  he  thought  calculated  to  en- 
sure the  public  safety. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  would  oppose  the 
clause,  because  he  thought  the  locking  of 
the  carriages  was  not  dangerous,  and  he 
did  not  know  but  it  might  under  some  cir- 
cumstances be  necessrry.  He  was  rather 
in  favour  of  the  practice  than  otherwise. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  ridiculed  the  clause 
on  account  of  the  provision  which  it  con- 
tained, that  all  the  persons  inside  a  carriage 
should  be  asked  whether  they  would  be 
locked  in  or  noti  so  that  if  the  majority 
thought  that  precaution  necessary  to  their 
safety,  one  passenger,  like  the  one  juror, 
might  overrule  the  judgment  of  all  the  rest. 

Bill  passed  through  committee.  To  be 
reported. 

Their.  Lordships  divided  on  the  ques* 
tion,  that  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time : 
Not-content  35 ;  Content  31 :  Majority  4. 

Bill  passed  through  committee.  To  be 
reported. 
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PwifECTlOir  or  THR  QuBBN's  PbrsON.] 

Meteeogen  from  the  House  of  Commons 
brought  up  the  bill  for  the  better  ptotec- 
tioii  of  her  Majesty's  Person. 

Thte  Duke  of  tVellingitm  said,  that  he 
frottM  now  propose  to  their  Lordships  that 
this  bill  be  tead  a  first  time.  To-morrow 
be  should  more  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  and  should  also  stibmit  that  the  stand- 
ing orders  be  suspended  in  order  to  fkcili- 
tate  its  passing  into  law. 

Lord  Camfhell  did  not,  of  course,  t-)se 
to  oppose  tbe  progress  of  this  bill,  but  he 
wishH  to  gi^e  notice,  that  iti  committee 
be  should  propose  to  introduce  some  words 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  what  he  con- 
ceired  aa  ottiitoioto,  in  the  want  of  a  provi- 
sion to  meet  a  oise  where  no  attempt  was 
made,  but  where  a  person  came  into  her 
MtfM^'s  preseucc  with  arms,  destructive 
instfunelits,  or  any  etplosire  matter,  or 
thing  not  ejtbibited,  but  with  intent  to 
make  use  of  the  tetme  against  the  Queen, 
ber  IH^,  oi^  pei^n. 

Tbe  hord  Chancellor,  of  coursfe,  could 
not  ht  expected  to  give  at  the  moment  any 
opinion  upon  the  subject  of  such  a  clause ; 
but  ht  Would  promise  the  noble  Lord,  that 
hii  suggestion  should  meet  with  considera- 
tion, and  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  such  an 
anattgfcnl<>ht  Would  be  made  H^  would  se^eure 
ibr  tbi»  bill  the  dtianimoud  concurrence  of 
tbe  HouM. 

Bill  reAd  a  fltst  time. 

Miitfes  A^t  CoLLiEktiss.]  Tlie  Bishop 
of  laitdah  presiinted  a  petition  from  a 
liody  of  cOttJ-masters,  supporting  the  bill 
in  all  its  clauses.  He  Itrongly  approved 
of  tbe  measure  on  moral  and  religious 
gronnds;  and  he  earnestly  trusted  their 
Lnrdsbips  would  pass  the  bill  without 
altefStiob; 

Tbe  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  having 
ptesetited  a  petition  to  the  like  effbct  from 
a  body  of  the  inhstbitadts  of  the  parish  of 
Camb^fWdl,  also  bHefly  expressed  his  high 
atoroval  of  the  bill. 

The  Marquess  of  Londbnderry  said,  this 
Was  a  measure  which  affected  property  to 
the  amount  of  10,000,000/.,  and  sued  a 
meilftttr^  should  not  be  hurried  through 
Parliament.  It  had  been  said  in  another 
plabe,  ^  Tbank  God<  there  is  a  House  of 
LoHs  %*  ^hich  implied  an  expectation 
that  tbe  bill  would  undergo  careful  con- 
sideration here;  Time  should  be  given  to 
collect  ilnpArtial  evidence— not  such  as  was 
eoataibed  in  the  2,000  pages,  before  the 
Hottsift,  obtained  frbin  interested   persons 


— ^but  from  persons  employed  in  the 
mines  from  the  lowest  to  the  highest. 
He  wished  to  correct  an  impression  which 
seemed  to  prevail — namely,  that  this  bill 
had  passed  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
understanding  that  some  concessions  had 
been  made  which  induced  the  coal-owners 
of  the  north  to  approve  of  it.  Now  he 
should  be  able  to  prove  that  this  was  not 
the  case,  by  the  letter  of  Mr.  Buddie,  the 
agent  of  the  coal-owners  in  the  north,  in 
answer  to  a  letter  written  by  Lord  Ashley, 
who  appeared  to  imagine  that  there  had 
been  some  departure  from  an  agreement 
which  it  was  said  Mr.  Buddie  had  en- 
tered into  on  the  part  of  those  whom  he 
represented.  He  would  first  read  Lord 
Ashley's  letter,  which  was  as  follows: — 

«  My  8, 1842. 

**  Dear  Sir — Your  letter  has  greatly  aston- 
ished nie,  containing,  as  it  does,  a  scheme  of 
projected  departure  from  the  engagement  into 
which  I  entered  during  my  interview  with 
yourself  and  the  gentlemen  representing  the 
coal  districts ;  I  think  I  am  entitled  to,  and  t 
therefore  request  a  public  letter,  to  announce 
the  wishes  of  the  proprietors  connected  with 
the  coal  trade. 

*'  I  have  said  nofliing  about '  underground 
inspectors* — the  Secretary  of  State  has  power 
to  send  down,  from  time  to  time,  commission- 
ers to  ascertain  whether  the  law  be  observed  : 
but  their  jurisdiction  will  not  extend  to  the 
discipline  of  the  mines. — Your  very  obedient 
servant,  *•  Ashley. 

*<  John  Bdddle,  Esq." 

The  answer  which  Mr.  Buddie  wrote 
was  as  followfi : — 

(Copy.) 
<<  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  July  11, 1842. 

"  My  Lord — I  have  the  honour  to  acknow- 
ledge  the  receipt  of  your  Lordship's  letter  of 
the  8th  instant. 

*'  Agreeably  to  your  Lorddhip*s  request  that 
I  should  announce  to  your  Lotdship  tne  wishes 
of  the  proprietors  connected  with  the  coal 
trade,  I  do  not  think  I  can  answer  this  inquiry 
better  than  by  refi&rring  your  Lordship  to  the 
resolutions  of  the  meeting  of  the  united  com- 
mittees of  the  trade,  held  on  the  13th  ult., 
which  contains  the  instructions  given  to  me 
when  I  was  deputed  to  wait  upon  your  Lord- 
ship and  the  other  parties  mentioned  in  those 
instructions,  a  copy  of  which  I  herewith 
enclose. 

*'  I  this  day  laid  your  Lordship's  letter  of 
the  8th  instant  before  tbe  united  committees 
of  the  two  counties  (Durham  and  Northumber- 
land), who  authorized  me  to  say,  in  reply,  that 
they  see  no  reason  for  departing  from  the 
opinions  expressed  in  the  enclosed  copy  of 
resolutions. 

"  The   coal-owners  object  to  the  alternate 

E2 


103 


Mines  and  Colliiries  {LORDS}  MinBi  and  CoUierieL        104 


days'  workino:,  as  being  likely  to  involve  many 
practical  difficulties.  The  limitation  of  the 
employment  of  the  boys  to  one  month  afler  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  is  considered  to  be  too 
short  a  period ;  and  prohibiting  '  such  male 
persons  from  being  employed  during  one  and 
the  same  week  in  more  than  one  mine  or  col- 
liery, unless  the  mine  or  colliery  in  which  he 
shall  be  employed  shall  belong  to  the  same 
owner/  is  also  thought  inexpedient. 

<<  The  fourth  clause  (B)  of  the  bill  is  like- 
wise strongly  objected  to ;  and  it  is  for  those 
reasons  that  the  coaUowners  are  desirous  that 
this  bill  should  not  be  hurried  through  Par- 
liament  this  Session^  but  that  more  time  should 
be  allowed  for  the  due  consideration  of  the 
whole  subject. 

*'  I  regret  that  there  was  not  time  between 
the  meeting  at  the  House  of  Commons,  on  the 
20th  of  June,  and  your  Lordship's  bill  being 
brought  into  Parliament,  to  communicate  with 
the  coal  committees  of  the  two  counties,  as,  if 
such  communication  had  taken  place,  any  mis- 
apprehension  as  to  the  extent  of  my  instruc- 
tions might  have  been  avoided. 

"  Your  Lordship  will  recollect,  that  in  the 
private  conversation  which  [  had  tiie  honour  to 
have  with  your  Lordship  on  the  18th  of  June, 
I  stated  that  I  was  not  authorised  to  take  upon 
myself  the  responsibility  of  sanctioning  ten  as 
the  proper  age  for  boys  going  to  work  in  the 
pits,  on  condition  of  their  working  only  three 
days  in  the  week,  alternately,  and  therefore 
begged  to  refer  the  discussion  of  this  branch 
of  the  subject,  together  with  others,  to  the 
meeting  at  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
20tb. 

"  I  beg  to  apologize  for  having  troubled 
your  Lordship  so  much  at  length. — I  have  the 
honour,  &c.  fcc.  "  J.  Buddle. 

"  The  Lord  Ashley,  M.P.,  &c." 

From  this  he  (the  Marquess  of  London- 
derry) should  say  it  was  sufficiently  clear 
that  these  gentlemen  had  never  iutimated 
an  intention  of  not  opposing  the  bill.  In 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  declared  that  the  Govern- 
ment admitted  the  principle  of  the  bill, 
and  in  their  Lordships'  House  the  Lord 
President  of  the*  Council  said  that  the 
Government  intended  to  be  passive  on  the 
subject.  There  was  here  a  great  discre- 
pancy of  opinion,  and  he  thought  it  placed 
the  Government  somewhat  in  a  dilemma. 
Considering  the  immense  importance  of 
this  bill,  and  the  vast  amount  of  property 
to  which  its  provisions  would  apply,  he 
thought  that  the  House  could  not  possibly 
proceed  with  it  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session.  Inquiries  ought  to  be  made,  and 
practical  men  ought  to  be  examined  ;  and 
the  House  ought  not  to  legislate  exclu- 
sively on  evidence  which  had  been  collected 
by  interested  parties.     All  he  could  say 


was,  that  if  the  House  should  be  of  opinion 
that  the  bill  should  be  read  a  second  time, 
it  might  be  regarded  Us  the  commencement 
of  a  series  of  grievances  which  would  be 
got  up  for  the  purpose  of  working  on  that 
hypocritical  humanity  which  reigned  so 
much  at  present,  and  that  year  after  year 
they  would  be  beseiged  witn  such  appeals 
as  these.  He  did  not  wish  to  treat  this 
as  an  individual  question.  He  wished  to 
treat  it  as  a  national  question.  This  bill 
would  revolutionize  the  whole  of  the  coal 
trade — a  trade  which  connected  itself  with 
our  shipping  interest  and  with  our  navy— > 
and,  therefore,  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  pause  before  it  legislated  on  the 
subject  m  the  present  incomplete  and  un- 
satisfactory state  of  our  information.  He 
had  thought  it  due  to  the  coal-owners  of 
the  north  to  make  this  statement,  to  prove 
that  there  had  been  no  compromise  or 
agreement,  as  had  been  stated  elsewhere. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  that 
the  noble  Marquess  had  repeated  his  con- 
viction that  there  had  been  no  compromise 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  the  bill  to  pass 
in  another  place.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  a  gentleman  of  the  highest 
character  (Mr.  Hedworth  Lambton),  who 
was  present  at  the  interview  which  took 
place  with  Lord  Ashley  on  the  subject, 
and  that  Gentleman  stated  that  his  impres- 
sion was  the  same  as  that  which  Lord 
Ashley  had  formed.  No  doubt  the  under- 
standing was,  that  with  certain  conoes*- 
sions,  the  bill  would  be  passed  with  the 
support  uf  those  who  were  then  present. 
However,  there  was  a  higher  light  in 
which  the  question  ought  to  be  viewed,  it 
ought  to  be  viewed  as  a  question  of  huma- 
nity and  apart  from  all  considerations  of 
compromises  or  agreements.  He  thought 
it  only  right  to  state  this,  in  order  to  show 
that  Lord  Ashley's  impression  was  also 
shared  by  another  gentleman  of  the  highest 
character  and  respectability. 

The  MaxquesR  of  Londonderry  must  pro- 
test against  the  statement  made  by  the 
.  noble  Marquess,  that  Mr.  Buddie  had 
I  accepted  the  compromise  on  the  part  of 
the  coal-owners.  There  appeared  to  have 
been  some  mistake,  and  no  doubt  it  was  an 
unfortunate  one. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  then  rose  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Mines  and  Col- 
leries  Bill.  The  time  had  arrived  when 
it  became  necessary  that  this  bill  should 
be  opened  to  their  Lordships,  in  order  that 
their  Lordships  might  know  what  it  was. 
The  ground  upon  which  he  intended  to 
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aak  their  Lordships'  consent  to  the  bill 
was  entirely  independent  of  anything  that 
bad  been  said  elsewhere,  or  of  any  admis- 
sioo  or  agreement  elsewhere*   Their  Lord- 
ships were  aware  that  the  inquiry  which 
had  led  to  this  result  had  been  instituted 
by  commissioners  appointed  by  her  Ma- 
joty,  in  consequence  of  an  address  from 
the  House  of  Commons^  moved   by  his 
ooble  Friend  Lord  Ashley,  when  in  oppo- 
sdon  to  the  then  existing  Government^ 
which  Grovemment   had    appointed  four 
persons^  independently  of  any  recommen- 
dation of  Lord  Ashley,  and  he  thought 
that,  looking  at  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  executed  their  duty,  their  Lordships 
would  agree  with  him,  that  the  late  Go- 
Temment  had   been    fortunate    in    their 
dioice.     Thoee  commissioners    had  em- 
ployed sub-commissioners  to  make  inquiries 
OQ  the  spot.    The  foundation  of  the  inquiry 
was  perfectly   fair.      The    commissioners 
thought    it  right  to  invite    information 
from  all  persons  willing  to  afford  informa- 
tioD,  and  they  wrote  a  circular  letter  to  all 
proprietors  of  mines,  so  far  as  they  could 
W  them  out,  and  with  the  circular  they 
sent  a  tabular  form  requesting  them   to 
Uttwer  certain  queries  relative  to  the  em- 
ployment of  females  and  children  in  mines. 
A  considerable  number  of  proprietors  did 
nake  returns,  and  many  others  did  not. 
The  sub-commissioners,  then,  under  the 
instructions   of  the    commissioners,   pro- 
ceeded to  make  inquiries,  and  the  result 
liad  been  communicated  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  by  her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  the  report  of  the  commissioners  and  the 
appendix  of  evidence  thereto.    He  had,  as 
was  his  duty,  examined  that  report  and 
evidence,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  not 
one  of  their  Lordships  who  had  taken  the 
ttme  course  would  think  that  there  was 
aot  abundant  evidence  of  facts,  which  no 
farther  evidence  could  alter.    When  he 
vodertook  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
this  bill,  he  could  not  undertake  to  pro- 
pose to  their  Lordships  to  enact  any  one 
of  its  provisions  that  was  not  based  upon 
conclusive  evidence,  and,  believing  the  bill 
to  be  based  upon  such  evidence,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  pass  it  into  a  law. 
^itb  respect  to  the  employment  of  females, 
if  there  had  been  no  evidence  at  all,  and  if 
their  Lordships  consulted  only  the  com- 
mon feelings  of  humanity — not  spurious 
Iramanity,  but  the  common  feelings  of  hu- 
lota  nature,  —  their  Lordships  would,  a 
priori)  and  without  any  evidence,  consider 
thst  the  employment  of  females  under 


ground  in  mines,  under  circumstances 
which  afforded  no  means  of  regulating  the 
conduct  of  the  persons  with  whom  they 
were  employed,  was  a  practice  which  it 
was  most  desirable  to  put  a  stop  to.  It 
would,  indeed,  be  infinitely  better  if  the 
husbands  and  fathers  of  these  females 
would  refuse  to  permit  their  wives  and 
daughters  to  be  placed  in  such  circum- 
stances; but  when  it  was  found  from  ex- 
perience that  the  feelings  of  these  persons 
did  not  thus  operate,  and  that  there  was 
incontestible  evidence  that  females  were 
sent  down  into  mines  and  placed  in  situa- 
tions utterly  disgraceful  to  humanity,  their 
Lordships  would  feel  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  Legislature  to  interfere, 
and  by  some  regulations  to  prevent  so 
great  an  abomination.  That  was  a  part  of 
the  bill  in  which  he  was  sure  their  Lord- 
ships would  concur,  and  in  support  of 
which  he  begged  their  Lordships'  atten- 
ion  to  a  few  passages  from  the  report  of 
the  commissioners.  In  that  report  the 
commissioners  had  embodied  a  good  deal 
of  the  evidence  which  appeared  in  a  larger 
form  in  the  appendix.  In  page  256  of  the 
report  the  commissioners  stated, 

'*  That  in  the  districts  in  which  females  are 
taken  down  into  the  coal  mines,  boih  sexes  are 
employed  together  in  precisely  the  same  kind 
of  labour,  and  work  for  the  same  number  of 
hours ;  the  girls  and  boys,  and  the  young  men 
and  young  women,  and  even  married  women 
and  women  with  child,  commonly  working 
almost  naked,  and  the  men^  in  many  mines, 
always  working  quite  naked  ;  that  in  the  dis- 
tricts in  which  females  are  not  allowed  to  de- 
scend into  the  pits  there  is  a  universal  ex- 
pression of  disgust  from  all  classes  of  witnesses 
at  this  practice;  and  that  in  the  districts  in 
which  the  practice  prevails  all  classes  of  wit- 
nesses bear  testimony  to  its  demoralizing  in- 
fluence." 

[The  Marquess  of  Londonderry :  In  what 
colleries  does  the  practice  prevail.]  Such 
appeared  to  be  the  general  result,  although 
he  did  not  mean  to  assert,  nor  was  there 
evidence  to  show,  that  the  practice  pre. 
vailed  in  all  the  colleries.  As  a  wish  had 
been  expressed,  that  this  part  of  the  bill 
should  be  postponed,  he  must  advert  to 
some  further  evidence  on  the  subject  in  or- 
der that  their  Lordships  might  perceive 
how  necessary  it  was  that  something  should 
be  done  to  remove  the  evil.  In  page  24 
it  was  stated,  as  part  of  the  report,  that  in 
many  colleries  in  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  there  was  no  distinction  of 
sexes,  and  that  the  women  were  naked  to 
their  waistSi   and  the  men.  entirely  so. 


l07        Mines  and  CoUUries.  {LORDS}  Atinei  and  CotUeriii.        10^ 


Some  of  the  details  were  so  disgusting, 
that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  him  to  read 
them.  In  page  31  of  the  report,  a  wish 
was  expressed,  that  the  Goyemmeot  would 
expel  all  females  from  the  mines,  as  their 
presence  gave  rise  to  acts  of  tlie  greatest 
indecency.  The  report  then  went  on  to 
state  that  which  must  obviously  happen 
under  such  circumstances.  To  the  fir>t 
clause  in  the  bill,  therefore,  which  sought 
to  put  an  end  to  such  scenes,  he  was  sure 
their  Lordships  could  have  no  objection. 
He  at  once  aamitted  to  his  noble  Friend, 
who  opposed  the  measure,  that  there  were 
many  collieries  in  which  those  abominations 
did  not  exist.  j^The  Marquess  of  LoU' 
danderry :  Some  seams  of  ccml  require  the 
employment  of  women,]  He  would  ask 
what  peculiar  seam  of  coal  rendered  it 
necessary  to  employ  grown  women  instead 
of  grown  men  ?  Females  had  been  ex- 
cluded from  the  collieries  of  the  Duke  of 
Ruccleuch  without  any  inconvenience. 
That  was  an  important  fact,  as  bearing 
upon  this  part  of  the  case.  The  manager 
of  the  Duke  of  Buccleuch's  collieries  stated 
that,  since  the  employment  of  females  had 
been  done  away  with  in  his  grace's  collie* 
ries,  they  had  had  no  occasion  to  raise  the 
price  of  coal.  He  bad  no  wish  to  prohibit 
the  employment  of  women  immediately. 
The  present  was  certainly  a  period  when 
they  should  not  be  severe  in  arrangements 
of  that  nature,  and  he  was  therefore  will- 
ing indeed  he  should  propose  instead  of 
the  words,  **  Six  calendar  months,'*  to 
substitute  these  words,  **  First  of  March, 
1843,"  as  the  period  at  which  it  should 
no  longer  be  lawful  to  employ  females  in 
mines  or  collieries.  That  would  give  nine 
instead  of  six  months  for  making  the  new 
arrangements.  The  second  clause  in  the 
bill  regarded  the  age  up  to  which  males 
were  to  be  excluded  from  mines  and  collie- 
ries. Originally  the  bill  proposed  that 
males  should  not  be  empk>yed  under  the 
age  of  thirteen.  A  difference  of  opinioD 
arose  upon  the  point,  and  the  limitation 
had  been  altered  to  ten  years  of  age. 
Finding  this  alteration  made,  he  did  not 
desire  to  press  any  opinion  that  he  might 
entertain  on  the  subject.  He  would  now 
only  dbserve,  that  there  was  abundant 
evidence  to  show  that  it  would  neither  be 
unfair,  unreasonable,  nor  unjust  to  prohi- 
bit the  employment  of  children  under  ten 
years  of  age.  He  was  aware,  that  in 
&ome  collieries  as  much  pains  and  care  as 
could  well  be  taken  were  taken  with  the 
children  empkyed  in  them ;  but  be  felt. 


that  no  pains  or  care  that  could  be  taken 
would  suAce  to  do  justice  to  children  un- 
der ten  years  of  age,  if  they  were  employed 
at  all.  How  was  it  possible,  if  they  tole- 
rated such  abuses  as  these,  if  tliey  per- 
mitted the  employment  of  children  of  six 
or  eight  years  of  age,  that  any  attention 
could  be  paid  to  their  moral  or  religious 
education?  With  regard  to  the  first 
clause,  it  might  be  objected,  that  at  the 
present  period  of  distress  we  should  be 
slow  to  curtail  the  means  of  gaining  a  1ive« 
lihood  by  the  exclusion  of  women  ;  but  he 
contended,  that  in  every  instance  in  which 
females  were  prevented  from  obtaining 
wages  by  labour  in  mines  and  collieries  men 
could  be  employed,  although,  perhaps,  at 
somewhat  greater  expense.  He  was  »ure, 
that,  after  all,  their  Lordships  would  look 
upon  this  part  of  the  case  as  a  question  of 
expense,  and  that  it  would  be  perfioctly 
possible  for  all  proprietors  of  mines  who 
now  employed  females  to  work  them  in  the 
same  way,  he  should  say  more  effectually, 
although  it  might  cost  something  more, 
by  the  employment  of  men  in  their  stead. 
As  be  had  already  told  their  Lordships, 
the  exclusion  of  women  from  the  Duke  of 
Buccleuch's  mines  had  caused  no  loss  to  the 
public  With  regard  to  boys,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  it  might  be  desirable  to  have  a 
large  proportion  of  them  in  mines.  The 
bill  in  its  present  shape  would  not  prevent 
that,  and  where,  by  its  operation,  boys 
under  ten  years  of  age  would  be  sent  away, 
and  their  fitmilies  deprived  of  the  wa^ees 
which  they  eamedi  other  boys  above  the 
age  of  ten  would  be  employed  in  their 
stead,  and  their  wages  aaded  to  those  of 
some  neighbouring  cottager.  Thus  the 
bill,  while  it  prevented  certain  boys  from 
occupation  in  the  collieries,  wouki  open 
the  aoor  in  the  same  proportion  to  others. 
It  was  not  uncommon  that  men  who  did 
not  wish  to  labour  more  than  three  days  a 
week  allowed  their  families*  support  to  be 
eked  out  by  the  degradation  of  their  wives 
and  children,  but  that  was  not  a  dass  of 
labourers  to  whom  they  should  give  parti* 
cular  advantages.  From  the  evidence 
which  was  given  by  the  colliers  them- 
selves*  it  was  evident  that  their  wives  and 
children  should  not  be  sent  into  the  mines 
and  collieries.  Women,  who  were  brought 
up  in  them,  were  unfitted  to  be  good 
wives  or  mothers,  their  habits  being  wholly 
inconsistent  with  those  domestic  dutiee 
which  it  should  be  ihe  desire  of  the  Legis« 
lature  to  enoourage.  Their  ekiMren  were 
necessarily  neglected,  and  never  received 
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anytluDg  io  ibe  shape  of  moral  or  religious 
instnictioa  or  example.     Upon  tlieiie  two 
clauses  some  oppomtioD  he  believed  would 
be  offered,  but  in  that  opposition  he  ex- 
pected that  very  few  of  their  Lordships 
vould  join.      There    was  abundance    of 
endeooe  fironi  medical  men,  showing  the 
bid  effects   id  a  physical  respect  which 
workiDg  in  the  mines  and  oollieries  had 
apoD  the  women  and  child ren>  while  the 
eridenoe  of  clergymen  was  equally  strong 
as  to  ita  b«d  effects  upon  them  in  a  moral 
point  of  yiew.     He  would  also  beg  to  re- 
mind their   Lordshipa  that  hundreds  of 
thoie  persons  who  were  thrown  out  of  em- 
pioyroent  in  the   manufacturing  districts 
would  be  glad  to  get  employoent  in  the 
nunes,  and  would  readily  undertake  the 
vwk  ftnom  which  women  would  be  excluded 
by  the  operation  of  this  bill.    With  re- 
gard to  the  third  clause,  which  regulated 
tbe  time  of  employment  of  persons  under 
the  age  of  thirteen,  he  would  at  once  state 
that  be  was  not  anxious  to  press  it  upon 
tbtfir  Lordships.    If  he  were  addressing 
their  Lordships  at  the  beginning  instead 
of  at  the  close  of  the  Session,  he  should 
propose  a  committee  of  inquiry  upon  this 
and  sonae  other  points  on  which  parties 
coQcemed  in  collieries  had  a  good  deal  to 
ity.    Ho  did  not  feel  that  the  regulation 
proposed  by  this  clause  would  interfere 
with  the    management    of  collieries,  as 
nao  bad  stated  it  would,  but  he  must 
a^it  that  there  was  not  sufficient  evi- 
^00  Io  enable  him  to  say  with  perfect 
eoDfidenee  that  the  clause  would  not  ope* 
rate  injuriously.     He  was  therefore  not 
disposed  to  press  for  a  restriction,  of  which 
lie  must  say  he  did  not  quite  see  what 
tbe  effect  would  be.     He  did  not  sa^  that 
it  might  not  be  injurious,  and   without 
inquiry  he  had  no  right  to  say  that  it 
trould.    The  particular  mode  which  the 
clause  proposed  of  regulating  the  time  of 
Umir  waa  adopted  from  the  necessity  of 
tbe  case.    The  obvious  mode  would  be  to 
tty  that  children  should  be  employed  only 
duriag  certain  hours ;  but  with  respect  to 
niaes  that  was  impossible,  as  the  moment 
cbildifn  were  admitted  into  mines  they 
vere  remored  from  all  supervision.     In 
pn>pQsing  this  clause,  thereforet  his  noble 
Friead  conceived  that  he  was  doing  what 
vas  best  for  the  children,  and  what  at  the 
i^me  time  would  least  interfere  with  the 
vaoagoment  of  mines.     His  noble  Friend 
pn^poeed  that  the  children  should  have  at 
jcist  the  alternate  day  for  the  purposes  of 
UttlvttGtion  and  recreatiop,  in  order  that 


they  might  hereafter  be  good  men  and 
useful  members  of  society.  It  was  not 
from  want  of  an  anxious  desire  to  see 
these  poor  creatures  protected  and  em- 
ployed to  their  own  advantage  that  he 
declined  to  press  this  clause  at  present 
upon  the  House  but  because  if  he  were 
now  to  ask  for  inquiry  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  terminate  it.  The  next  clause 
regarded  the  appointment  of  inspectors. 
The  object  of  it  was  simply  this : — that 
as  the  regulations  were  such  as  to  prevent 
evidence  being  obtained  in  the  ordinary 
way,  the  Government  should,  in  any  par- 
ticular case  where  it  should  deem  it  neces- 
sary so  to  do,  send  down  persons  to  visit 
and  inspect  any  particular  mine  or  colliery, 
and  report  thereon  in  such  manner  aa 
might  be  directed  by  the  Seretary  of  State. 
He  could  state  of  his  own  knowledge  that 
many  of  the  miners  were  rather  glad  than 
otherwise  of  the  opportunity  of  having 
some  system  of  inspection.  This  subject, 
however,  would  be  for  the  committee. 
The  next  clause  related  to  the  important 
subject  of  apprenticeship.  He  proposed 
to  alter  the  clause  aa  it  stood,  by  a  provi- 
sion that  no  person  should  be  taken  as  an 
apprentice  in  any  mine  or  colliery  under 
the  age  of  ten  years,  and  that  no  appren- 
ticeship should  be  for  a  longer  terra  than 
eight  years.  This  would  release  young 
persons  bound  at  the  former  age  as  soon  as 
they  attained  the  age  of  eighteen.  In  the 
ninth  clause  he  had  felt  obliged  to  make 
an  alteration  which  he  v^ould  much  rather 
not  have  made.  It  related  to  the  age  of 
young  persons  to  be  employed  in  mines 
and  collieries.  He  repeated,  that  he  re- 
gretted to  have  been  obliged  to  make  an 
alteration  in  this  respect,  but  at  the  same 
time  lie  felt  that  it  was  one  on  which  the 
owners  of  mines  and  collieries,  from  their 
practical  experience,  were  entitled  to  be 
heard,  as  to  whether  or  not  it  was  a  good 
provision  that  no  person  under  the  age  of 
twenty^-one  years  should  be  employ^  at 
the  winding  engines  used  for  the  purpose 
of  drawing  persons  up  and  down  in  the 
mines.  He  had  felt  bound  to  listen  to  re- 
presentations that  had  been  made  on  this 
subject,  and  he  certainly  was  most  anxious 
that  such  a  course  should  be  taken  as, 
while  it  afforded  a  guarantee  for  security, 
would  at  the  same  time  not  be  likely  to 
inflict  injury  and  inconvenience  on  those 
engaged  in  the  mines.  He  believed 
that  fifteen  was  an  age  at  which  there 
could  be  no  danger  in  allowing  the  per- 
sons usually  engaged  to  work  at  thos^ 
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engines,  and  he  proposed  to  alter  the  bill 
to  that  effect.  There  were  some  other 
minor  alterations,  the  details  of  which  he 
would  defer  till  they  tfFent  into  committee. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  that 
the  bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Hatherton  said,  the  noble  Earl  had 
exhibited  so  much  judgment  in  the  altera- 
tions which  he  proposed,  that  he  did  not 
feel  warranted  in  going  on  with  the  mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice,  for  a 
select  committee  to  take  evidence  as  to  the 
probable  effect  of  the  proposed  enactments, 
which,  had  the  noble  Lord  pressed  forward 
his  bill  without  alterations,  he  should  have 
felt  bound  to  press  also;  but  he  should 
have  done  so  without  the  slightest  desire 
or  intention  to  impugn  in  any  way  the 
strict  rectitude,  honour,  and  sincerity  of 
the  commissioners  on  whose  reports  the 
bill  had  been  founded.  He  desired  also  to 
bear  testimony  to  the  undoubted  and  ex- 
alted purity  of  the  noble  Lord  with  whom 
the  bill  had  originated  in  the  other  House. 
That  noble  Lord  had  had  extensive  com- 
munications on  the  subject  with  delegates 
from  all  parts  of  the  kingdom ;  and  al- 
though they,  of  course,  had  not  succeeded 
in  inducing  him  to  go  the  full  length  of 
their  wishes,  they  unanimously  concurred 
in  asserting  that  they  had  never  commu- 
nicated with  any  individual  whose  motives 
were  more  philanthrophic,  or  one  more 
sincere  in  his  desire  to  serve  the  objects  of 
his  benevolent  exertions.  With  regard  to 
the  principle  of  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
although  the  promotion  of  religion  and  of 
education  among  the  classes  affected  by  it 
was  a  paramount  object,  yet  at  the  same 
time  it  was  not  the  only  object  to  which 
they  ought  to  look.  It  was  quite  necessary 
in  legislating  on  such  a  subject  not  to  act 
upon  first  impressions  only,  but  to  consult 
before  doing  so  the  experience  and  opinions 
of  the  masters,  and  of  the  working  classes 
themselves.  They  would  have  done  wrong, 
therefore,  to  have  agreed  to  this  measure 
without  taking  those  precautions.  Had 
they  done  so  its  first  effect  would  have 
been  the  abandonment  of  several  very  va- 
luable seams  of  mineral.  With  regard  to 
the  provisions  of  the  bill,  he  had  never 
intended  to  oppose  the  clause  prohibiting 
the  employment  of  females  in  mines  and 
collieries  under  ground ;  but  at  the  same 
time  it  might  be  worth  while  to  consider 
whether  that  rule  ought  to  be  rigidly 
extended  to  persons  of  a  mature  age,  who 
hud  already  been  for  years  employed ;  as 
for  instance  widows,  who  might  have  fami* 


lies,  and  who  would,  under  the  operation 
of  such  a  clause,  be  deprived  of  their  usual 
means  of  supporting  their  families.  This 
however,  was  a  branch  of  the  subject  with 
which  he  was  not  at  all  practically  ac« 
quainted,  as  the  employment  of  females 
was  unknown  in  the  part  of  the  country 
with  which  he  was  connected.  He  could 
not  have  consented  to  the  bill  as  first  in- 
troduced in  respect  of  another  subject 
embraced  by  it,  that  of  the  age  at  which 
children  should  be  allowed  to  be  employed 
in  these  mines  and  collieries.  He  was 
ready,  however,  to  acquiesce  in  the  redac- 
tion to  ten  years.  lie  could  never  have 
agreed  to  the  proposed  restriction  con- 
fining the  work  of  the  children  to  alternate 
days.  Those  who  were  acquainted  with 
the  actual  working  of  mines  declared  such 
a  regulation  to  be  utterly  impracticable* 
When  trade  was  bad  the  miner  seldom 
worked  more  than  two  or  three  days  id  the 
week  at  the  most;  and,  when  trade  was 
very  good,  such  were  the  habits  of  the 
miner,  that  he  would  not  consent  to  work 
a  longer  period,  or  at  the  utmost  not 
longer  than  four  days  in  the  week.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl's 
proposed  alteration  with  regard  to  appren- 
ticeship had  already  given  satisfaction  to 
those  with  whom  he  had  been  in  comma- 
nication.  In  the  county  (Staffordshire) 
which  he  had  so  long  represented,  the 
practice  of  apprenticing  had  become  al- 
most universal.  There  were  thousands  of 
young  persons  apprenticed  to  mining,  for 
the  reason  that  it  was  the  best  trade  the 
district  afforded,  and  the  parents  of  poor 
children  were  anxious  to  bring  them  up  to 
it.  Though  the  duration  of  the  appren- 
ticeship had  hitherto  been  too  long,  ap- 
prenticeship us  a  practice  was  certainly 
rather  p6pular  than  otherwise  in  the  dis- 
trict in  question.  For  these  reasons  he 
approved  of  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
noble  Earl,  which  would  terminate  at  the 
age  of  eighteen.  The  apprenticeship  com. 
menced  at  the  age  of  ten.  He  would 
suggest  to  the  noble  Earl,  whether  it  might 
not  be  well  to  subject  existing  apprentice- 
ships to  a  similar  limitation.  He  believed 
that  the  system  of  apprenticeship  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  the  thick  mines. 
Were  it  to  be  abolished  the  contract  system 
would  still  remain.  The  collier  would 
contract  with  the  parents  for  the  labour  of 
the  children,  with  this  difference,  as  com- 
pared with  the  apprenticeship  system,  that 
the  parents  would  then  set  all  the  benefit 
of  the  services  of  the  children,  instead  of 
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tiie  children  themselves.   Illegitimate  chil- 
ilfeo,  andorpfaaDS  too,  were  gainers  by  the 
syston  of  apprenticeship.     He  also  agreed 
10  whai  had  fellen  from  the  noble  Earl  on 
tJie  subject   of  a  system    of   inspection. 
There  would  be  found  to  be  no  opposition 
on  the  part  of  the  miners  were  a  commis- 
aioB  of  inspection  appointed.  He  also  quite 
agreed  with  the  proposed  alteration  with 
respect  to  the  age  of  the  persons  to  be 
enploved,   at   what  the  noble  Earl  had 
termea  the   winding  engine.     Upon  the 
whole,  he  believed  that  the  noble  Earl's 
alterations  in  the  bill  were  improvements^ 
and  he  had  to  thank  the  noble  Earl,  in  the 
name  of  the  delegates  with  whom  he  had 
communicated,  for  the  courtesy  with  which 
the  noUe  Earl  had  treated  them,  and  the 
good  sense  with  which  he  had  dealt  with 
their  proposals ;  at  the  same  time  they,  of 
otrarte,  thought  he  had  not  gone  all  the 
lengths  which  they  desired,  especially  with 
fe^ud  to   the  age  of  persons  to  be  em- 
ployed.   There  was  one  subject  which  he 
^Bund  to  urge  on  the  noble  Earl,  which 
be  conceived  to  be  quite  germane  to  the 
natter,  though  not  included  in  the  bill. 
He  alluded  to  the  almost  universal  practice 
of  paying  the  wages  of  the  men  at  public- 
booses  on  Saturday  night.    This  was  an 
almost  universal  system  in  ^  the  colliery 
districts.     The  result  of  the  practice  was, 
besides  the  demoralizing  habits  it  led  to, 
tbat  the  wife  could  only  get  a  limited  por- 
tion of  her  husband's  earnings.    Some  law 
to  put  an  end  to  this  practice  was  almost 
universally  demanded  in  the  Staffordshire 
district    The  excellent  diocesan  of  Lich- 
field saw  so  fully,  on  coming  to  the  see, 
tbe  evils  of  paying  colliers'  wages  on  a 
Saturday  night ;  that  he  had  exerted  him- 
Klf  strenuously  to  have  the  practice  put  a 
itop  to,  and  he  was  happy  to  say  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  met  with  considerable  suc- 
cess. Indeed,  so  man?  important  considera- 
tions were  involved  in  this  matter  that  he 
rsoommended  the  payment  of  wages  to  be 
made  otherwise  than  on  a  Saturday  night, 
not  only  to  persons  having  property  in 
mines,  but  to  all  of  their  Lordships  who 
bad  hbourers  to  pay  on  their  estates. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  objected  to  the  bill, 
because  he  objected  to  interferences  with 
tbe  market  of  labour,  or  attempting  to 
enforce  morality  by  act  of  Parliament,  ^s 
Iw  tbe  Chinmeysweepers'  Act,  which  had 
been  cited  as  a  precedent  for  this  descrip- 
tion of  legislation,  he  believed  from  the 
conversation  which  he  had  held  with  ya- 
rioQinoUe  Lords  on  the  subject^  that  if 


that  measure  were  now  to  come  before  their 
Lordships  it  would  be  thrown  out.  As 
for  the  employment  of  women  in  mines,  it 
was  an  old  practice  dying  away.  That 
appeared  from  the  report  of  the  commis- 
sioners. It  appeared  from  tbat  document 
that  this  practice  was  prevalent  principally 
in  the  Scotch  mines  and  collieries;  but 
there  was  the  evieence  of  a  clergyman,  the 
rev.  Mr.  Adamson,  who  said,  *'  I  am  led 
to  believe  that  a  wholesome  change  is 
taking  place."  If,  then,  the  feelings  of 
the  people  were  making  a  change  in  this 
practice,  was  it  not  uncalled  for — he 
had  almost  said  rash,  to  interfere  with  those 
feelings?  With  respect  to  the  alleged 
demoralization  arising  from  the  promis- 
cuous and  unrestrained  admixture  of  the 
sexes  in  the  mines,  were  the  mines  the 
only  places  where  this  took  place?  No 
such  thing;  they  had  it  in  evidence, 
that  the  cottages  in  some  of  the  agricul- 
tural districts  were  so  constituted  that 
the  whole  family,  young  and  old,  were 
huddled  together  in  the  same  room,  from 
which  considerable  demoralization  was  re- 
presented to  originate.  If,  therefore,  they 
were  to  legislate  to  prevent  demoralization 
in  mines,  they  ought  to  go  a  step  further, 
and  prevent  the  construction  of  cottages 
of  this  kind.  He  was  from  the  first  indis- 
posed to  consider  this  bill  to  be  necessary  ; 
but,  after  the  alterations  which  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  he 
thought  it  was  still  less  necessary.  What 
was  the  origin  of  the  bill  ?  A  great  feeling 
against  the  mode  of  conducting  the  labour 
in  mines  had  been  raised,  nobody  very 
well  knew  why,  and  then  the  bill  was 
founded  on  that  feeling.  But  feeling  was 
at  all  times  a  bad  ground  of  action,  even 
in  private  life,  much  more  to  legislate 
upon.  The  parties  promoting  the  bill 
ought  to  reflect,  that  in  their  endeavours 
to  do  good  it  was  possible  they  might  cause 
mischief;  for  if  it  passed  into  a  law,  great 
numbers  of  persons  must  be  thrown  out  of 
employment,  and  the  old  and  helpless,  who 
were  dependent  upon  them  for  support, 
would  be  left  destitute.  On  these  grounds, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  their 
Lordships  would  do  well  to  throw  out  the 
bill  for  the  present.  In  that  case,  people 
might  have  time  to  consider  the  subject ; 
a  bill  in  place  of  this  would  not  need  to 
be  hurried  through  either  House  of  Par- 
liament— this  had  been  carried  with  rail- 
road speed  through  the  other  House,  and 
above  all  reference  might  be  made  to  the 
commissioners,  and  their  opinions  taken  on 
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the  aeoeanry  prorisioos.  The  part  of  the 
bill  relating  to  the  preveotion  of  womea 
labouring  in  mines  was  not  to  come  ioto 
operation  till  March  next.  Why,  then, 
not  wait  till  next  Session,  and  pass  a  new 
bill,  which  could  be  done  by  March? 
[The  £arl  of  Devon :  The  provision,  so  far 
as  regards  females  not  now  employed  un« 
dergroundi  is  to  come  into  operation  imme- 
diately.] The  noble  Duke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Buccleuch)  had  the  other  evening 
presented  a  petition,  stating  that  in  one 
mine^^the  name  he  did  not  recollect — 
females  had  been  excluded,  and  with  bene- 
lit  to  the  owners.  Now,  when  this  was 
found  to  be  the  case  by  the  public,  the 
owners  generally,  it  was  probable,  would 
adopt  the  practice  of  excluding  females. 
The  change  ought  to  be  allowed  to  come 
on  of  itself,  or  perhaps,  it  would  best  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Poor-law  commis- 
sioners. Then  there  was  the  subject  of 
appreotioeshipe— a  very  great  point,  and 
requiring  great  consideration,  and  on  that 
ground,  in  his  opinion,  it  ought  to  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  bill. 

The  Earl  of  GaUomay  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  bad 
pledged  himself  and  the  Government  in 
his  pUcfd  in  Parliament  to  give  this  bill 
their  warm  and  cordial  support,  and  in  his 
opinion,  their  Liordships  ought  to  know 
under  what  circumstances,  and  under  the 
pressure  of  what  necessity  it  was,  that  the 
Miaisters  of  the  Crown  in  that  House 
found  that  they  were  not  able  to  redeem 
the  pledge  given  by  their  Colleague.  He 
thought  it  due  to  their  Lordshipe  that 
some  more  explicit  explanation  of  this 
should  be  given  than  had  yet  reached  them. 
With  respect  to  the  bill,  he  thought  that 
some  unwise  concessions  had  been  made  in 
the  other  House.  He  did  not  at  all  concur 
in  the  objection  that  the  evidence  waa  not 
satisiactory;  it  waa  collected  by  a  com« 
mission  regularly  appointed,  but  placed  in 
such  a  poaition  that  of  necessity  it  required 
to  have  some  latitude  allowed  it.  Of  what 
use  was  their  boasted  seal  for  education  if 
this  state  of  things  were  permitted,  if 
opportunity  was  not  to  be  afforded  to  the 
children  of  attending  the  schools,  or  if 
when  they  did  attend  them  they  were  so 
overwhelmed  wHh  fatigue  that  they  were 
unable  to  receive  benefit  from  their  iostruc- 
tioQ?  Was  it  fit,  too,  that  after  having 
been  taught  to  pray,  ''  Lead  us  not  into 
temptation,'^  thev  should  be  led  to  the  coal* 
pit  to  see  everything  that  was  subversive 
of  good  monb?  Ifo  einoei;el]f  boped^  for 


the  cause  of  religion,  for  the  happiness  of 
these  poor  creatures,  for  the  social  well- 
being  of  the  state,  for  the  character  of  this 
country,  and  for  the  hope  of  the  Divine 
blessing  ou  its  institutions,  thatthat  House 
would  not  be  over-scrupulous  in  attending 
to  those  who  attempted  to  thwart  this 
measure,  and  that  they  would  turn  their 
attention  to  this  crying  evil.  Let  it  not 
be  said  that  that  House  was  jealous  of  the 
rights  of  property,  but  that  it  waa  not 
equally  jealous  of  the  rights  of  poverty. 

The  Duke  of  milingion  thought  it 
proper  to  tell  their  Lordships  what  were 
his  opinions,  and  his  intentions  with  regard 
to  this  measure.  On  a  former  oocaaion 
the  question  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  had  been  whether  or  not  it  was 
prudent  to  make  further  inquiry  into  this 
subject  before  the  House  should  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  this  bill.  On  that 
occasion  he  had  stated  his  opinion  to  the 
House  with  respect  to  this  commtssioo. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Londonderry)  had  explained  to  the 
House  what  confidence  the  House  ought 
to  place  iu  the  names  of  the  com* 
missioners,  and  particularly  in  one  £|en- 
tleman,  a  member  of  the  commission. 
He  certainly  felt  a  very  great  respect  for 
that  gentleman,  as  well  as  for  the  peraaos 
acting  under  the  commission  of  the  Crown 
granted  under  the  great  seal.  But  he 
observed  that  this  inquiry  had  not  been 
carried  on  by  these  commissioners-^that 
these  commissioners  had,  in  fact,  them- 
selves, done  none  of  the  business  that 
the  inquiry  had  not  been  carried  on  by 
one,  two,  or  more  commissioners  having 
and  exercising  the  power  of  adminiatering 
an  oath,  but  had  been  carried  on  by  a 
number  of  sub-coiftmissioners!,  properly*  no 
doubt,  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  but  not  having  the  power  of 
examining  on  oath,  and  that  they  had 
made  their  inquiry  under  instructions 
very  properly  given  them  by  the  com- 
missioners, and  which  their  Lordshipe 
would  find  at  the  end  of  the  two  volumes 
which  contained  the  report.  Now,  he 
certainly  did  think  that  that  mode  of  |>ro« 
ceeding  was  not  exactly  in  conformity  with 
the  intentions  announced  in  the  commis- 
sion granted  by  her  Majesty,  and  that  the 
evidence  was  not  exactly  of  the  nature 
which  ought  to  carry  with  it  their  Lord- 
ships' full  confidence;  and,  therefute, 
when  a  bill  such  as  that  Whi^  had  beea 
brought  up  to  the  House  came  before 
their  Lordships,  it  might  be  expedieut  for 
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tbeir  Lordflhifis  to  make  further  inquirj, 
and  diat  they  should  know  a  little  more> 
and  aaoertaiD  some  points  arising  from 
these  folames  of  evidence  which  they  had 
before  them.  He  had  stated  his  opinion 
on  a  Auiner  occasion  to  the  House,  and 
had  said,  that  the  report  had  made  a  great 
imprBSsion  on  his  mind,  and  that  he  sin- 
cerely wished  to  he  able  to  vote  for  a  bill 
to  reinedy  the  evils  which  were  apparent  on 
the  face  of  that  report.  He  believed,  that 
the  opinioo  which  he  had  then  stated  to 
the  RoQse  was  pretty  nearly  the  unani- 
hhius  opinion  and  wish  of  their  Lordships. 
He  had  not  heard  anybody  except  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Radnor)  who  had  spoken,  and 
vho  olriected  to  the  bill  on  other  grounds 
altogether,  but  who  wished  to  get  rid  of 
the  &eta  stated  in  the  report  as  much  as 
aoy  of  them,  except  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Vane,  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) :  he 
had  not  beard  on  the  part  of  any  noble 
Lord  an  objection  to  some  legislation^  in 
<vdcr  to  remedy  the  evils  apparent  on  this 
evidence.  It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to 
dedars  exactly  what  he  should  vote  for. 

Hb  DoUe  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  had 
^  properly  undertaken  the  conduct  of 

tbiiliill  through  the  House,  and  in  bringing 

farwsrd  the  measure  that  evening  he  had 

BUted  to  their  Lordships  his  intention  of 

pntposing  certain  amendments  in  the  bill. 

^^a  the  bill  was  in  committee  he  should 

^isk  it  expedient  to  state  his  opinion  on 

f^  amendments ;  in  the  meantime  he 

isteaded  to  vote,  and  had  always  intended 

to  vote,  lor  the  second  reading  of  the  bill 

^for  the  principle  of  the  bill— for  a  mea- 

^ot9  to  remedy  the  evils  which  existed, 

*^  whidi  appeared  from  the  report    He 

^  not  think  it  necessary  to  do  more  at 

pi^Bisiit  than  to  state  what  his  opinion  was 

« the  evidence. 
Loid  Huikerton  said,  that  entire  credence 

^ht  nst  to  be  given  to  this  report    He 

^tt  authorixed  by  four  gentlemen  who 

<^u>e  up  firom   South   Staffordshire  last 

^*«k  as  a  deputation  Arom  the  ooa]«owners 

'^i   employing  1,000  workpeople,    to 

'^te  that  the  whole  of  the  statement  as 

to  the  employment  of  boys  in  pumping  on 

Sundays  was  entirely  without  foundation. 

^  QQSiUproprieiofa  of  Sooth  Staffordshire 

^^^  beiurd  of  the  commissioners  being  in 

^  district  till  they  heard  of  this  bill. 
The  Marquess  of  txmckmderry  regretted 

''^  what  had  passed  that  he  felt  himself 

^pelled  to  take  a  line  of  conduct  which 

^  vii  net  at  first  pirepared  to  take.    He 

Nentoed  that  the  uoUe  Lord  c^poeite 


had  withdrawn  his  motion  for  a  select 
committee  of  inquiry.  He  was  surprised 
at  that,  becHuse  the  noUe  Lord  had  said 
that  the  bill  now  before  the  House  was 
founded  on  evidence  on  the  table  which 
was  wisely  represented.  [Lord  Haikerm 
ion:  I  did  not  say  '< falsely."]  He 
thought  it  strange  that  the  noble  Lord 
was  now  disposed  to  legislate  on  improper 
evidence.  He  could  not  understand  why 
the  noble  Lord  had  withdrawn  his  motion. 
He  was  afraid  there  was  some  compromise^ 
coupling  it  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Devon).  The  bill 
might  be  applicable  to  particular  coal 
districts,  but  the  mines  and  collie* 
ries  of  the  north  of  England  did  not 
require  it.  The  coipmissioners  and  sub- 
commissioners  who  had  furnished  the 
report  on  which  they  were  about  to  legis* 
late  had  not  been,  according  to  the  infor- 
mation which  he  had  received,  at  all  com** 
potent  to  give  their  Lordships  correct  im- 
pressions: they  were  not  people  of  the 
calibre  to  do  it.  The  evidence  was  so  full 
of  mistakes  that  it  was  impossible  that 
thdr  Lordships  could  give  full  credit  to  it, 
and  he  therefore  thought  it  very  desirable 
that  his  noble  Friend  should  have  perae* 
vered  in  his  motion  for  a  committee  of 
inquiry.  He  had  statements  by  him  that 
some  of  the  sub-commissioners  were  wholly 
unfit  for  the  duty  cast  upon  tliem.  He 
was  informed  that  one  of  the  sub-commis- 
sioners, named  Franks,  bad  kept  two  hat* 
shops,  one  in  Regent-street,  and  the  other 
in  the  city,  and  had  failed,  and  that  he 
had  afterwards  been  imprisoned  for  a  libel 
on  the  clerk  of  the  Fishmongers*  Com« 
pany.  He  had  other  statements  respecting 
the  other  commissioners,  regarding  their 
unfitness  for  their  office,  and  he  could  not 
therefore  place  any  faith  in  their  report. 
Thev  had  got  up  the  evidence  by  under* 
band  means,  and  had  finished  it  with 
exhibiting  upon  their  Lordships'  Table  the 
moftt  disgusting  pictorial  illustrations  that 
ever  were  seen.  He  was  opposed  to  the 
employment  of  women  in  the  mines. 
Great  praise  had  been  given  to  Ireland 
on  that  account.  It  was  said  the  women 
were  never  employed  there;  but  there 
was  good  reason  for  that,  for  the  labour 
of  men  was  cheap  enough.  But  Irish 
women  might  be  seen  in  the  south  of  Ife« 
land  naked,  or  nearly  so,  digging  potatoes 
with  their  bare  feet ;  and  he  was  sure  his 
noble  FHend  would  admit  that  thitt  was 
harder  labour  than  working  in  the  oolIie« 
ries.     He  complained  that  thia  msMoro 
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had  been  passed  witli  such  haste  in  another 
place  that  time  had  not  been  afforded  to 
parties  interested  in  tlie  subject  to  consider 
Its  provisions.  He  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  person  at  Edinburgh^  in  which  the 
writer  stated  that  in  the  collieries  in  Mid- 
Lolhian  it  was  impossible  to  employ  horses 
for  bringing  up  the  coals  from  the  pits; 
that  women  were  generally  employed  in 
this  work,  that  they  brought  up  the  coal 
on  their  backs,  ascending  hy  laaders,  and 
that  they  preferred  this  mode  of  gaining  a 
livelihood^  because  by  this  work  they  could 
earn  higher  wages  than  by  other  employ- 
ment. The  writer  also  stated,  that  if  the 
women  were  debarred  from  gaining  a  live, 
lihood  by  this  means  they  would,  in  a 
majority  of  instances^  be  unable  to  obtain 
other  employment ;  and  he  added^  that  the 
collieries  at  present  vielded  little  profit, 
and  if  the  owners  had  to  employ  men  to 
do  the  work  which  was  now  performed  by 
women,  they  must  require  higher  prices 
for  the  coals,  and  he  believed  that  even- 
tually many  of  the  collieries  would  be  given 
up.  The  colliers,  his  informant  added, 
were  perfectly  aware  of  this,  and  they 
were,  therefore,  desirous  that  the  employ- 
ment of  women  should  continue ;  and  he 
stated,  also,  that  the  women  engaged  in 
this  labour  were  ready  to  declare  before  a 
justice  of  the  peace  that  they  did  not  object 
to  work  below  ground,  because  they  were 
unable  to  obtain  other  employment.  He 
believed  that  if  the  employment  of  female 
labour  was  entirely  interdicted,  the  result 
would  be  that  the  working  of  many  collie- 
ries would  be  abandoned,  and  not  only  the 
women,  but  the  men  who  were  now 
employed  in  them,  would  be  deprived  of 
the  means  of  subsistence.  On  receipt  of 
the  letter  to  which  he  had  lust  referred, 
he  wrote  to  Sir  G.  Clerk,  who  was  a  col- 
liery owner,  requesting  to  know  his  opinion 
on  the  subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
replied  :— 

**  My  principal  objection  to  the  provisions  of 
the  bill  is,  that  Lord  Ashley  does  not  allow 
sufficient  time  for  making  the  alterations  which 
will  be  necessary  in  the  collieries  if  women  are 
not  permitted  to  work  in  them.  Many  of  our 
small  collieries  with  which  I  am  acquainted 
will  be  altogether  abandoned,  as  the  profit 
derived  from  them  is  not  sufficient  to  bear  the 
expense  of  working  them  in  any  other  way 
than  that  now  pursued.  Id  the  larger  coU 
lieriesy  if  women  are  excluded,  there  must  be 
in  six  months  a  suspension  of  work,  for  it 
Will  be  impossible  to  change  the  present  sys- 
tem of  working  them  in  so  short  a  time.  The 
women,  by  being  excluded  from  working  in 


the  collieries,  will  be  deprived  of  obtaining  the 
means  of  subsistence.'* 

He  thought  these  documents  afforded 
satisfactory  ground  for  the  belief  that  the 
exclusion  of  female  labour  would  be  an 
injurious  measure.  He  considered  that 
the  condition  of  the  female  labourers  in 
Ireland  —  many  of  whom  worked  bare- 
footed,  and  nearly  in  a  state  of  nudity,  in 
the  potaloe-fields — ^was  much  worse  than 
that  of  the  women  employed  in  the  col- 
lieries. With  regard  to  the  age  at  which 
boys  should  be  employed  in  these  collieries, 
he  thought  they  were  as  fit  for  the  work 
at  the  age  of  eight  as  when  they  were 
ten.  If  they  refused  to  permit  boys  to  be 
employed  in  this  work  before  they  arrived 
at  the  age  of  ten  years,  how  were  the  col- 
liers to  bring  up  and  educate  their  chil- 
dren >  In  most  cases  the  parents  were  too 
poor  to  maintain  them,  and  utterly  unable 
to  procure  for  them  any  education ;  and, 
though  he  was  glad  an  alteration  had  been 
made,  to  permit  the  employment  of  boys 
above  ten  years  of  age,  instead  of  excluding 
all  who  were  under  fifteen,  he  thought  the 
great  body  of  the  colliers  were  desirous 
that  children  should  be  allowed  to  work 
when  eight  years  of  age,  and  he  hoped 
such  a  regulation  would  be  adopted.  He 
would  move  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months;  and  as  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  abandoned  his 
motion  hr  a  select  committee,  he  was  de- 
termined to  divide  the  House  on  the  ques- 
tion, although  not  more  than  half-a-dozen 
noble  Lords  might  vote  with  him.  He 
hoped  that  early  in  the  next  Session  a 
select  committee  would  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  this  subject ;  ana  he  had  no 
doubt  such  a  committee  would  obtain  in- 
formation which  would  enable  Parliament 
to  adopt  just  legislative  measures*  He 
thought,  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session, 
it  was  not  advisable  to  legislate  upon  the 
evidence  obtained  by  the  oommissioners, 
in  which  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington)  had  admitted  he  placed  no 
confidence,  and  of  which  he  had  expressed 
his  disapproval.  He  would,  therefore, 
move  the  postponement  of  the  second  read- 
ing to  this  day  six  months. 

Lord  WkamcUffe  said,  a  noble  Earl  who 
had  spoken  on  this  subject  had  inferred 
that  the  Members  of  the  Administration 
in  that  House  had  adopted  a  difierent 
course  with  regard  to  this  bill  to  that 
which  was  pursued  by  the  Members  of  the 
Government  in  another  place.  It  was  true 
iJiat  the  right  hoo«  Baronet  the  Secretary 
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of  SUte  for  the  Home  Department  had 
stated,  oo  the  iDtioduction  of  this  bill  in 
the  other  House,  that  the  Government 
was  aoxioos,   and  that  he  was  also  per- 
sonally desiroas,  that  some  alteration  should 
be  made  in  the  law  on  this  subject ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  he 
would  gire   his  support  to  the  bill,  and 
tint  the  Govemment  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure.     What  he  had  stated 
was,  that  the  Grovemment  would  be  passive 
with  respect   to  this  bill.     That  was,  he 
believed,  the  expression  he  had  used.   The 
Goremment  had  been  passive— they  had 
waited  to  see  what  amendments  Would  be 
proposed — but  he  believed  every  Member 
of  the  Government  intended  to  vote  for 
the  second  reading,  and  to  affirm  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill.     He  thought  that,  with 
r^ard  to  this  measure,  they  were  legislat- 
ing on  a  sudden  impulse,  and  he  allowed 
that  this  was  extremely  dangerous.     It 
might  be  right  that  the  attention  of  the 
L^slature  should   be    directed  to  this 
sobject ;  but  he  thought  they  should  give 
careful  and  mature  consideration  to  any 
measure  they  might  adopt  to  remedy  the 
'  grievances  complained  of.    It  was  acknow- 
ledged that  evils  existed,  and  that  means 
sboold  be  taken  for  their  removal ;  but  he 
was  anxious  that,    before    they  adopted 
legtsfaitive  measures,  they  should  give  due 
coDsideration  to  the  subject.    He  must 
ay,  with  all  deference,  that  he  thought 
tbe  House  of  Commons  had  not  done  its 
duty  with  regard  to  this  measure.    He 
ooD«dered  that  an  opportunity  ought  to 
have  been  afforded  to  the  owners  of  col-' 
lieries  and  mines,  who  had  an  extensive 
capital  embarked  in  those  undertakings, 
to  meet  the  complaints   and  statements 
vbich  have  been  advanced.     It  was,  he 
conceived,  the  duty  of  their  Lordships 
to  consider  whether  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  had  passed  the  bill  now  be- 
fore them,  had  not  onhr  remedied   the 
grievances  complained  of,  but  had  acted 
JQMly  towards  the  parties  who  were  in- 
terested in  this  description  of  property. 
He  would  admit  that  he  was  quite  pre- 
ptred  to  give  his  assent  to  this  bill,  when 
H  was  amended,  according  to  the  sugges- 
tions of  his  noble  Friend  ;  for  he  believed 
tbat  the  regulations  it  introduced  would 
operate  beneficially.    With  respect  to  the 
employment  of  females,  he  thought  it  had 
not  been  satisfactorily  proved  that  it  was 
>drt8able  to    prevent   women — ^up-grown 
wooien  be  meant — from  working  in  col- 
lieries.   If  the  women  employed  in  this 


branch  of  labour  were,  by  the  passing  of 
this  act,  thrown  out  of  work,  he  thought 
the  measure  would  not,  in  many  parts  of 
the  country  be  hailed  as  a  boon,  for  its 
effect  would  be  to  create  great  distress  in 
numerous  districts.  He  considered,  how- 
ever, that  a  very  praiseworthy  anxiety  had 
been  evinced  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of 
the  colliery  and  mining  labourers,  and  he 
would  give  the  bill  his  support.  He 
thought  that  if  they  had  adopted  the  regu- 
lations proposed  by  Lord  Ashley,  with  re- 
gard to  the  labour  of  boys,  they  would 
have  acted  with  great  injustice.  It  would, 
he  conceived,  have  been  most  improper  to 
interdict  the  employment  of  boys  until 
they  had  attained  the  age  of  fifteen  years ; 
and^  he  hailed  with  satisfaction  the  altera- 
tion which  had  been  made,  permitting 
boys  of  upwards  of  ten  years  of  age  to  la- 
bour. He  did  not  agree  with  that  provi- 
sion of  the  bill,  which  required  that  no 
person  under  twenty -one  years  of  age 
should  have  charge  of  the  engines.  He 
thought  this  an  unnecessary  regulation  | 
for  he  believed  that  frequently  persons  of 
eighteen  years  of  age  were  as  competent-^ 
if  not  more  so — to  manage  the  engines,  as 
persons  of  twenty-one.  He  must  repeat, 
that  it  appeared  to  him — speaking  wiUi  all 
respect — that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
proceeded  in  too  hurried  a  manner  with 
regard  to  this  bill,  and  that  they  had  not 
afforded  time  for  due  inquiry.  He  thought 
they  had  not  given  an  opportunity  to  the 
parties  interested  in  this  species  of  pro- 
perty, of  answering  or  explaining  the  state- 
ments which  had  been  made.  It  had  been 
said  on  a  former  occasion,  "  Thank  God, 
there  is  a  House  of  Lords."  He  said  so 
now,  and  he  trusted  that  justice  would  be 
done  to  all  parties. 

The  Bishop  of  G/ottce5/er  would  not  have 
risen,  if  a  noble  Earl  on  the  other  side  (the 
Earl  of  Radnor)  had  not  advanced  the 
monstrous  proposition,  that  it  was  not  the 
duty  of  the  Legislature  to  enforce  moral 
duties,  which,  he  said,  should  be  left  to  the 
religious  pastor.  Now,  he  apprehended 
that,  as  Christian  legislators,  it  was  the 
roost  important  of  their  duties  to  enforce 
morality  by  legislation,  as  far  as  legisla- 
tion could  with  propriety  be  carried  to 
prevent  crime  and  immorality.  The  chief 
object  of  legislation  was  not  so  much  to 
punish  crimes  as  to  prevent  them ;  and 
nothing  they  could  ao  for  this  purpose 
could  be  more  efficacious  than  to  provide 
for  the  people  that  moral  and  religious 
education  by  which  they  best  could  letter 
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their  oondition.  He  knew  not  how  this 
education  was  to  be  giren  to  the  people  if 
children  were  to  be  employed  in  such  oc- 
cupations from  the  age  of  eight  years  up- 
wards ;  but>  however^  he  did  not  wish  to 
do  more  than  protest  against  the  doctrine 
which  (he  noble  Earl  had  propDunded  ap- 
parently with  so  much  confidence  in  his 
own  judgment.  Some  allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  term  "  humanity  mania/' 
wliich  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Londonderry)  had  applied  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the*  measure;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  had  been  also  pleased  to  attri- 
bute to  them  "  hypocritical  humanity." 
He  trusted  the  noble  Marquess  would,  on 
consideration,  withdraw  that  term,  for  he 
firmly  believed  that  higher  and  purer  con- 
siderations nerer  actuated  any  public  man 
than  those  which  influenced  the  noble  Lord 
who  inti^uced  the  measure,  and  those 
who  iti  either  House  of  Parliament  sup- 
ported iti 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  had  not 
intended  to  allude  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
introduoed  ft  at  all.  His  temarks  applied 
to  those  who  had  misled  him. 

The  t)uke  of  Bnccieuck  wished  to  ssy  a 
fBW  words  on  this  subject.  He  never  had 
tromen  employed  iu  the  mines  on  his  pro^ 
pertv.  He  had  great  difficulty  in  over- 
coming the  prqudioes  of  the  wives  and 
daughters  of  the  men ;  but  they  had  all 
now  united  in  the  testimony  that  it  wns 
best  to  keep  women  out  of  ihote  Works. 
To  Mr.  Wardlaw  Ramsay  the  credit  wss 
due  of  preventing  women  from  working  in 
mines  ih  his  part  of  the  country.  The 
noble  Marquess  was  quite  right  in  say- 
ing that  iome  of  those  engaged  ih  these 
occupations  in  Mid- Lothian  were  opposed  to 
this  bill.  He  had  presented  a  petition, 
oigiied  by  nsen  and  wOlnen,  paying  that 
at  all  events  the  women  who  were  willing 
should  be  suffered  to  eontinue  Ht  this  em. 
pleyment.  They»  however,  agreed  in  the 
opinion  that  for  the  future  no  women 
should  be  employed.  He  was  certain  that 
most  (he  did  not  say  all)  those  pits  could 
be  worked  without  the  use  of  i^omeo.  He 
knew  it  was  objected  that  those  women 
nuSt  be  thrown  upon  the  parish.  All  he 
ODuld  say  was,  that  in  his  neighbourhood 
two  considerable  ooal  mines  had  put  an  end 
to  this  practice,  and  others  were  proceed- 
ing to  do  SO9  without  any  such  result. 
Although  the  bill  had  been  mtich  altered 
Slice  it  came  up  from  the  Commons,  he 
tmsted  that  all  the  abtises  sought  to  be 
remedied  by  the  original  bill  would  be  duly 


considered,  and  that  whichever  of  them 
were  proved  would  be  remedied. 

The  Earl  of  MouikicajheU  defbnded  the 
report  made  by  the  commissioners,  as  he 
believed  no  Oovernment  wotild  appoint 
men  to  engage  In  such  an  inquiry  unless 
every  confidence  was  to  be  plslced  in  their 
credibility.  He  was  decidedly  opposed  to 
the  employmeht  of  women  underground, 
as  also  children  of  such  tender  years  as 
were  now  engaged.  He  was  tiot  nware 
that  in  districts  where  no  mines  existed 
children  of  eight  years  of  age  were  re- 
quired to  maintain  themselves ;  the?  were 
red  by  their  parents,  and  why  should  (here 
be  any  difference  made  betwiton  difii&rent 
classes  of  labourers?  He  believed  the 
work  in  mines  to  be  very  unwholesome, 
and  he  thought  that  no  child  under  twelve 
years  of  age  ought  to  be  employed  at  it. 

The  House  was  cleared  for  a  division, 
but  no  noble  LoHi  having  seconded  the 
motion  nf  the  noble  MafqUess  (the  Mar- 
quess  of  Londonderry)  no  division  took 
place,  and  the  bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned. 


■  1  »*i»<»»<<##<»» 


tlOUSfi   OF   COMMONS, 
thuriday,  July  14,  1842. 

IfiavTSB.]  BtLkJ.  Adttp.^!*-  BMUMirMltimBTrlilt 
Court  of  B3Mbt(|Uct  <Eiiglaiid)  i  Commoii  Law  CbuiH 
(IreUnd). 

i*-  St  AiBph  wad  BtfaSDr  Cathedhda. 
ItqMfiitft'^^Tcltiisany  Pm>ntwiitii%. 
8*    and   paaed :~  EodMintical  /uiiadkdoni   CheUa 
Hoipitel;    MiliUi    Ballots  i    MUitary    Savingi   BaiOus 
Sudbilry  DitftSnbhlaement}  Wlibtees  Indemnity. 

Pferrrtoira  PnmniTSD.  By  Sir  B.  Knitaiibiia.  ftnm 
^  Shflppy  Unkm.  againat  the  Poor-law  AmendnMBt  Bill.-^ 
By  Mr.  terrand.  ftom  Neath,  for  Abolition  o^the  Truck 
SyrtMi.— By  Mr.  Ptteeh,  from  the  Grand  ittry  «t  Roi. 
eommoiii  ftv  oontrolling  the  Bx(lenditute  te  the  Shannon 
Navigation.--Frain  the  Diieetorc  of  the  Dublin  HapltaW 
mmpbUnitig  of  the  Municipal  torporationl  Act,  and 
praying  for  RelieC^^From  Joafeph  Count  tte  Ookjewiki,  to 
hi  Rcplaotd  en  Ihfe  Polwh  Panibo  Iilit 

,  Admission  toPublic  Ikstitutions.] 
Mr.  Hume  rose  to  call  ihe  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  report  of  the  select  committee 
of  June,  1841,  on  National  MoouroentS, 
and  to  demonstrate  the  propri<!ty  of  the 
recommendation  contained  in  that  report 
being  fully  carried  out.  This  was  not  a 
party  question.  The  objeet  which  he  had 
in  view  was  one  to  whichi  he  Conceived, 
no  party  in  that  House  could  possibly  hafe 
any  objection.  It  had  loilg  been  made  a 
charge  against  the  people  of  this  countryi 
that  they  could  not  be  admitted  td  visit 
Public  institutions,  where  there  were  col- 
lections of  psintings,  staiues.  and  other 
works  of  art,  without  endAngering  the 
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MfiBtyofthoieprebieutdepoiits;  and  they 
were,  on  thai  point  considered  to  be  infe- 
rior to  the  French  and  other  nations  of 
the  cootinent.    NoW|  he  aras  one  of  those 
who  had,  for  a  very  long  time,  studied  the 
character  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people, 
end  he  obeerved,  nniformly,  that  wtiere 
they  were  kept  at  a  distance — where  little 
confidence  was  placed  in  them— no  matter 
whcUier  it  waa  in  affairs  of  mere  amuse* 
Bieiit»  or  in  matters  that  were  of  import- 
ance to  aociety  in  general — he  had  uni- 
formly obaerfed,  that  this  suspicious  dis- 
troat  of  the  people  led  to  those  tery  con- 
eequeticea    that    were    deprecated,    and 
whieh  a  more  kind  and  generous  expres- 
aion  of  feeling  towards  them  would  assu- 
redly prcTcnt.    Until  within  a  very  short 
period    all   our    valuable  collections  of 
paintings    and    work    of  art    were^    iil 
eonaeqnence  of  this  jealous  and  distrustful 
feeling,  shut  up  from  the  great  body  of 
the  people.    They  were  prevented  from 
examining  those  objects  of  curiosily  and 
inatracti<m  to  which,  iii  other  parts  of  the 
worlds  individuals  of  their  owti  class  were 
allowed  east  access.    Some  of  those  places 
were  indeed  open ;  but  they  could  not  be 
entered  eieept  at  such  an  expense  as  con- 
iaed  their  lospeotion  to  persons  in  the 
middle  and  higher  classes  of  society*    A 
better  state  of  things  had,  however^  grown 
op  of  late  years ;  and  the  experitnent  had 
sboWBi  ao  far  as  it  had  been  tried,  that  the 
English  populace  might  be  permitted  io 
enjoy  the  treasures  of  art  collected  In  dif<- 
ferent  parts  of  this  metropolis  without  those 
treaaares  receiving  the  smallest  injury.  In 
JuDCt  1841,  he  moved  for  and  obtained  a 
oooinittee  on  this  subject.    That  commit- 
tee had  effected  much   good;   but  they 
were   not  able^  in   consequence  of   the 
shortness  of  the  Session,  to  do  that  justice 
to    the   question  whieh    they  otherwise 
would  have  done.     He  was  anxious,  how- 
ever^  to  place  before  the  House  the  result 
of  the  labours  of  that  committee^  in  order 
to  ahoW|  on  the  part  of  ihe  working  oom- 
raonityy  how  far  the  benefits  expected  to 
be  derived  from  their  recommendations 
had  been  realitedi  and  how  far  it  would 
he  proper  and  beneficial  to  carry  out  the 
pinciple  which,  in  consequence  of  the 
report  of  the  committee,  had  been  first 
acted  on*    It  was  important  to  the  working 
claaaea  that  that  principle  should  be  fully 
carried  out.    Very  many  of  these  indivi- 
doaia  had  had  no  opportunity  to  cultivate 
the  arts  o    reading  and  writing.     It  was 


not  in  their  power  to  study  at  heme  during^ 
the  few  hours'  respite  which  they  had 
from  labour.  They  wefe  obliged  to  devote 
almost  all  their  hours  to  providing  fbr  the 
wants  of  their  families.  They  were  lite- 
rally excluded,  in  many  instances,  from 
any  opportunity  of  education.  It,  there- 
fore, appeared  to  him,  that  the  opening 
the  doors  of  these  public  institutions  to 
the  working  classes  in  the  metropolis  did 
in  itself  actually  affbrd  a  species  of  edu- 
cation. The  inspection  of  these  works  of 
art  gave  rise  to  habits  of  thinking  in  minds 
that  had  never  thought  befoi'e,  and  thus, 
in  the  very  outset,  a  great  good  was  attain- 
ed. He  believed  that  the  character  of  the 
Working  classes  in  general  was  in  a  great 
degree  influenbed  by  the  character  and 
conduct  of  the  higher  classes ;  and  if  the 
higher  classes  treated  those  whdm  Provi- 
dence had  placed  below  them  with  cotd- 
fiess,  indifference,  or  harshness — if  they 
kept  them  at  a  distance,  like  beings  of  a 
different  species,  it  was  not  difficult  to  See 
that  such  conduct  must  lead  to  unpleasant 
consequences,  'this  had  been  too  much 
the  case  in  this  country;  and  he  believed 
the  result  of  the  system  had  been  to  place 
the  population  of  this  country  in  a  worse 
moral  position  than  their  continental 
neighbours.  The  brutality  and  rudeness 
which  they  every  day  saw  exhibited  could 
not  but  be  extrenieiy  painful  to  those  whb 
witnessed  it.  He  would  remove  this  by 
directing  the  minds  of  the  people  to  amuse- 
ments that  were  not  only  harmless  but 
instructive.  Ignorance  led  to  Crime,  and 
in  that  respect  it  was  lamentable  to  observe  « 
how  degradingly  this  country  was  situated, 
as  compared  with  any  other  nation  in  the 
world.  On  ihe  committee  of  1841  they 
had  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottiughamshira,  and 
five  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  were  tio# 
Members  of  that  House^  meti  who  advd* 
caied  different  classes  of  political  opinion; 
atid  he  was  free  to  say  that  throughout 
all  their  proceedings,  and  up  to  the  cloae 
of  the  labours  of  that  comn^itiee,  th^y 
had  only  one  dissention,  and  that  was  with 
respect  to  the  insertion  of  three  words,  whe- 
ther the  British  Museum  and  other  Public 
Institutions  should  be  *'  open  on  Sundays.** 
Those  who  opposed  the  proposition  were 
afraid  that,  if  these  places  were  open 
when  divine  servife  was  being  solemnised 
in  the  afternoon,  the  multitude  would  go 
10  view  objects  of  art  and  science  instead 
of  attending  public  worship.     The  aUswer 
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to  this  was,  that  in  every  class  of  society  a 
time  for  amusement  and  recreation  must 
be  set  apart.  Now,  the  time  when  it  was 
proposed  to  open  these  Public  Institutions, 
00  the  Sunday,  was  the  only  one  of  which 
the  poor  man  could  avail  himself,  and  he 
believed,  that  for  the  want  of  a  better 
mode  of  employing  and  amusing  them- 
selves on  that  day,  the  working  classes 
had  recourse  to  public«houses.  Was  it 
not  better,  he  would  ask,  that  instead  of 
besotting  themselves  in  public-houses,  the 
National  Gallery,  British  Museum,  and 
other  places  of  a  similar  character,  should 
be  opened  on  the  Sunday  afternoon, 
where  the  working  classes  might  amuse  as 
well  as  instruct  themselves  P  If  this  plan 
were  adopted,  he  thought  that  the  work- 
ing man,  with  his  wife  and  family,  would 
partake  of  this  innocent  enjoyment,  in- 
stead of,  as  was  now  too  often  the  case, 
the  husband  proceeding  alone  to  the 
public- house,  where  he  wasted  his  money, 
wasted  his  time,  destroyed  his  constitu- 
tion, and  demoralised  his  character.  These 
were  the  arguments  in  favour  of  opening 
public  institutions  on  the  Sunday  after- 
noon. He  thought  they  carried  great 
weight  with  them*  In  his  mind  they  were 
conclusive.  Such  was  the  practice  abroad. 
If  he  went  to  Belgium  or  to  Holland  (and 
no  place  was  more  religious  than  Hol- 
land), he  found  that,  after  the  hours  of 
divine  service,  the  husband,  wife,  and  such 
members  of  the  family  as  were  able  to  go 
abroad  proceeded  to  the  country;  or  if 
the  weather  was  not  fine,  or  they  preferred 
it,  visited  the  museums  and  public  institu- 
'  tions,  where  they  examined  and  admired 
the  splendid  collections  of  works  of  art  or 
of  mechanical  ingenuity.  But  what  was 
the  case  in  this  country  ?  Let  any  Grentle- 
man  ride  round  the  environs  of  London  on 
a  Sunday  evening,  and  in  every  quarter 
he  would  see  flags  displayed  fiom  public- 
bouses,  apprising  the  artisan  where  he 
might  procure  beer  and  spirituous  liquors. 
He  did  not  wish  to  shut  those  houses  up; 
but  certainly  he  would  not  encourage 
them  by  preventing  the  people  from  having 
recourse  to  a  more  salutary  and  harmless 
enjoyment — that  of  inspecting  works  of 
genius.  The  whole  evidence  before  the 
committee  of  1841  satisfied  his  mind  of 
the  utility  of  acting  on  this  principle.  It 
proved  to  him,  that  if  the  recommendation 
of  the  committee  were  carried  out  to  its 
full  extent,  it  would  improve  the  morals 
and  add  greatly  to  the  happiness  of  the 


industrious,  honest,  hardworking  classes. 
Great  benefits  had  accrued  from  opening 
the  public  parks.  Let  any  hon.  Member 
visit  the  Regent's-park  next  Sunday,  and 
he  would  behold  a  most  gratifying  scene. 
He  would  see  the  whole  of  that  extensive 
area  crowded  with  families — men,  women, 
and  children,  happily  enjoying  themselves. 
Undoubtedly  their  constitutions  were  re- 
novated, their  health  was  improved,  in  that 
pure  atmosphere ;  whereas,  if  they  had 
not  such  a  place  to  proceed  to,  if  they 
were  compelled  to  remain  in  their  murky 
and  unwholesome  districts,  their  health 
would  be  deteriorated  and  their  constitu- 
tions impaired.  He  rejoiced  that  so  much 
had  been  done,  but  he  was  anxious  that 
still  more  should  be  done ;  and  when  the 
weather  did  not  allow  the  toil-worn  artisan 
to  rove  through  the  fields,  he  would  open 
to  him  the  various  public  institutions,  and 
permit  him  to  enjoy  the  different  objects 
of  art  that  were  there  assembled.  This 
would  do  more  to  sober  the  minds,  and 
improve  the  morals  of  those  too  much 
neglected  classes,  than  all  the  rigour  and 
all  the  severity  with  which  the  more  strict 
religionists  would  visit  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  compelling  them  to  act  as  they 
did.  In  respect  to  promenade  accommo- 
dations for  the  inhabitants,  the  eastern 
parts  of  the  metropolis  had  been  much 
neglected.  Much  good,  however,  would 
be  effected  by  the  formation  of  Victoria 
Park  ;  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  arti- 
sans living  in  murky  and  unwholesome 
dwellings  in  the  east  of  London  would  be 
enabled  to  enjoy  that  air  and  exercise 
which  those  who  resided  in  the  western 
part  of  the  town  could  at  present  boast  of. 
A  petition  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  signed  by  almost  all  the  inhabitants 
of  Bermondsey  and  its  vicinity,  praying 
that  a  similar  park  should  be  formed  in 
that  neighbourhood.  There  was  a  piece 
of  ground  centrally  situated  with  reference 
to  St.  George*s-Helds,  Bermondsey,  and 
Lambeth,  which  could  be  procured  by 
Government  on  easy  terms,  and  might  be 
appropriated  to  that  beneficial  object.  He 
did  not  want  the  expenditure  of  money, 
as  his  object  would  be  by  an  exchange  of 
Crown  property  in  one  place  to  procure 
appropriate  sites  in  another.  With  re- 
spect to  the  improvement  which  took 
place  amongst  the  people,  by  opening  up 
to  them  the  means  of  innocent  and  whole- 
some recreation,  he  had  the  testimony  of 
Colonel  Rowan,  who  stated,  that  since  the 
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facilities  of  this  sort  were  increased  one 
policeman  was  now  found  sufficient  where 
tea  bad  been  required  before;  that  at 
Greenwich  fair,  after  which,  formerly,  the 
prisons  were  full  of  offenders,  there  were 
DOW  no  riots  whatsoever.  This,  in  the 
Colonel's  opinion,  was  owing  to  the  facili- 
ties for  recreation  which  had  been  afForded, 
and  he  recommended  that  further  means 
should  be  adopted  for  forwarding  the  same 
object*  When,  on  a  former  occasion,  it 
was  urged  that  the  Museum  should  be 
opened  during  the  holidays,  the  answer 
was,  that  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 
woald  be  attended  with  considerable  hurt; 
oow  that  the  trial  had  been  made  the  re- 
•olt  was  highly  gratifying.  In  the  report 
of  1835  and  1836,  Sir  Henry  Ellis  said, 
there  would  be  great  danger  in  opening 
the  establishment  during  the  holidays, 
tad  that  the  collection  could  not  be  kept 
lafe  from  the  crowds  which  were  likely  to 
attend.  From  the  evidence  of  the  same 
Gentleman  it  now  appeared,  that  from 
16,000  to  32,000  visited  the  Museum  in 
the  course  of  one  day,  and  during  the 
fonr  years  that  it  had  been  open  to 
loch  numerous  assemblages,  not  one  in- 
itance  occurred  in  which  the  aid  of  the 
poliee  was  required,  though  the  changes 
which  were  taking  place  during  the  time 
offered  great  temptation.  He  had  it 
^rom  the  Secretary,  that  up  to  the  2tid  of 
h\j  the  institution  bad  been  visited  by 
332,778  persons.  Amongst  the  com- 
plaints at  present  made,  one  related  to 
tbe  exclusion  of  children  under  eight  years 
of  age,  even  though  under  the  care  of  their 
goardians.     These  children  had  to  be  left 

• 

in  tome  neighbouring  shop  with  one  of  the 
parents,  whilst  the  other  visited  the  coU 
tect'on,  and  then  the  person  who  had 
charge  of  the  child  took  his  or  her  turn. 
Children  were  now  admitted  to  Hampton- 
pslace.  Before  that  injury  used  to  be 
tostaioed,  but  since  then  not  sixpence 
worth  of  damage  had  been  done.  That 
*^  a  fact  well  worthy  of  consideration. 
He  was  anxious  that  children  should  be 
Emitted  to  the  British  Museum  and  to 
(he  National  Gallery,  as  well  as  to  Hamp- 
ton Court,  and  if  it  was  understood  that 
their  parents  were  to  hold  them  by  the 
I^Dd  no  injury  could  be  done.  A  great 
inconvenience 'also  arose  from  making 
Parties  write  their  names  upon  entrance, 
u  it  occasioned  a  crowd  in  the  passage. 
It  was  a  useless  practice,  and  according 
to  the  testimony  of  the  porters  and  the 
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best  informed  officers,  no  benefit  resulted 
from  it.  He  thought  it  right  too,  that  the 
King's  library  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  public.  As  to  the  objection  that  the 
admission  of  a  great  number  of  people 
would  raise  too  great  a  dust,  it  would  be 
easily  obviated  by  adopting  the  same  pre- 
cautions which  had  been  taken  with  re- 
spect to  that  House.  At  present  the 
Museum  was  opened  only  for  four  days  in 
the  week.  He  imagined  that  the  public 
might  now  with  great  ease  and  safety  be 
allowed  the  accommodation  of  an  addi- 
tional day.  Ingress  was  now  afforded  to  the 
public  up  to  six  or  seven  o'clock ;  but  the 
number  seeking  entrance  after  five  o'clock 
was  very  inconsiderable.  By  gaining  the 
two  hours  the  labour  of  the  persons  em* 
ployed  would  not  be  increased,  and  two 
hours  additional  might  be  afforded  to 
students.  He  visited  the  Museum  on 
last  Easter  Monday,  when  he  found  that 
from  15,000  to  16,000  passed  through 
with  the  greatest  regularity— indeed,  he 
might  almost  say  with  the  discipline  of 
soldiers.  Thence  he  went  to  the  National 
Gallery,  where  he  found  13,000  persons 
had  passed  through  with  the  same  order 
as  at  the  Museum,  and  departed  with 
equal  readiness  when  the  proper  hour  ar- 
rived. In  the  year  1840  there  passed 
through  the  gallery  503,011;  in  1841, 
538,355;  and  on  the  7th  of  July  of  the 
present  year,  the  numbers  given  by  the 
Secretary  were  370,105.  This  would 
sufficiently  testify  the  desire  of  the  people 
to  indulge  in  those  habits  which,  whilst 
they  gratified,  at  the  same  time  improved 
the  public  taste.  Whilst  the  admission  of 
visitors  to  the  Tower  was  as  high  as  2s., 
the  sum  acquired  from  visitors  was  very 
small,  and  the  visitors  themselves  very'  li- 
mited. For  the  last  year  at  that  price  the 
number  of  visitors  was  8,000,  exclusive  of 
2,000  admitted  on  orders.  When  the 
amount  was  reduced  to  Is.  in  1838,  the 
number  of  visitors  was  40,000 ;  the  next 
year,  when  the  admission  was  reduced  to  6d, 
there  were  84,000  visitors ;  the  next  year 
94,000,  and  the  year  following,  103,000. 
At  2s.  the  amount  raised  for  entrance  was 
but  800/.  in  the  year,  whilst  at  6d.  it  was 
2,570/.  Of  the  sum  thus  acquired,  the 
Master-general  of  the  Ordnance  had  been 
enabled  to  appropriate  1,059/.  to  the  pur- 
chase of  ancient  armour.  There  was  one 
improvement  which  he  would  suggest  as 
respected  those  who  visited  the  Tower, 
namelv.  that  they  should  not  be  hurried 
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through  a  hasty  inspection,  but  be  allowed 
the  privilege  which  they  had  at  the 
Museum.  As  another  example  of  the 
good  effects  of  reducing  prices,  he  would 
mention  that  when  2s.  was  charged  for 
admission  to  see  the  jewels  in  the  Tower, 
DO  more  than  6»000  or  7,000  persons 
visited  the  jewel-oflice,  but  after  the 
charge  was  lowered  to  6(/.  upwards  of 
20,000  did  so.  It  was  quite  delightful  to 
see  the  eagerness  of  tiie  public  to  visit 
Hampton  Court  Palace.  He  understood 
it  was  now  common  among  the  working 
classes  for  a  party  to  hire  a  waggon  to  go 
there,  which  they  could  do  for  Is.  a  head, 
and  frequently  twenty  or  thirty  waggons 
would  arrive  from  London  in  a  day,  the  in- 
mates of  which,  after  having  enjoyed  them- 
selves in  the  palace  and  park,  returned  to 
their  homes  in  the  evening.  He  was  happy 
to  acknowledge  the  gratitude  he  felt  for 
the  handsome  conduct  of  Sir  R.  Stopford, 
Governor  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  in  open- 
ing the  chapel  and  hall  to  the  public  on 
two  days  of  the  week,  free  of  charge,  from 
ten  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  four  o'clock 
in  winter,  and  six  o'clock  in  summer — an 
act  which  reflected  the  highest  credit  on 
the  gallant  admiral.  Sailors,  who  had 
been  formerly  obliged  to  pay,  were  now 
also  freely  permitted  to  see  the  records  of 
our  naval  glory  which  that  institution  con- 
tained. There  was  much  still  to  be  done 
to  facilitate  the  access  of  the  public  to 
cathedrals.  The  committee  had  pro- 
posed that  St.  Paul's  should  be  opened 
to  the  public  for  two  hours  every  day,  not 
during  divine  service.  It  was  well  known 
that  now,  during  the  hours  of  service, 
crowds  of  persons  entered,  because  they 
were  not  admitted  at  any  other  time  with- 
out paying,  but  whose  entrance  now  was 
productive  of  little  other  result  than  to 
disturb  divine  worship.  Mr.  Britton,  Mr. 
Cunningham,  and  other  men  eminent  in 
art,  had  borne  ample  testimony  to  the 
strong  desire  which  the  public  felt  to  view 
works  of  art,  and  to  the  entire  absence  of 
any  disposition  to  do  injury  to  them,  and 
stated  that  they  might  be  admitted  freely 
to  Westminster  Abbey  and  other  similar 
buildings  without  the  least  danger.  He 
had  written  a  letter  to  the  dean  and  chap, 
ter  of  every  cathedral  in  the  kingdom,  so- 
liciting that  Ue^  access  might  be  granted 
to  visitors,  and  in  consequence  arrange- 
ments had  been  made  in  the  cases  of 
Norwich,  Durhain,  and  Bath  and  Wells, 
lor  the  admission  of  the  public  at  certain 


times.  He  hoped  that  tbey  would  have 
the  assistance  of  the  right  bon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  towards  open- 
ing Public  Institutions  of  all  kinds.  As  an 
instance  of  the  success  of  an  experiment 
of  this  kind,  he  might  mention  Newcastle, 
the  museum  of  which  place  «was  visited  by 
vast  numbers  of  persons  from  the  country 
resorting  to  the  town  on  market  days,  and 
at  other  times,  with  the  best  effects.  The 
Dulwich  Gallery,  near  the  metropolis, 
contained  a  collection  of  pictures  which 
had  been  left  expressly  for  the  use  of  the 
public,  but  he  regretted  that  be  had  been 
unable  to  induce  the  warden  to  meet  the 
public  convenience  by  opening  the  gal- 
lery; the  vexatious  regulation  of  requiring 
tickets  was  still  kept  up,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  the  poor,  as  well  as  many 
persons  of  the  middle  class  who  had  no 
time  or  opportunity  to  procure  tickets, 
were  excluded  from  seeing  the  gallery. 
He  wished  he  could  say  anything  in  favour 
of  the  Royal  Academy;  but  he  found 
them,  who  ought  to  be  the  patrons  of  art 
and  taste,  more  inexorable  than  any 
others.  A  sum  of  50,000/.  had  been  ex. 
pended  by  the  public  to  provide  them 
accommodation,  and  surely  the  public  had 
a  right  to  derive  some  advantage  from  that 
expenditure.  He  wished  them  to  permit 
the  exhibition  to  remain  open  gratis  for  a 
week  or  a  fortnight  after  those  who  paid 
had  seen  it,  or  to  be  gratuitously  open  for 
one  day  in  the  week  during  the  time  the 
exhibition  lasted.  He  believed  them  to 
be  the  only  body  in  Europe  who  did  no- 
thing towards  the  promotion  of  those  ob- 
jects for  which  it  was  established.  He 
saw  no  other  course  that  could  be  adopted 
on  the  present  occasion  than  to  address 
her  Majesty,  praying  for  her  assistance  for 
the  attainment  of  the  objects  he  had  indi- 
cated, and  he  was  sure,  from  the  readiness 
with  which  she  had  consented  to  the 
prayer  forwarded  to  her  soon  after  her 
accession  relative  to  the  royal  palaces, 
that  she  would  not  refuse  her  aid  on  the 
present  occasion  in  the  work  of  humaniz- 
mg  the  minds  of  her  people,  and  dissemi- 
nating taste.  He  was  perfectly  willing, 
however,  to  adopt  any  other  course  that 
might  be  thought  preferable ;  to  carry  his 
object  was  what  he  wished.  The  boo. 
Member  concluded  by  moving, 

''That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty,  praying  that  she  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  give  directions  to  the 
trustees  of  the  British  Museum  an4  9f  the  N|k- 
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tioaal  Gallery,  to  the  aQthoritles  hannff  charge 
of  the  annouries  and  jewels  in  the  1  ower  of 
London,  and  to  all  other  persons  having  the 
maoagenieDt  or  direction  or  public  edifices  and 
cathedrals,  for  the  adoption  of  those  facilities 
and  improTements  recommended  in  the  report 
of  the  select  committee  on  public  roonu* 
aieots." 

Mr.  Ewcart  seconded  the  motion,  and 
recomineiided  that  a  commission  should 
he  inatitated  for  the  iDspection  and  pre- 
MnratioD  of  all  the  national  monuments 
aad  works  of  art. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con* 
tarred  most  cordially  in  the  sentiments 
eipretsed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
nose,  as  to  the  importance  of  throwing^ 
open  to  the  public,  as  far  as  possible,  all 
those  exhibitions  and  works  of  art  which 
leaded  to  elevate  their  ideas  to  higher  ob- 
jeeis  than  those  by  which  they  were  im- 
mediately aarrounded,  and  by  improving 
their  taste,  contributed  so  essentially  to 
humanize  and  ele?ate  their  character.  I'he 
only  point  in  which  he  differed  from  the 
boa.  Gentleman  was  a  technical  one, — as 
to  the  mode  in  which  the  common  object 
night  beat  be  attained.    He  agreed  that 
iKUhing  could  be  more  advantageous  to 
the  pablic  io  the  largest  sense,  than  the 
opening  of  the  p^cks  in  the  neighbourhood 
oif  London.     It  was  beneficial  not  only  to 
the  lower  classes,  as  affording  admirable 
|«ciUues  for  healthful  recreation  end  en- 
joyment; bo|  even  to  those  in  the  higher 
fioks  of   society  nothing    could    afford 
gisster  gratification  than    to    see    their 
humbler  fellow*subjects  innocently  enjoy- 
ing themselves,  and  partaking  of  those 
Uessings  which  Providence  had   placed 
within  their  reach.    There  was  scarcely  a 
Sunday  he  did  not  himself  go  to  those 
■ceaes  of  enjoyment ;  not  so  much  for  the 
ptirnose  of  bis  own  recreation,  as  deriving 
the  higher  gratification  of  seeing  his  fellow- 
tifatnres    innocently    enjoy    themselves. 
The  only   point  on  which,  as  the  hon. 
Member  observed,  there  was  any  differ- 
^oce  of  opinion  in  the  committee,  was  as 
to  the  propriety  of  opening  the  National 
OtUeryon  Sundays;  and  he,  with  many 
others,  conscientiously    entertained    the 
0|Haion  that  the  opening  of  such  exhibi- 
tioQi  at  all  on  Sunday,  and  especially 
duriog  divine  service,  would  be  extremely 
Injudicial  to  the  moral  habits  and  feelings 
of  the  people.     He  knew  well  that  argu- 
mtotsofa  religious  character  were  parti- 
cuhrl|  out  of  place   in   the    House  of 
^ittnons;.  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  might 


be  disposed  to  designate  the  opinion  he 
had  expressed  as  a  mere  prejudice;  he 
called  it  an  honest,  conscientious  feeling, 
but  in  cither  view  of  the  matter  he  would 
recommend  him  not  to  press  his  motion 
for  an  address.  Let  him  take  what  ad- 
vantages he  could,  and  leave  prejudices  to 
be  counteracted  by  the  silent  operation  of 
public  opinion.  Within  the  last  few 
years  great  progress  had  been  made  in 
this  question,  and  there  was  now  a  readi- 
ness displayed  by  those  who  had  charge  of 
the  public,  and  even  of  many  private  col- 
lections, to  open  their  doors  to  all  classes 
of  the  community,  which  no  interference 
of  that  House,  by  means  of  an  address  to 
the  Crown,  could  have  brought  about. 
With  respect  to  the  Museum,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  proposed  that  it  should  be 
opened  an  additional  day  in  the  week  for 
the  accommodation  of  the  public;  but  it 
was  extremely  difficult  to  hit  the  precise 
means  of  reserving  a  sufficient  time  for 
those  who  resorted  to  the  Museum  to 
study,  without  encroaching  on  the  accom- 
modation which  he  admitted  was  due  to 
all  classes  of  the  community.  He  believed 
the  desire  existed  on  all  hands  to  accom- 
modate the  public  as  far  as  possible.  The 
same  might  be  said  with  reference  to  the 
cathedrals.  In  Westminster  Abbey  a  great 
reduction  of  the  charge  had  taken  place ; 
and  it  had,  therefore,  proved  the  |:reate8t 
attraction  to  a  very  large  body  of  the  peo- 
ple. In  common  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  he  wished  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Westminster  would  consent  to 
throw  the  Abbey  open  to  the  public  some 
portion  of  every  day,  under  proper  re- 
gulations, but  he  did  not  think  that  ob- 
ject would  be  gained  by  the  proposed  ad- 
dress. There  was  a  natural  disposition 
in  mankind  to  resist  the  exercise  of  an 
assumed  authority  to  which  they  were 
not  bound  to  give  obedience ;  and  he 
doubted  whether  the  direct  interposition 
of  Parliament,  through  the  medium  of  the 
Crown,  would  not  retard  rather  than  acce- 
lerate the  accomplishment  of  the  great 
end  in  view.  He  would  undertake,  how- 
ever, to  say  for  himself  and  her  Majesty's 
advisers,  that  they  anxiously  wished  to  ex- 
tend the  means  of  innocent  enjoyment  to  all 
classes,  even  to  the  lowest  order  of  the 
people;  and,  as  far  as  they  bad  the  direction 
of  public  establishments,  or  any  means  of 
persuasion  over  those  who  had,  they  were 
determined  to  lose  no  opportunity  of  ex- 
lending  the  means  of  access  to  them  on 
P2 
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the  part  of  the  people.  He  therefore 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member,  having  ori- 
ginated this  matter  and  having  obtained 
a  general  expremion  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  would  be  content  to 
leave  the  question  on  that  footing,  with- 
out insisting  on  an  address,  which  might 
give  rise  to  opposition  on  the  part  of  some 
who  could  not  agree  to  the  full  extent  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  committee. 

Sir  jR.  H.  Ingiis  could  not  admit  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  ob- 
tained a  general  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  House.  In  fact,  he  had 
yet  only  received  the  concurrence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  and  the  more 
qualified  approval  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
He  did  not  wish  that  this  metropolis 
should  run  a  race  with  Paris  in  the  de- 
secration of  the  Lord's-day.  It  was  not 
always  the  case  that  a  high  taste  for  the 
fine  arts  and  public  virtue  were  neces- 
sarily co-existent.  The  period  when  the 
fine  arts  most  flourished  in  ancient  Athens 
and  Rome,  and  when  taste  was  at  its 
highest  pitch,  was  the  time  when  the  mo- 
rals of  the  people  were  most  corrupted, 
and  when  the  greatest  abominations  were 
practised. 

"  Grwcia  capta  ferum  victorem  cepit,  et  artes 
IntuUt  agresti  Latio  ;'* 

and  a  flood  of  corruption  followed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  referred  to 
the  Royal  Academy,  and  said  that  that 
institution  derived  10,000/.  a  year  from 
the  public,  and  had  done  nothing  to  benefit 
their  fellow-men.  Now,  he  roust  inform 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Royal  Academy 
was  not  a  Public  Institution,  and  was  not 
amenable  to  that  House.  It  was  not  right 
to  say  that  a  public  building  had  been 
erected  for  the  convenience  of  the  Royal 
Academicians,  for  they  had  previously 
apartments  in  Somerset-house,  and  on 
giving  them  up  it  was  stipulated,  that 
they  should  occupy  the  new  apartments  in 
the* National  Gallery  exactly  on  the  same 
footing.  If  the  hon.  Member's  motion 
was  pressed  to  a  division,  he  should  vote 
against  it,  as  he  was  decidedly  opposed  to 
opening  Public  Institutions  on  the  Lord's 
day. 

Mr.  H.  O.  Knight  regretted  that  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford,  should  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  throw  cold  water  on  the 
liberal  unanimity  with  which  the  House 
appeared  disposed  to  receive  the  motion 


of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  He 
still  more  deeply  regretted  that,  his  hon. 
Friend  should  have  gone  so  far  as  to 
launch  his  anathema  against  tlie  cultiva- 
tion of  the  arts.  Were  we  living  in  the 
nineteenth  century,  or  thrast  back  into 
the  darkness  of  the  middle  ages?  When 
his  hon.  Friend  was  addressing  the  House, 
it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Knight)  that  be 
was  listening  to  some  venerable  monk 
who  was  commending  Virgil  and  Cicero 
to  the  flames,  and  doing  his  best  to  re- 
plunge  the  country  into  that  barbarism 
and  that  ignorance  which,  we  have  always 
been  told,  is  the  fertile  psrent  of  crime. 
For  his  own  part,  he  would  cordially  sop- 
port  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  both  for  the  sake  of  the  colti- 
vation  of  the  arts,  and  with  a  view  to  its 
moral  eff*ect.  This  country,  great  in  many 
ways,  had  not,  hitherto,  been  equally 
remarkable  for  its  pre-eminence  in  the 
arts.  Yet  commerce  was  not  adverse  to 
the  arts,  for  the  arts  had  been  restored  to 
life  in  the  commercial  towns  of  Italy — in 
Florence,  in  Pisa,  In  Venlce^and  in  those 
towns  the  arts  had  flourished  more  and 
more  in  proportion  as  their  commerce  had 
extended.  But  the  truth  was,  that  the 
aru  cannot  flourish  unless  the  public  at 
large  take  an  interest  in  them,  and  are 
capable  of  appreciating  their  merits— and 
this  was  not  as  yet  the  case  in  Eni^land. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  moral  effect- 
how  desirable  was  it  that  the  people 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  contem- 
plating the  sculptured  resemblances  of 
those  great  men  by  whom  their  country 
had  been  assisted  or  adorned  I  It  was 
for  this  reason  that  the  Greeks  and  Ro» 
mans  filled  their  streets  and  their  forums 
with  the  statutes  of  their  distiogoished 
men.  They  knew  that  the  sight  of  those 
statutes  would  supply  the  state  with  a 
constant  succession  of  poets,  and  philoso- 
phers, and  heroes.  They  knew  that  na- 
ture BOWS  the  seed  of  genius  in  every  soil ; 
that  in  all  the  walks  of  life  there  exist 
hearts  that  are  *'  pregnant  with  celestial 
fire**— hearts  that,  admonished  by  such 
remembrances,  kindle  ot  once,  and  exalt 
those  who  own  them  to  the  loftiest  heighu 
of  virtue  and  of  fane.  For  these  reasons 
it  was  his  earnest  desire  that  all  the  doors 
should  be  thrown  open  as  wide  as  possible; 
and  he  would  further  admit  that,  in  cases 
where  public  monuments  had  been  raised 
St  the  expence  of  the  country,  the  will  of 
an  individual  who  may  be  weak,  who  say 
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be  haugfalyj  who  may  be  narrow-minded, 
■hoald  not  be  permitted  entirely  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  great  national  objects.  He 
forther  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  in  opinion,  that  there  would  be 
nothing  improper  in  providing  the  work- 
ing classes  with  opportunities  of  innocent 
recreation  on  a  Sunday  afternoon.  It 
woold  go  far  to  divert  them  from  those 
habits  of  intemperance,  of  which  we  hear 
such  frequent  complaints.  If  a  working 
man  went  to  church  in  the  morning,  he 
woold  not  quarrel  with  him,  if,  in  the 
afternoon,  he  visited  the  National  Gallery, 
or  took  a  walk  with  his  wife  and  his 
children  in  the  parks,  where,  as  he  inhaled 
the  fresh  air,  beheld  the  blue  canopy  of 
heaven,  and  gazed  on  the  verdure  of  the 
lawns  and  the  woods,  bis  thoughts  would 
ascend  in  gratitude  to  Him  who  made 
Ihem  all.  but,  if  the  cathedrals  of  this 
vast  metropolis  were  thrown  open  to  the 
pnblic,  great  care  must  be  taken  that  the 
boose  of  God  should  nut  be  desecrated  in 
any  way,  nor  the  performance  of  divine 
worship  be  disturbed  :  this  could  only  be 
done  by  multiplying  the  nnmber  of  ver- 
gers, and,  perhaps,  introducing  policemen; 
and  the  expence  of  this  additional  force, 
as  it  woold  be  incurred  for  the  accomoda- 
tion of  the  public,  should  be  sustained  by 
the  pablic,  and  not  thrown  on  the  chap- 
ters. An  idea  had  occurred  to  him  by 
which  public  monuments  might,  in  future, 
be  offered  to  the  contemplation  of  the 
people,  in  a  manner  that  would  be  wholly 
onobjectionable.  H e  would  have  spacious 
cloisters,  like  the  Campo  Santo,  at  Pisa, 
or  a  church,  like  the  Madeleine,  at  Paris, 
built  at  the  expence  of  the  public,  and 
devoted,  hereafter,  to  receive  the  monu- 
ments of  our  distinguished  men.  Into 
such  a  building  the  people  might  at  all 
times  be  admitted  without  any  inconveni- 
ence. The  building  itself  would  be  orna- 
mental to  the  metropolis.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
(k^vernment  would  take  this  subject  into 
his  consideration,  and  not  disdain  to  be 
handed  down  to  posterity  as  the  pericles 
of  his  time.  His  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Dumfries,  had  mentioned  a  subject 
which,  in  his  (Mr.  Knight's)  opinion,  was 
well  deserving  of  attention :  he  had  ex- 
pressed a  wish  that  a  commission  might 
be  appointed  to  examine  and  report  upon 
the  state  of  our  cathedrals,  and  the  histo- 
rical moDuments  which  they  contain.  But 
be  (Mr*  Koight)  would  prefer  an  inspector 


to  a  commission.  Such  an  officer  ex- 
isted in  France,  and  had  been  found  ex- 
ceedingly useful.  But  if  such  an  officer 
were  appointed,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  must  so  far  restrain  his  econo. 
mical  propensities  as  not  to  find  fault 
with  the  expence  which  such  an  appoint- 
ment would  necessarilv  entail ;  for  such  an 
officer  must  be  a  professional  man  of  ac- 
knowledged ability,  who  could  not  be 
called  upon  to  give  up  his  time  without  a 
liberal  compensation ;  and  there  would  be 
no  use  in  his  making  reports  unless  the 
recommendations  contained  in  those  re- 
ports were  to  be  earned  into  effect.  This, 
however,  was  a  subject  to  itself — a  project 
which  could  not  be  adopted  without  much 
and  mature  consideration.  He  would 
leave  it  in  the  hands  of  Government,  and 
content  himself  with  repeating  his  candid 
concurrence  in  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose. 

Mr.  fVyse  said,  he  had  never  heard, 
that  giving  the  humbler  classes  access  to 
our  national  monuments,  was  attended  by 
evil  consequences ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was 
one  of  the  best  links  between  the  l^igher 
and  lower  classes.  But  he  would  ask  the 
House,  whether  it  was  not  for  the  interest 
of  artists,  as  individuals,  that  opportuni- 
ties should  be  given  to  the  public  of  im- 
proving their  taste  in  works  of  art  by 
public  exhibitions.  With  respect  to  the 
productions  of  the  middle  ages,  of  which 
this  country  bad  so  much  reason  to  be 
proud,  he  regretted  that  means  should  not 
be  taken  to  preserve  them  from  that  de- 
struction to  which  so  many  had  been 
consigned,  not  by  the  barbarism  of  our 
ancestors,  so  much  as  by  the  neglect  of 
the  present  age. 

Sir  R.  Peel  hoped,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  press  his  motion  to  a 
division,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  on 
technical  grounds  there  was  a  strong  ob- 
jection to  it,  because  communications  be- 
tween that  House  and  the  Crown  were  of 
a  formal  nature,  and  he  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  feel  that  to  refer  the 
Crown  to  the  report  of  a  select  committee, 
and  ask  her  Majesty  to  carry  into  effect 
the  recommendations  of  the  committee, 
without  particularizing  what  they  were, 
was  a  course  of  proceeding  not  exactly 
consistent  with  the  respect  that  was  due  to 
the  Crown.  He  was  almost  inclined  to 
doubt  the  power  of  the  Crown  with  re- 
ference to  the  opening  of  cathedrals,  as 
that  remained  with  the  deans  and  chapters; 
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and  (he  only  effectual  way  to  get  ready 
liccess  to  them  was  to  apply  to  the  persons 
having  charge  of  these  buildings  to  in- 
crease the  facilities  of  access.  Undoubt- 
edly, access  to  our  national  monuroenls 
could  be  afforded,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the 
greatest  advantage  would  result  from  it  to 
the  working  classes  of  this  country ;  but  it 
Was  proposed  only  as  a  substitute  for  dissipa- 
tion and  vice.  Now,  their  whole  time  could 
not  be  absorbed  by  such  exhibitions,&nd  all 
that  he  contended  for  was,toshow  the  public 
the  wonders  of  the  creation,  and  the  works 
of  art,  so  ihat  their  taste  might  be  gra- 
dually reBned.  ft  was  very  difficult  for 
the  State  to  come  into  contact  with  great 
masses  of  the  people  in  granting  these 
indulgences;  but  if  they  could  in  their 
expenditure  attend  to  the  health  and  im- 
provement of  the  people  it  would  tend  to 
strengthen  the  monarchy  and  our  form  of 
Government,  and  would  be  giving  a  new 
guarantee  for  the  preservation  and  stabi- 
lity of  the  Slate.  They  would  then  show 
the  people  that  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
public  money,  their  interests,  their  enjoy- 
ment, and  their  improvement  were  re- 
garded ;  and  when  they  heatd  of  millions 
being  necessarily  raised  by  taxation  for 
the  conduct  of  the  public  service,  it  would 
not  be  so  much  objected  to.  At  the  same 
time,  with  reference  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  he 
must  object  to  the  British  Museum  and 
National  Gallery  being  opened  on  Sun- 
day. Why  should  (hey  refuse  to  allow 
those  who  were  employed  there  one  day 
of  rest  after  the  bix  durltig  which  they 
were  engaged  ?  With  respect  to  the 
charges  that  were  made  for  admission,  one 
of  the  arguments  in  favour  of  it  was,  that 
it  was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  insuring 
the  respectability  of  the  visitors ;  but  he 
understood  that  it  was  rather  from  the 
vulgar  rich  than  from  the  artisans  that 
any  damage  arose  to  public  monuments; 
and  he  referred  the  House  to  the  evidence 
printed  in  the  report  on  the  subject  in 
confirmation  of  that  opinion.  Much  more 
might  be  expected  to  be  achieved  through 
the  influence  of  public  feeling  than  by 
anything  peremp(ory  or  compulsory. 

Mr.  Mackinnofi,  as  one  of  the  com- 
mittee whose  report  referred  to  this  sub- 
ject, he  found  himself  in  the  novel  situa- 
tion of  concurring  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose.  Every  facility  ought  to  be 
given  for  the  inspection  of  public  exhibi- 
tions of  works  or  art. 


Mr.  W.  Cawpet  heartily  agreed  in  wish- 
ing the  cathedrals  to  be  opened  to  the 
public  gratuitously,  as  bad  been  the  inten- 
tion of  their  founders.  He  was  persuaded 
that  no  inconvenience  would  result  there- 
from, and  that  the  real  obstacle  arose  oul 
of  consideration  of  pounds,  shillings^  and 
pence. 

Mr.  Bemal  felt  very  strongly  on  the 
question  of  opening  the  exhibitions  or 
museums  on  Sundays.  He  would  ask 
any  one  on  what  other  days  could  our 
artisans  and  those  engaged  in  constant 
servitude  tind  time  for  enjoying  the  glo- 
rious emanations  of  genius?  It  need  not 
follow  that  the  exhibitions  should  be 
opened  during  the  hours  of  divine  ser- 
vice ;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  effect 
would  be  beneficial,  in  affording  sources 
of  refined  and  elevated  pleasure  in  place 
of  other  and  less  worthy  ones. 

Mr.  Escolt  thought,  that  this  was  a 
subject  of  the  greatest  moral  importance. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
fonl  that  manv  recreations  had  been  taken 
from  the  people,  and  that  no  subject  was 
more  entitled  to  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment than  that  of  providing  innocent 
amusements  for  the  people.  He  there fbrs 
cordially  concurred  in  the  motion  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mont- 
rose. At  the  same  time,  he  thought  that 
there  was  great  danger  in  making  any  ex- 
tensive change  against  the  opinions  of  the 
best  portion  of  the  people.  He  trusted, 
that  something  would  be  done  to  revire 
the  spirit  for  the  games  and  pastimes  of 
former  times*  fbr  he  was  sorry  to  say,  that 
they  were  now  almost  forgotten  among  the 
villagers  in  England,  and  nothing  tended 
more  to  promote  the  health  and  happiness 
of  the  working  classes  than  these  innoceut 
out- door  recreations. 

Mr.  C  Buller  was  slad,  that  a  question 
of  this  importance  had  been  so  favourably 
received  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  He 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  to  the  exceedingly  capri- 
cious rules  by  which  some  of  the  parks 
were  regulated.  The  remarks  which  he 
had  to  make  would  apply  to  all  the  parks, 
but  more  particularly  to  St.  James  s,  be« 
cause  it  seemed  to  be  the  one  where  the 
demon  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  most  de- 
lighted to  interfere  with  the  enjoyments  of 
the  people.  What  could  be  said  fbr  the 
rule  which  excluded  from  that  park  every 
person  carrying  a  bundle.  The  keepers 
very  often  exercised  a  wicked  sort  of  maKoe 
in  this  re8pect«»they  would  Isi  the  pecioo 
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walk  hwU*wtLj  down  the  park,  and  then 
up  woald  oome  one  of  the  gentlemen  in 
Lincoln  ffreen,  and  turn  the  unfortunate 
iodiriduiu  back.  It  was  only  the  other 
day  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  in 
bis  way  down  to  the  House,  and  carrying 
a  book  and  some  papers  tied  with  a  string, 
pfesenled  himself  at  one  of  the  gateik  One 
of  the  gentlemen  in  Liocoln  green  came 
up  and  stopped  him,  saying  ''  You  ha?e 
got  a  bundle.  Sir."  The  hon.  Member  re* 
nottstrated,  and  carried  on  the  discussion 
with  the  keeper  on  general  pinciples — he 
told  him  who  he  was,  and  the  keeper, 
baring  no  doubt  the  fear  of  the  inouit ition 
befiwe  his  eyes,  at  last  allowed  the  hon. 
Member  to  pass.  He  thought,  the  regu- 
lations with  regard  to  games  were  also  ab- 
Mird.  The  other  day  he  saw  four  little 
boys  playing  at  leap-frog  in  the  park,  but 
see  of  the  gentlemen  in  Lincoln  green 
cooing  in  sight,  they  all  ran  away.  He 
went  up  to  the  keeper,  and  asked  him  if 
bis  orden  were  to  prerent  the  boys  playing, 
sod  he  answered  that  his  orders  were  to 
prohibit  every  game.  Could  anything  be 
■lore  absurd  than  such  a  rule  ?  Then  with 
i^gard  to  sleeping  in  the  park.  No  one, 
itsecmedy  was  allowed  to  sleep, 

**  Sleep  that  knits  up  the  ravelled  sleeve  of 


care. 


The  ttomeot  any  one  threw  himself 
^WQ  on  the  grass,  and  appeared  as  if 
iscHned  to  sleep,  out  darted  a  gentleman 
io  Lincoln  green,  and  told  him  that  he 
nu8t  not  sleep  there.  Now,  all  these 
sere  abenrd  regulations,  and  as  they  in- 
terfered with  the  comforts  of  the  people, 
be  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  excuse 
biiQ  for  koTing  taken  adrantage  of  this 
discussion  to  draw  his  attention  to  the 
mbject,  and  he  hoped,  that  the  good  prin- 
ciplvs  laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
it  the  head  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  ndmtssioo  to  the  Museum  and  the 
picture  ^lery,  would  be  also  applied  to 
tbe  admission  of  the  people  to  the  parks. 

The  Earl  of  Luieoln  doubted,  whether 
tbe  House  would  expect  him  to  answer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  present  occa- 
non,  and  he  regretted,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  introduosd  topics  of  this 
nstnre  into  tbe  present  debate-^topics,  he 
dfht  observe,  not  worthy  their  discussion. 
The  heo.  Gentleman  was  ^uite  mistaken 
is  supposing  that  any  instructions  were 
gireo  by  the  authorities  to  interfere  with 
tbe  inoooent  enjovments  of  the  people. 
Tbsseftrse  was  the  case:  there  existed 


every  inclination  in  the  office  which  he 
held  to  extend  the  enjoyments  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  to  facilitate  their  admission  to  the 
public  parks.  In  St.  James's  park,  he  had 
himself  done  one  or  two  things,  which  he 
thought  would  add  to  the  enjoyment  of  the 
people,  he  had  introduced  various  botanical 
plants,  and  had  effected  a  botanical  classifi- 
cation of  them.  The  keepers  might  occa* 
sionally  have  exceeded  their  authority^  but 
they  had  no  instructions  to  interfere  with 
the  innocent  amusements  of  the  people. 
With  regard  to  the  rule  respecting  bundles, 
he  thought  that  if  persons  carrying  bundles 
were  admitted,  a  serious  impediment  would 
arise  to  those  persons  who  went  there  for 
relaxation.  With  regard  to  the  rule 
agaiuttt  persons  being  allowed  to  sleep  in 
the  park,  he  had  only  to  say  that  the  prac- 
tice had  of  late  been  very  common,  and  it 
had  been  found  necessary  to  enforce  the 
rule.  There  certainly  was  a  regulation 
against  admitting  persons  in  a  working 
dress,  but  there  was  scarcely  a  mechanic 
in  London  who  had  not  a  "decent  dress, 
and  no  person  who  was  decently  dressed 
was  ever  refused  admission.  All  these 
rules  had  been  established  from  a  desire 
not  to  interfere  with  the  general  accommo- 
dation of  the  public,  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  had  in  future  any  com« 
plaints  to  make,  he  hoped  he  would  make 
them  to  him,  and  not  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Lahouchere  could  not  see  what 
harm  there  would  be  in  allowing  a  man 
in  his  working  dress  to  pass  through  the 
park.  It  was  a  bad  principle  which  ex-i 
eluded  a  man  from  places  of  that  descrip- 
tion merely  booause  he  happened  to  have 
on  a  working  dress. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  begged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  recollect  that  the  rule 
existed  during  the  whole  time  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Member  of 
the  late  Government  No  new  rule  had 
been  made,  and  any  alterations  that  had 
been  made  were  alterations  of  reUxation, 
and  not  of  obstruction. 

Mr.  Borihwick  entirely  concurred  in  the 
views  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  He  saw  no 
objection  to  opening  the  edifices  alluded  to 
on  Sunday,  and  he  thought  the  Church 
might  well  afford  the  expense  of  keeping 
them  open  out  of  its  own  funds. 

Mr.  Curteis  complained  of  the  barri- 
cades erected  on  Sundays  in  Westminster 
Abbey  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
people  getting  a  view  of  the  monuments. 
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He  complained  also  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  pablic  were  driven  out  of  the 
abbey  after  the  service ;  the  vergers  were 
always  telling  the  people  to  move  on,  and 
DO  one  could  get  even  a  glance  at  the 
monuments.  He  hoped  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Westminster  would  imitate 
the  conduct  of  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
St.  Paul's  in  this  respect,  and  he  thought 
the  public  ought  to  be  grateful  to  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  St.  Paul's  for  having 
removed  the  barricades  in  that  cathedral. 
He  thought  great  advantages  would  result 
to  the  people  if  these  edifices  were  thrown 
open,  as  proposed. 

Mr.  Hume  was  not  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford 
University  objected  to  this  motion,  because 
he  never  expected  to  hear  anything  liberal 
from  the  hon.  Member.  He  was  therefore 
not  disappointed  in  this  respect,  but  he 
confesseo  that  he  was  agreeably  surprised 
at  the  manner  in  which  the  motion  had 
been  received  by  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment Far  from  the  churches  being 
desecrated  by  consenting  to  a  motion  like 
the  present,  he  thought  they  were  dese- 
crated at  present,  by  taking  filthy  lucre 
for  admission  to  see  them,  and  refusing  to 
admit  a  man  because  he  was  poor.  All 
he  wished  was  that  the  public  should  be 
permitted  after  divine  service  to  see  those 
noble  edifices.  After  what  had  been  said 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  he  would 
not  press  his  motion,  and  he  therefore 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  it. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Schools  of  Design.]  Mr.  Ewart  T09ie, 
in  pursuance  of  notice,  to  move, 

**  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Government 
school  of  design  be  formed  into  a  central  nor- 
mal school,  for  the  instruction  of  teachers  of 
design,  in  communication  with  other  schools 
of  design  throughout  the  country ;  and  that 
the  general  recommendations  of  the  commits 
tee,  which  reported  on  this  subject  in  the 
year  1836,  be  adopted.'' 

The  committee  recommended  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  central  school,  which 
should  issue  casts  and  books  of  prints  for 
the  use  o^  other  schools.  This  recom- 
mendation had  been  complied  with,  and 
casts  had  been  issued,  ana  one  book  con- 
taining the  most  approved  patterns  had 
been  sent  forth.  The  commission  which 
was  issued  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  hand-loom  weavers,  and  which  sat  for 
two  years,  made  a  similar  recommendation 
vrith  regard  to  designs  and  patterns.   The 


committee  of  1836  further  recommended, 
that  there  should  be  a  normal  school  es. 
tablished  for  the  instruction  of  persons 
who  should  afterwards  be  employed  as 
teachers  at  the  provincial  schools.  It  was 
his  conviction,  that  it  became  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  encourage  the  forma- 
tion of  provincial  schools.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  the  Government  ought 
to  create  them  ;  but  that  whenever  they 
were  established,  the  Government  ought 
to  afford  them  every  facility.  The  greac  be- 
nefit which  these  schools  were  odculated 
to  effect,  by  encouraging  improvements  in 
our  manufactures,  and  enabling  us  to  com- 
pete with  foreign  manufacturesy  entitled 
them  to  the  favourable  consideration  of 
Parliament  and  the  Government. 

Dr.  Bowring  seconded  the  motion.  The 
superiority  of  France  in  the  art  of  desigUt 
as  applied  to  manufactures  was  traceable 
primarily  to  the  encouragement  given  to 
the  schools  established  there  for  teaching 
^outh  the  art  of  design.  One  great  house 
in  Paris,  the  chief  member  of  which  had 
the  order  of  the  Legion  of  Honour-  con- 
ferred on  him  by  Napoleon,  paid  10  per 
cent,  upon  their  capital  for  patterns.  In 
another  establishment  180  artists  were 
employed  to  prepare  designs ;  while  in  the 
city  of  Lyons,  between  500  and  600 
youths  were  constantly  under  artistical  in- 
structions for  improving  manufiictures. 
There  was  a  general  impression  through- 
out this  country,  that  Parliament  ought  to 
countenance  and  encourage  the  art  of  de- 
sign ;  and  he  was  therefore  glad  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mr.  Gladstone  observed,  that  the  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  consisted  of 
two  parts ;  the  first  part  referred  to  the 
general  recommendations  of  the  committee 
of  1836,  and  the  second  referred  more  par- 
ticularly to  the  School  of  Design  now  ex.> 
isting  in  London  being  constituted  a  gene- 
ral normal  school,  with  regard  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  committee,  he  be- 
lieved that  every  recommendation  which 
could  be  acted  upon  by  the  council  of  the 
School  of  Design  had  been  adopted  and 
carried  into  operation.  There  were,  in- 
deed, some  important  recommendationsy 
having  reference  to  changes  of  the  laW| 
which  it  was  not  competent  for  the  coun- 
cil to  meddle  with.  But  all  the  subjects 
contained  in  those  recommendations  would, 
he  hoped,  be  provided  for.  So  far  as  the 
general  recommendations^  therefore,  were 
conoeroedy  he  thought  he  might  pass  them 
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by.     But  as  to  that  portion  of  the  motion 

which  weDt    to   constitute    the  London 

School  of  Design  into  a  central  noimal 

sdiool,  the  only  objection  which  he  could 

see  applicable  to  so  formal  a  proceeding 

▼as,    that    it  woold  be  a    title    rather 

more  ambitious,  and  one  signifying  more 

than    the    present    experiment    in    this 

ooontry    could    warrant.      As    regarded 

the  substance  and  object  of  the  proposition, 

be  believed  it  was  an  accurate  conception 

of  that  which  the  council  of  the  School  of 

Design  entertained.     They  were  of  opinion 

that  it  was  by  no  means  the  main  purpose 

of  the  institution  simply  to  establish  a  good 

drawing-school,  nor  one  at  which  parties 

might  learn  the  habit  and  art  of  applying 

designs  to  manufactures.     They  conceived 

it  rather  as  the  foundation  of  a  school  for 

training  teachers  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 

oQt  the  great  object  of  the  Government  in 

eooonraging  art   in  various  parts  of  the 

country,  where  similar  institutions  were 

to  be  established.     He  believed  that  the 

ooandl  had  decided  upon  five  places,  at 

which  it  was  their  intention  to  assist  in 

CQodncting  such  institutions.     It  was  the 

opinion  of  the  council  that  there  ought  to 

be  six  schools  of  that  description.     These 

vete  as  many  as  they  thought  advisable  to 

ooiitemplate.      With   regard  to  the  five 

places  on  which  they  had  fixed,  they  were 

Manchester,  Birmingham,  Norwich,  York, 

and  Coventry ;  as  to  the  place  where  the 

sixth  should  be  institutea,  that  was  still 

onder  consideration.    It  was  the  intention 

of  the  coancil  to  appropriate  a  sum  in  aid 

of  these  schools.    So  much  with  regard  to 

the  foundation  of  a  normal  school.    With 

regard  to   the  supply  of  teachers,    the 

OQundl  had  felt  very  strongly  the  difficulty 

of  finding  suitable  teachers  for  Schools  of 

Design  in  London,  from  the  circumstance 

tbat  the  application  of  art  to  manufactures 

was  comparatively  novel  in  this  country. 

They  had  established  a  probationary  class 

for  persons  of  good  character  for  the  pur* 

poee  of  being  trained  as  teachers  of  design 

in  the  provincial  schools.     It  had  been 

alto  proposed  to  offer  six  exhibitions  of 

3(M.  a  year  each  for  open  competition; 

these  to  he  enjoyed  for  three  years.    The 

council  of  the  school  now  stood  upon  a 

niofe  permanent  basis  than  it  did  last  year. 

Maoy  members  had  been  appointed  to  it 

^ho  would  afford  valuable  aid  to  those 

who  originally  belonged  to  it;  and  the 

director  of  it  had  borne  testimony  to  the 

eficacy  of  the  plan  on  which  the  school  had 

bees  established. 


Mr.  Labouchere  considered  the  encou- 
ragement of  this  institution  to  be  an  object 
of  the  greatest  national  importance.  This 
school  nad  been  instituted  a  very  few  years, 
and,  considering  how  slow  necessarily  must 
be  the  growth  of  any  such  institution,  he 
thought  its  progress,  as  far  as  it  had  gone, 
was  most  satisfactory.  He  hoped  a  report 
would  be  made  of  the  actual  state  of  the 
School  of  Design  before  the  end  of  the 
present  Session.  He  thought  the  council 
bad  acted  wisely  in  proceeding  gradually 
and  cautiously,  but  he  had  no  doubt  that, 
as  the  benefit  of  these  establishments  came 
to  be  felt  in  the  country,  there  would  be 
an  increasing  desire,  on  the  part  of  the 
people,  to  participate  in  the  advantages 
they  were  calculated  to  afford.  He  agr^ 
in  opinion  with  his  hon.  Friend,  that  the 
establishing  of  a  normal  school  was  one 
most  important  duty  devolving  on  the 
council ;  and  he  was  glad  to  know  that  this 
great  object  had  not  been  neglected. 
There  was  a  normal  dass  established,  to 
which  great  attention  would,  he  was  per- 
fectly assured,  be  paid.  One  master  had 
already  been  perfectly  qualified,  and  sent 
forth  to  preside  over  a  provincial  school. 
Females  were  also  educated  for  those 
departments  of  manufacture  in  which  their 
labours  were  engaged,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  all  the  lienefit  that  could  be 
expected  from  an  establishment  of  this 
description  would  ultimately  be  realised. 

Mr.  fVyse  said,  that  one  of  the  first 
objects  of  the  council,  on  its  formation,  was 
to  ascertain  whether  there  was  any  warmth 
of  feeling  existing  in  the  country  to  ac* 
quire  the  necessary  knowledge  for  the 
application  of  art  to  manufactures.  They 
soon  found  that  there  was  a  very  earnest 
desire  on  the  part  of  persons  in  the  prin- 
cipal towns  of  the  country,  not  only  to 
acquire  that  knowled^,  but  that  there 
was  the  greatest  anxiety  to  obtain  the 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  and  means 
proposed,  and  placed  within  their  reach  by 
the  Government.  The  art  of  design  had 
not  by  any  means  been  sufficiently  followed 
out  as  a  branch  of  education,  and  he  hoped 
that  Government  would  direct  their  atten- 
tion to  the  subiect.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  time  would  come  when  they  would  be 
able  to  compete  in  the  art  with  any  foreign 
country. 

Mr.  W,  fVilUams  had  heard  the  state*' 
ment  of  the]  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  with 
much  satisfaction.  The  Somerset-house 
school  would  not,  he  believed,  be  of  much 
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servioe  io  proindtiog  design  in  connection 
with  maoufBGturea.  Ife  was  impoeeible  to 
l^ch  persons  the  art»  with  the  Wew  of  the 
knowledge  being  appli^  to  manufacturesi 
unless  thej^  also  had  some  acquaintance 
with  the  species  of  manufacture  to  which 
it  was  to  be  applied.  As  yet  no  pains 
had  been  taken  to  cultivate  the  innate 
talent  in  the  eountrvi  The  feeling  of  the 
higher  classes  on  the  subject,  their  ideas 
of  the  want  of  taste  of  natire  manufiu;- 
torers,  had  been  most  detrimental  to  the 
cultivation  of  that  taste.  He  would  gire 
an  instance  of  the  eitent  to  which  this 
feeling  was  carried  and  of  its  consequences. 
A  manufacturer  in  Coventry  brought  out 
a  pattern  which  he  eipected  would  take ; 
he  had  in  fact  a  very  nigh  opinion  of  its 
taste,  but  it  proved  a  complete  failure,  and 
he  sold  off  at  very  low  prices  a  considerable 
part  of  the  floods  so  manu&ctured.  It  so 
happened  that  a  French  manufacturer 
obtained  the  pattern  and  introduced  it  as 
the  new  French  style.  li  proved  quite 
successful  everywhere*  and  that  part  of  his 
stock  which  he  was  still  possessed  of  he 
sold  at  40  per  cent,  higher  than  the  price 
for  which  he  had  disposed  of  the  remainder, 
in  many  case^  however,  he  believed  that, 
notwithstanding  the  tendency  of  the  public 
tastOy  that  the  English  designs  were  su* 
perior  to  those  of  Uie  continental  manu- 
facturers. He  trusted  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  liberal  in  establishing  the 
proposed  schools,  and  that  they  would 
consider  the  advisability  of  cKceeding  the 
number  of  six. 

Mn  GitUijf  Knighi  would  only  trouble 
the  House  with  a  raw  words,  after  the  Aili 
and  lucid  statement  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right,  hon.  Friend  the  Vice-Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade;  but,  as  a 
Member  of  the  new  council  of  the  School 
of  Desiffn,  he  felt  it  right  to  assure  his 
hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Dumfries, 
and  also  the  House,  that  the*  new  council 
were  animated  with  the  same  spirit  which 
had  guided  their  predecessors,  and  that 
they  were  diligently  employed  in  carrying 
into  effect  all  the  recommendations  of  the 
committee^  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  had  been  Chairman.  They  had 
assumed  as  the  basis  of  tlieir  operations, 
that  the  school  was  not  to  be  a  common 
school  folr  drawing,  but  a  school  for  the 
practical  combination  of  the  arts  with  ma- 
nufactures. They  had  obtained  casts  from 
Paris,  and  of  the  most  celebrated  works  of 
art,  from  which  moulds  were  to  be  taken, 
and  sent  to  the  branch  Schools  of  Design^ 


which  were  to  be  established  in  the  pro- 
vincial towns.  They  had  begun  to  fssue  a 
periodical  work,  prepared  by  Mr.  Dyoe* 
the  director  of  the  School  of  Design,  with 
engraved  outlines,  which  would  be  of  great 
assistance  to  the  scholars.  They  had  esa^ 
mined  into  the  merits  of  the  probatiooary 
class,  and  found  that  amongst  them  there 
were  already  young  man  who  were  saffi* 
denlly  advanced  to  be  sent  down  as  masten 
to  the  lehools  that  wen  about  to  be  eetfeli* 
lished  in  the  manufacturing  towns.  In 
fact,  therefore,  though  the  School  of 
Design  did  not  bear  the  name  of  a  normal 
school,  it  was,  practically,  and  in  reality,  a 
school  for  training  masters.  Theooancil 
were  in  correspondence  with  five  towns, 
in  which  branch  schools  were  about  to  be 
established — Mandiester,  Coventry,  Nor., 
wich,  Birmingham,  and  York.  The  local 
committees  had  engaged  to  bear  a  propor- 
tion of  the  necessary  expenses.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem. 
ber  for  Dumfries,  would  see  that  all  his 
wishes  had  been  attended  to.  These  sdiools, 
he  trusted,  would  be  of  the  greatest  use  to 
our  manufactures;  and  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Coventry  regretted  that  the 
British  public  had  not  as  much  confidence 
as  they  ought  to  have  in  British  prodoce, 
he  would  beg  leave  to  remind  him  that  it 
was  but  a  short  time  since  the  School  of 
Design  had  been  established*  since  which 
time  there  had  been  a  decided  improve- 
ment in  the  taste  of  our  manubctures; 
and  it  might  be  hoped  that,  when  the 
public  were  aware  of  this,  they  would  gtv« 
that  confidence  which  they  had  hitherto 
withheld.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dumfries  had  stated,  that  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  committee  had 
been  the  encouragement  of  British  artists ; 
and  thisi  he  could  inform  him,  was  ia  a 
way  to  be  accomplished  by  the  appoint*- 
ment  of  the  commission  for  the  decoration 
of  the  new  Houses  of  Parliament.  At  the 
head  of  this  commission  was  a  Prinos» 
(Prince  Alliert),  who  in  so  short  a  time 
bad  won  the  hearts  of  a  whole  nation^  who 
took  the  greatest  interest  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  arts,  had  regularly  presided  at 
the  commission,  and  not  only  protected  the 
arts,  but  understood  them.  Under  such 
auspices  his  hon.  Friend  might  fool  sure 
that  the  recommendation  of  the  committee 
would  be  carried  into  efiect. 

Mr.  Hull,  having  been  one  of  the  com- 
mittee which  had  originally  recommended 
the  foundation  of  a  Soiool  of  Design^  had 
heard  with  satisfaction  the  stateaient  made 
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br  the  right  boa.  Getttletnaii  oj^xMite^  that 
Gov«rtilkMnt  had  ircogniTOd  and  meant  to 
act  upon  the  pritidple  recomtneoded  by 
that  committee.  In  the  list  of  towns  in 
which  schools  of  design  were  to  be  formed, 
be  was  sorry  not  to  find  the  name  of  New- 
castle. It  desenred  to  be  included  for  it 
bad  done  touchy  by  the  establiafament  of 
kcal  Bchoola^  for  the  encouragement  of  die 
art  of  desigu.  He  trusted,  that  Oovern- 
meut  wottid  uot  allow  his  suggestion  to 
without  some  consideration. 


Mr.  EtMri  had  heard  the  sentiments 
expressed  with  general  satisfaction,  and 
was  sure  that  progress  had  been  made^ 
and  toade^  too,  itt  the  right  direction.  He 
would  withdraw  the  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

TntkL  Dp  Elbction  Petitiokb.]  Sir 
A.  Peel  would  not  preface  the  motion  he 
was  about  to  tnake  by  more  than  three 
senteaoes.  On  the  22nd  of  June,  1841 ,  a 
bill  was  passed  relatire  to  the  formation 
af  a  tribunal  to  decide  upon  the  merits  of 
omiteeted  elections.  The  duration  of  that 
act  was  liitiited  to  the  two  Sessions  which 
should  elapse  afleir  the  then  pending  gene- 
ral electioo.  One  of  these  Sessions  scarcely 
hsted  miL  weeks ;  it  was  so  short  that  there 
was  ao  opportunity  of  appointing  alectioil 
committees,  and  the  consideration  of  the 
petitions  against  returns  at  the  general 
election  was  postponed  until  the  present 
Session.  In  point  of  fact,  there  had  bf^en 
only  one  Session  since  the  passing  of  thsu 
act,  and  he  now  proposed  to  bring  tti  a  bill 
which  should  ODUtinue  the  law  as  it  at  pre- 
test stuod,  but  not  for  a  longer  period  than 
the  act  originally  contemplated.  The  law 
would  expire,  as  was  originally  intended, 
at  the  end  of  next  Session  ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thiolttttg,  that  any  discussfon  upon 
the  subject  should  he  for  the  present  post- 
pooed,  althou]zh  he  knew  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  acting  upon  the  general  elec- 
tion committee  had  some  amendments  to 
propose.  For  his  own  part,  he  would  not 
flay  sue  word  upon  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion; but  woura  amply  content  himself 
vith  proponug  a  bill  to  continue  the  oper- 
ation of  the  act  for  the  period  originally 
contemplated.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
then  m6Y6i  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  bill. 

Lord  MahoH  satd^  the  intention  he  had 
eatertaioed  of  moving  an  amendment  to 
the  proposition  before  the  House  was 
greatly  modified  by  the  length  to  which 
previous  disouasloes  on  the  sulyect  had 
been  carried^     Ha  doubted  whether  lie 


should  be  treating  the  House  with  due 
respect  were  he,  under  the  circuaistanoes» 
and  so  late  in  the  evening,  to  submit  an 
amendment  to  a  motion  of  sudi  importaaoe 
as  that  now  before  the  House,  but  he  must 
say,  that  when  he  gave  his  notice  of 
amendment,  he  did  not  know  that  th<i 
motion  was  such  as  it  was  now  explained 
to  be,  namely,  the  prolongation  of  the 
operation  of  the  existing  law  for  one  year 
only.  There  was  nothing  in  the  terms  of 
the  notice  of  motion  to  indicate  its  purpol't ; 
and  until  very  recently  the  impression  in 
his  mind  was>  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
intended  to  continue  the  act,  not  for  ano- 
ther year,  but  to  propose  that  the  actj 
which  had  only  been  temporary  in  its 
nature,  should  be  permanent.  It  was  un- 
der that  impression  that  he  had  now  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  propose  an  amend* 
ment.  He  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  pursued  a  judicious  course  in  pioposiag 
to  continue  the  act  for  only  one  vear ;  and 
he  hoped  that  when  it  came  on  for  discus* 
sion  it  might  lie  at  a  period  of  the  Sessioa 
which  would  admit  of  its  full  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  Skdl  had  been  a  member  of  a  com- 
mittee under  the  act  in  question,  during 
the  proceedings  of  which  he  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  forming  some  jtidgment  as 
to  the  working  of  the  law ;  and  he  had  had 
occasion  to  remark  how  important  it  was 
to  have  some  legal  gentlemen  to  direct  the 
committee  on  questions  where  men  who 
were  really  most  anxious  to  arrive  at  the 
truth  and  justice  of  the  case  were  much  at 
a  loss  to  oome  to  a  sound  determination. 
There  were  nice  points  of  evidence  on 
which  the  chairman  folt  some  hesitation  in 
pronouncing,  and  in  which  persons  unac- 
quainted with  legal  science  were  at  a  loss 
what  course  to  follow.  Perhaps  if  the  aid 
of  the  Masters  in  Chancery  was  to  be  called 
in,  the  effects  would  be  beneficial»  but,  at 
all  «'vents,  he  was  sure  that  these  tribunals 
would  bring  the  House  into  disrepute^  if 
some  legal  assistatice  was  not  affbided  to 
them. 

Mr.  Bannerman  differed  from  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  as  to  the  necessity  for 
legal  asustance.  He  thought,  that  in  the 
cases  referred  to,  after  a  little  discussion, 
the  committee  were  enabled  to  oome  to  a 
sound  decision. 

Sir  R.  Peel  must  say,  that  he  had 
proposed  a  bill  of  very  limited  duration, 
not  from  the  slightest  doubt  that  it  was 
not  necessary  for  the  Housci  in  order  to 
present  its  own  cbuacter^,  to  keep  its 


period  of  the  Session,  aod  the  general 
anxiety  of  Members  to  leave  town,  he  did 
not  wish  to  propose  any  extensive  changes 
in  a  measure  of  such  importance. 

Leave  given.    Bill  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Naval  Promotions.]    Mr.  Hume^  in 
rising  to  move  for  some  returns  relative  to 
Naval  Promotions,  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  said  that  the  system  of  Naval  Pro- 
motions was  so  extravagant  and  unjust, 
that  if  once  fiilly  understood  by  the  public 
it  could  not  be  continued.    He  wished  for 
full  information  on  the  subject,  and  he  was 
sure  it  would  show  that  the  navy  was  a 
complete  pension-list  of  the  aristocracy. 
He  found  that  there  were  2,879  lieute- 
nants on  the  list  in  the  Royal  Navy,  and 
the  average  period  of  their  service  was  five 
years,  six  months,  and  twenty-seven  days. 
For  that  length  of  service  2,879  lieutenants 
received  halNpay.    There  were  807  copi- 
manders,  of  whom  419  had  never  been 
employed  since  they  were  promoted,  and 
upon  an  average  of  the  whole,  each  had 
only  served  eleven  months  and  two  weeks. 
There  were  683  captains,  on  the  list,  of 
whom  313  had  never  served  a  day  since  they 
were  promoted,  and  the  average  period  of 
service  had  been  two  years,  two  months,  and 
ten  days.    The  average  period  since  each 
was  employed  was  twelve  years  and  seven 
months,  249  bad  been  receiving  pensions 
from    twenty    years   to   fifty-five    yeare. 
Those  facts  showed  a  wasteful  and  extra- 
vagant system  of  promotion,  having  no 
just  relation  to  the  wants  of  the  service. 
The  hon.  (Gentleman  concluded  by  moving, 
that  there  be  laid  before  the  House 

''  Copy  of  the  last  patent  constitutinff  the 
commission  for  executing  the  office  of  Lord 
High  Admiral,  with  a  return  of  the  names  and 
rank  of  the  persons  constituting  that  commis- 
sion, and  the  pay  and  allowances  of  each,  and 
whether  they  occupy  the  houses  appropriated 
for  them  by  Government. 

'*  Return  of  the  names  and  present  rank  of 
the  naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  stating  their 
age  at  the  time  of  their  entry  into  the  service, 
and  the  date  of  such  entry:  the  date,  and 
where  they  passed  their  examination  for  lieu- 
tenant, and  copy  of  certificate  of  such  exami- 
nation ;  the  dates  of  their  promotion  to  each 
rank,  and  the  number  of  officers  passed  over 
by  such  promotions,  stating  the  period  which 
each  has  served  in  commission  in  each  rank. 

^  Return,  showing  the  services  of  all  flag 
officers  in  the  navy  promoted  since  the  39th 
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Jurisdiction  in  disputed  elections  in  its  own  day  of  June,  1838,  sUting  the  date  of  entry  of 
lands,  but  he  had  adopted  the  course  which  '  ^^ch  officer  into  the  service,  and  the  date  of 

he  had  pursued,  because,  from  the  advanced   »*»«  ^J^^^}  commissions  which  they  have  ob- 
-   -  -  tamed,  distinguishing  the  period  passed  in 

commission  in  their  respective  ranks,  the  pe- 
riod on  half-pay  in  each  rank,  and  the  total 
period  on  full  and  half-pay ;  and  showing  slso 
the  period  when  aod  in  what  ship  each  was 
last  employed,  and  the  s^e  of  each  officer  at 
the  date  of  last  promotion  (in  continuation  of 
the  returns  No.  6  of  Appendix  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  of  Naval  Inquiry,  1840)." 

Sir  G.  (Jockbum  said,  that  it  was  a 
most  unjust  aspersion  on  the  half.pay 
oflicers  to  call  them  pensionera.  As  to  the 
large  number  of  officers,  it  might  be  readily 
accounted  for,  when  it  was  called  to  mind 
that,  at  the  end  of  the  war,  there  were 
upwards  of  a  thousand  officers  whoee  ser- 
vices being  no  longer  required,  they  were 
placed  on  half-pay.  In  the  case  of  the 
admirals,  too,  several  had  been  appointed 
to  the  rank  without  receiving  the  addi- 
tional pay.  It  was  not  the  £ct  that  the 
total  amount  of  half-pay  had  increased; 
on  the  contrary,  it  had  decreased.  He 
had  no  objection  to  give  a  copy  of  the  last 
patent,  but  he  objected  to  the  second  para- 
graph. As  to  the  other  return,  he  did  not 
object  to  give  part  of  it ;  but  he  thought 
it  quite  unnecessary  to  give  the  personal 
details  required,  as  to  time  of  service,  and 
soon. 

The  firet  part  of  the  return  for  a  copy 
of  the  last  patent  was  agreed  to.  Tne 
second  paragraph  of  the  motion  was  with- 
drawn. 

On  the  last  paragraph  of  the  motion  to 
which  Sir  G.  Cockburn  objected — ^The 
House  dirided  :— Ayes  23 ;  Noes  99 : 
Majority  76. 

Liit  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Etwall,  R. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
French,  F. 
Hindleyi  C. 
Jobnsoui  Gen. 


Lambton,  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  J. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Russell,  Lord  G. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Thomcly,  T. 
Wood,  B. 

TELLXaS. 

liume,  J. 


Pechell,  Capt. 

Liit  of  the  Noes* 

AlUx,  J.  P.  Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 

Antrobus,  £•  Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 

Arkwright,  G.  Blackbume,  J.  I. 

fiagge,  W,  Borthwick,  P. 

Baird,  W.  Broadly,  U. 
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Broadwoody  H. 
Bnieey  Lord  £. 
Buckley,  £. 
Barren^  Sir  C.  M. 
BniTOughes,  H.  N. 
Campbell.  A. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Cieik,  Sir  G. 
Cochnne,  A. 
CoGkbiim9rt.hn.  Sir  G. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Carry,  rt.  hoo.  H. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer^bon.  CoL 
Darby,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
DoQglas,  J.  D.  S. 
DoDoombe,  bon.  A. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Esoott,  B. 
Feilden,  W. 
Fenand,  W.  B. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Frolliotl,  J. 
Foibes,  W. 
Poller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Miloes 
Gordon,  bon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gofe,W.  O. 
Goolbom,  rt.  bon.  H. 
Greene,  T. 
Grimsditcb,  T. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Uardinge,  rt.  hn.Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herbert,  boo.  S. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
HodgtoD,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 


Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyo,  Earl 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.bn.Sir£ 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  A« 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  I^rd  C.  S. 
Morgan,  O. 
Nicboll,  right  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Northland,  Visct. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pringle,  A. 
RoUeston,  Col. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  bon.  H.  M. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J,  T. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vesey,  bon.  T. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


Stamps  and  Assessed  Taxbs.^  The 
Chancellor  of  ike  Exchequer  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to 
RBoWe  itself  into  a  committee  oo  Stamps 
and  Assessed  Taxes. 

Mr.  John  OConnell  rose  to  more  the 
amendmeDt  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
namely  a  resolution  to  the  effect,  that, 
considering  the  heavy  existing  taxation  of 
Iielaod,  it  was  not  not  expedient  to  increase 
the  stamp  duties  in  Ireland.  He  felt  the 
foU  disadvantages  and  difficulties  before 
him— first,  from  the  lateness  not  only  of 
the  period  of  the  Session,  but  also  from 
the  lateness  of  the  hour  (twelve  o'clock). 
He  was  not,  however,  to  blame  for  this, 
as  he  had  been  patiently  waiting  during 
^  Session  fat  an  opportunity,  which  the 


Government  had  not  given  till  then, 
although  to  convenience  the  Government 
he  had  given  way  last  March  on  the  reso- 
lution respecting  Irish  stamp  duties  ;  hav- 
ing done  so  on  the  understanding,  as  he  con- 
ceived, thatGovernment  would  have  given  a 
speedy  opportunity  of  discussing  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  resolution.  As  to  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour,  he  was  only  complying 
with  the  wish  expressed  to  him  by  several 
Members,  to  have  his  amendment  disposed 
of  as  soon  as  possible,  and  also  with  an 
intimation  he  considered  he  had  received 
of  the  convenience  it  would  be  to  the  Go- 
vernment. He  had  to  deal  with  a  most 
intricate  subject,  and  therefore  should 
claim  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  An- 
other formidable  disadvantage  under  which 
he  laboured  was  his  want  of  experience  in 
dealing  with  financial  matters,  especially 
when  contrasted  with  the  long  experience 
and  financial  skill  with  which  he  was  pro- 
voking a  contest.  It  might  be  asked  why 
he  had  not  made  a  motion  against  adding 
to  the  taxation  of  Ireland  on  the  bringing 
in  of  the  Spirit  Duties  Bill.  But  he  had 
refrained,  as  he  heard  that  a  large  number 
of  that  most  respectable  body,  the  Irish 
Distillers,  were  in  London  then,  endeavour- 
ing by  private  remonstrance  to  obtain  some 
alleviation  of  the  grievances  under  which 
they  laboured ;  and  any  public  opposition 
might  indispose  the  Minister  to  attend  to 
them.  He  regretted  to  say  that  he  believed 
that,  notwithstanding  this  forbearance,  the 
distillers  did  not  obtain  the  redress  they 
sought.  He  came  now  to  his  subject. 
His  simple  statement  was,  that  Ireland 
had  been  taxed  too  much,  and  ought  not 
to  be  more  taxed.  To  make  his  case  it 
was  necessary  to  go  into  some  details. 
The  existing  financial  arrangements  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Ireland  were 
founded  upon  an  act  passed  in  1816,  for 
consolidating  the  two  Exchequers,  and 
rendering  them  liable  to  indiscriminate 
contribution,  by  equal  taxes,  to  the 
united  expenditure.  Before  that  act  their 
contributions  were  in  the  proportion  of 
two  parts  for  Ireland  to  Hfteen  parts  for 
Great  Britain,  lliese  proportions  were 
fixed  by  Lord  Castlereagh  at  the  Union, 
although  much  protested  against  at  the 
time  by  the  Irish  lords  and  others,  as  im« 
posing  too  high  a  rate  of  contribution 
upon  Ireland.  Lord  Castlereagh  himself 
allowed  at  the  time  that  he  was  not  satis- 
fied as  to  its  justice ;  but  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  dwell  on  this  point,  as  presently 
he  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell)  would  be  able  to 
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bring  fonraid  the  opiDiong  of  Members  of 
the  Governmeot  in  1816,  condemning  the 
9.17th8  for  Ireland  as  unjust  aod  oppret* 
sive.     The  arrangement  of  the  debts  at 
the  Union,  and  up  to  181 7>  was,  that  each 
country  should  separately  provide  ibr  its 
debt  previously  contracted.    Lord  Castle- 
reaflh  said,  in  1800,  that  a  perfect  con- 
sol^ation  and  union  iu  financial  matters 
wan  then  impoesible,  consistent  with  com- 
mon justice  to  Irelsnd,  as  her  debt  was  so 
much  smaller  than  that  of  Great  Britain, 
the  Irish  debt  on   the  5th   of  January, 
1801,  as  represented  by  the  annual  char^^e 
upon  it,requiring  annually  only  1,194,000/., 
wnile  the  annual  chsrge  on  the  British 
debt  was  then  16,600,000/.    This  was  the 
case,  notwithstanding  that  the  Irish  debt 
had  been   most  grievously  and  unjustly 
swelled,  especially  during  the  three  pre- 
cedinff  years,  by  her  being  called  on  to 
pay  the  expenses,  first  of  the  fostering  by 
the  Qovernment  of   the    rebellion,  and 
afterwards  of  the  putting  it  down.     But 
be  would  not  go  into  matters  that  occurred 
before  the  Union,  as  his  present  motion 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  discussions  on 
that  measure.     The  question  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Union  was  too  nrave  and  important 
to  be  based  upon  a  question  of  pounds 
shillings  and  pence ;  and  his  pressnt  mo- 
tion  was  to  redress  financial  grievances, 
which  should  be  redressed  whether  the 
Union  were  repealed  or  not.   Lord  Castle- 
reagh  further    said  that  at  the  Scotch 
Union  a  consolidation  was  dSected  by  giv- 
ing Scotland  a  money-compensation   for 
taking  on  her  the  English  liabilities,  but 
that  this  was  impossible  in   the  case  of 
irekuid,  as  the  debt  of  the  latter  country 
was  so  much  inlerior  to  the  British.     He 
said,  however,  that  as  England  might  be 
able  to  reduce  her  debt«^that,  if  she  did 
so,  in  the  course  of  some  years,  so  fiu- 
down,  at  least,  as  to  bring  it  to  bear  no 
higher  a  proportion  to  the  Irish  than  that 
of  their  rates  of  contribution,  it  would  be 
well  in  such  case  to  leave  the  Imperial 
Parliament  the  power  of  effecting  the  con- 
solidation.   Accordingly  the  act  of  Union 
provided*  that  whenever  the  two  debts 
should  come  to  bear  that  proportion  to 
each  other,  the  consolidation  might  take 
place;    provided   however,    also,    that  a 
second  condition  should  occur  at  the  same 
time.    This  second  condition  was,  that  the 
respective  circumstances  of  the  two  ooun- 
tries  should  appear  at  that  time  to  justify 
theiff  being  called  upon  henceforth  to  con- 
tribute, indiscriminately,  by  eq^nal  taxes 


in  each.    Thus,  Ireland  seemed  to  have 
two  safeguards  against  being  made  at  any 
time  liable  for  the  excessive  debt  of  Great 
Britain ;  first,  in  Lord  Castlereagb's  ex- 
planation that  the  manner  in  whfch  the 
required  proportion  between  the  two  debts 
was  to  be  attained,  should  be  by  the  re* 
duction  of  the  British  debt,  not  by  the  in- 
crease of  the  Irish ;  and  secondly,  that  no 
step  could  be  taken  in  tlie  contemplated 
consolidation  unless  the  respeetive  circum- 
stance of  each  country  should  appear  to 
justify  equal    taxation  ~  in  other  words* 
until  the  ability  of  Ireland  to  bear  taxation 
should  have  much  increased.     But  the 
Hf)use  would  scarcely  believe  that  the  first 
of  these  conditions  was  attained  by  the 
wanton  and  flagitious  increase  of   Irish 
debt,  and  not  by  any  decrease  of  the  Bri- 
tish ;  and,  as  to  the  second  condition,  it 
was  not  taken   into  consideration  at  all. 
Thus  he  contended,  that  the  act  of  con- 
solidation was  totally  illegal  and  void,  as 
it  violated  the  expressed  intentions  and 
views  of  its  author.  Lord  Castlereagh,  with 
regard  to  one  condition,  and  as  it  was  car- 
ried without  reference  to  the  second  con- 
dition. The  latter  did  not  exist,  and  could 
not  have  been  said  so  to  do,  as  the  very 
increase  of  the  debt  of  Ireland,  under  t^ 
limited  system  of  taxation,  was  in  itself  4 
proof  of  ner  inability  to  bear  the  same 
taxes  ss  Grest  Britain ;  and  even  that 
limited  system  of  taxation  was  too  high 
for  her.    The  present  Lord  FitzgeraM  and 
Vesci,  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
was,  when  Chancellor  of  the  Irish  Exche- 
quer in   1816,  the  mouthpiece  of  Lord 
Castlereagb's   Government,  in  proposing 
the  consolidation  of  the  exchequers,  and 
in  doing  so  he  thus  denounced  the  injus- 
tice of  the  Union  rate  of  contribution  im- 
posed upon  Ireland^  and  its  grievous  effects 
upon  her  :— 

**  I  hope  it  will  not  be  said  that  Ireland 
throws  a  great  burden  on  the  empire  to  save 
herself.  Oh,  no !  The  necessity  of  reviewing 
the  act  of  Uqion  has  been  caused  by  the  sacri- 
fices she  has  made,  doing  her  best  to  keep  pace 
wilh  you.  You  contracted  with  her  for  an  ex- 
penditure she  could  not  meet.  She  had  been 
led  to  hope  that  her  expenditure  would  be  less 
when  united  to  you  than  before.  She  has  ab- 
solutely paid  more  in  taxes  since  the  Union 
than  seventy«eight  millions,  being  forty-seven 
more  than  her  revenue  in  the  fifteen  years  on 
which  her  contribution  was  calculated. '' 

Thus  the  Government  itself,  in  1816, 
confessed  that  the  rate  of  contribution  was 
too  high.  But  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  bore  witness  himself  to  tbe 
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hcL     In  1832,  whea  speftUog  to  a 
notioa  of   Sir  J.   New^rt's,  the  ri^bt 
hoD.  Gentleimui  himself  said— '*  The  Union 
oootribuuon  of  2-l7tht  for  Ireland  is  now 
allowed  on  all  hands  to  have  been  more 
than  she  was  able  to  bear."    He  should 
csntent  himself,  and  he  thought  the  House 
ahoald  be  content  with  these  admissions, 
coming  as  they  did  from  two  Gentlemen 
high  in  office  at  raresent,  and  one  of  them 
io  that  Hoase.    Thus  the  Union  rate  was 
established  to  have  been  unjust,  and  beiu)^ 
8D,  the  consequence   necessarily   follows, 
that  the  increase  of  Irish  debt  between 
1800  and  1837  was  unjust,  it  haviog  been 
caused  by  the  inability  of  Ireland  to  meet 
the  unjustly  grievous  rate  io  question. 
What  ought  to  have  been  done  instead  of 
consolidation  of  the  Exchequers  was^  to 
have  lowered  the  rate  of  contribution  for 
Ireland,  and  to  have  made  some  arrange- 
ment by  which  the  burden  of  the  unjust 
increase  of  her  debt  since  1801  shoula  be 
taken  off  her  shoulders,  at  least  for  the 
greater  part.    But,  instead  of  this  measure 
n  justice,  the  consolidation  was  forced  on, 
altnoagh,  as  he  had  before  shown,  one  con- 
dition of  that  consolidation  was  wrongfully 
and  iniqoitously  attained,  and  the  second 
condition  ^as  shamefully  and  totally  disre- 
garded.    The  consequence  of  that  consoli- 
dation of  the  Exchequers  have  been  to  Ire- 
hmd  the  increase  of  her  taxes — the  liabi- 
lity to  further  increase  at  the  will  and  plea- 
Mure  of  England — the  being  compelled  at 
piesent  to   a  large  portion  of  the  pay- 
BMDts  on  account  of  the  British  debt  con- 
tracted before  the  Union — a  debt  with 
which  sh^  was  promised  by  Lord  Castle- 
leagh  in  1800  that  she  never  should  have 
anything  to  do.    Finally,  the  consequence 
has  been,  and  is,  to  Ireland,  that  from  that 
hoar  she  became,  and  is  now,  mortgaged 
io  every  acre  and  every  one  of  her  resources 
6r  the  whole  amount  of  the  enormous 
debt  of  Great  Britain,  and  no  matter  what 
may  at  any  time  be  her  surplus  of  revenue 
it  mnat  go  away  from  her  and  into  the 
coffeis  of  Great  Britain.    But  the  conso- 
lidation had  been  a  great  gain   to  Great 
Britain.     In  the  first  place,  she  obtained 
what  was  in  itself  a  most  important  be- 
nefit —  namely,  the  security  to  her  na- 
tional creditor  of  the  present  and  future 
nsonroei  of  Ireland.    And  then  she  has 
beeo  able  to  relieve  herself  of  much  of 
the  separate  taxation  which  ebe  was  pre- 
viously oompelied  to  endure.    This  would 
he  leea  l>y  examining  into  what  was  the 
utmost  that  o^uld  be  set  down  for  the 


separate  taxation  that  is  so  much  talked  of 
at  present.    In  excise  she  pays  on  hope, 
bricks,  soap,  post-horse  duty,  and  lioenses, 
&c.,  about  1,700,000/.    There  is  then  the 
product  of   her  duties  on  home  spirits, 
which  are  much  higher  than  the  Irish,  and 
may  be  about  2,200,000/.    In  stamps  she 
pays  on  newspaper  supplements,  medicines, 
cards,  dice,  stage  and  hackney  coach  licenses, 
&c.,  560,000/.,  and  by  higher  rates  than 
the  Irish  on  other  items  of  stamps  she  pays 
a  further  sum  of  nearly  the  same  amount. 
Land  and  assessed   taxes  gave  last  year 
4,700,000/.    The  total  of  all  these  was 
9,600,000/.,  which  he  took  to  )>e  even  an 
exaggerated  statement  of  the  British  se- 
parate taxation,  but  his  endeavour  was  to 
take  the  case  as  strongly  against  himself  as 
possible,  as  he  thought  the  case  of  Ireland 
so  strong  that  it  could  afford  to  be  under- 
stated.   But  although  he  would  not  disturb 
the  exaggerations  in  the  statement  he  had 
just  read,  he  should  say  there  were  de- 
ductions   to  be  made  from  the  total    of 
9,600,000/.,  on  account  of  what  are  called 
in  the  finance  accounts  ''drawbacks,  re- 
payments,  allowances,*'  upon  the  duties 
mentioned  in  the  statement.      Thus,  for 
instance,  hops,  on  exportation  to  Ireland, 
have  the  duty  remitted  upon  them,  or  in 
other  words,  the  duty  is  paid  back  by  the 
Government  to  the  exporter.    Again,  a 
portion  of  the  amounts  he  had  read  were 
really  paid  by  Ireland,  as  money  went  from 
Ireland  to  effect  insurances  in  England, 
and  as  stamped  medicines,  cards,  and  some 
minor  articles  of  stamp  duties  were  im« 
ported  from   England  paying  the   duty 
there.  There  was  also  what  was  in  fact  an 
unrcedited  contribution  from  Ireland  in  the 
benefit  the    British   Exchequer   receives 
from  the  expenditure  in  Great  Britain  of 
millions    of  Irish    absentee   rents.      He 
thought  he  was  not  saying  too  much  when, 
taking  all  these  deductions  into  account, 
he  considered  they  amounted  to  at  least 
600,000/.;  and  that,  therefore,  the  sepa- 
rate taxation  of  Great  Britain  did  not,  at 
the  very  outside,  exceed  a  nett  amount  of 
9,000,000/.,  and  he   believed  they  were 
really  less.   But,  taking  them  at  that  sum, 
see  how  the  case  stands  :— 

Annual  charge  of  the  British  debt 
contrairtsd  before  the  Union  (see 
Par.  Paper  256,  of  1824)      , .  Xt 6,600,000 

Separate  taxation  of  Great  Bri- 
tain       ..  ,.  ..        9,000,000 

Excess  of  annual  charge  . .        7,600,000 

This  amoui^  of  British  debt^  Qvnr  m4 
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above  her  separate  payments,  she,  by  the 
powers  given  her  by  the  Consolidation 
Act,  compels  Ireland  to  assist  her  in  pay- 
ing although  at  the  Union  Ireland  was 
strongly  and  repeatedly  assured  she  should 
never  have  anything  to  do  with  the  British 
debt  contracted  pretious  to  the  Union. 
Such  being  the  benefit  to  Great  Britain, 
what  did  the  consolidation  do  for  Ireland  ? 
It  is  pretended  that  she  got  great  benefits, 
as  it  abolished  the  unjust  and  universally- 
condemned  rate  of  contribution  the  Union 
had  put  upon  her ;  and  further,  that  Great 
Britain  took  on  herself  the  burden  of  the 
increase  of  the  Irish  debt  between  the 
Union  and  1817.  But  as  to  that  increase, 
it  having  been  declared  and  admitted  to 
have  been  unjust,  no  argument  can  be 
fairly  founded  upon  the  burden  of  it 
having  been  taken  off;  and  especially 
when  its  amount,  viz.,  an  annual  charge 
of  2,700,000/.,  was  such  moderate  pur- 
chase money  for  getting  the  security  of 
the  resources  of  Ireland  for  the  whole 
enormous  amount  of  the  British  debt.  He 
trusted  now  to  show,  that  notwithstanding 
that  the  Union  rate  of  contribution  had 
been  condemned,  and  that  at  the  consoli- 
dation it  was  declared  that  Ireland  should 
be  released  from  that  unjust  and  con- 
demned rate,  yet  she  has  since  been  forced 
to  pay,  at  the  very  least,  as  much  as  that 
rate.  To  show  this  he  had  taken  the 
average  of  the  revenues  of  the  two  coun- 
tries during  the  twenty-five  years,  since 
1817,  with,  also,  the  average  of  their 
united  expenditure,  and  of  the  charge  of 
their  united  debts;  and,  deducting  the 
latter  from  their  united  expenditure,  had 
got  the  amount  of  expenditure  common  to 
both,  on  which  he  had  calculated  the 
average  of  their  respective  contributions, 
taking  the  Union  rates  in  each.  It  was 
necessary  to  premise  that  the  respective 
amounts  of  income  in  the  calculation 
should  be  altered  by  taking  into  account 
the  uncredited  payments  by  Ireland  on 
articles  chiefly  of  customs'  revenue,  which 
she  imported  from  England,  paying  the 
duty  there.  These  latter  payments  were 
different  from  the  uncredited  payments 
he  had  before  spoken  of,  which  were  under 
heads  under  which  Ireland  was  supposed 
to  pay  nothing  at  all.  But  those  he  now 
would  speak  of  were  upon  items  on  which 
the  rates  of  duty  are  the  same  as  in  Eng- 
land. The  late  Lord  Congleton,  in  his 
"  Financial  reform,**  estimated  these  at 
300,000/.  annually,  and  did  not  include  in 


his  estimate  any  portion  of  the  customs' 
receipts  on  tea  for  consumption  in  Ireland. 
Those  receipts  were,  at^the  time  he  wrote, 
and  for  some  time  after,  credited  to  \he 
British  revenue,  and  amounted  then  to 
nearly  500,000/.  Neither  did  he  include 
the  Irish  quit  and  Crown  rents,  which,  by 
a  paper  of  the  present  Session,  No.  222, 
continuing  a  former  return,  have  averaged 
about  65,000/.,  annually,  since  the  Union. 
As  to  the  present  uncredited  payments  by 
Ireland  on  foreign  articles  imported 
through  England,  it  was  only  necessary  to 
compare  the  details  of  foreign  imports  into 
either  country,  in  this  year's  finance  ac- 
counts. On  some  articles  of  common  con- 
sumption, there  appeared  no  receipt  what- 
ever in  the  Irish  list ;  on  otiiers  a  receipt 
of  I/.,  of  5/.,  of  16/.  or  20/.,  while  the 
English  receipts  on  them  amounted  to 
many  thousands — in  some  to  hundreds  of 
thousands.  Thus  there  must  be  an  un- 
credited payment  by  Ireland  upon  such 
articles;  or,  if  that  were  contested,  and 
that  the  amount  in  the  Irish  list  was  held 
accurately  to  represent  Irish  consumption, 
then  a  most  convincing  argument  was 
furnished  of  the  utter  inability  of  Ireland 
to  bear  further  taxation,  when  she  was  so 
poor,  as  only  to  consume  those  articles  to 
the  amount  stated  in  her  lists.  Under  all 
these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think  he 
was  overstating  his  case,  in  taking  the 
aggregate  of  the  Irish  payments  uncredited 
to  have  amounted  to  an  annual  average 
during  the  twenty-five  years  of  400,000/. 
Subtracting  this  from  the  average  of  Brit- 
ish income,  and,  of  course,  adding  it  to  the 
Irish,  the  twenty-five  years*  averages  will 
sund  thus.  British  income,  49,67 1,330/L ; 
Irish  ditto,  4,930,473/. ;  united  expendi- 
ture, 53, 198,41 3/. ;  charge  of  united  debu, 
29,363,422/.  Subtracting  the  charge  of 
debts  from  the  expenditure,  we  have 
23«834,991/.  as  the  amount  of  common 
expenditure — viz.,  that  on  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  Union,  the 
amounts  of  contribution  were  to  be  calcu- 
lated in  the  ratio  of  two  to  fifteen,  or  two- 
seventeenths  for  Ireland.  Now,  first  take 
the  case,  that  England  took  off  the  bur- 
den of  the  Irish  unjust  increase  of  debt 
between  the  Union  and  1817,  there  will 
remain  1,194,000/.,  being  the  charge  of 
the  Irish  debt  at  the  Union.  Subtract 
this  from  the  amount  of  Irish  income,  and 
there  will  remain  3,736,473/.,  which  has 
gone  to  England,  and  which  will  be  found 
to  amount,  not  to  the  condemned  propor- 
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tion  of  two-ieyenteenthsy  but  to  the  far 
higher  and  more  grievooB  proportion  of 
two-twelfths  of  the  common  expenditure. 
Bat,  if  we  take  it  on  the  ground  that  Ire- 
land should  not  be  totally  absolved  from 
the  whole  amount  of  her  increase  of  debt 
from  1801  to  1817,  but  that  that  amount 
should  have  been  shared  between  the  two 
countries,  the  following  would  be  the  re- 
tolt — taking,  as  before,  the  annual  charge 
to  represent  the  debt,  for  the  sake  of  the 
convenience  of  the  calculation.  Charge 
of  the  Irish  debt  on  5tb  of  January,  1801, 
1,194,000/.;  charge  of  the  Irish  debt  on 
5th  of  January,  1817,  3,927,000/.;  being 
sn  increase  of  2,733,000/.,  or  229  per 
cent. ;  whereas,  the  charge  of  the  British 
debt  in  the  same  interval  had  only  in- 
creased from  16,600,000/.  to27,750,000/., 
or  67  per  cent.  Now,  he  would  show 
what  would  have  occurred  had  the  ar- 
rangement been  that  an  increase  equal  in 
proportion  to  the  British,  should  be  paid 
for  by  Ireland,  and  that  the  excess  of  her 
increase  above  that,  was  to  be  put  on  the 
two  countries  in  the  proportion  of  their 
rates  of  contribution  : — 

Irish  debt  charged  at  the  Union  ^1,194,000 
67  per  cent,  increase,  up  to  the 

Tesr  1817,  as  in  England     . .  799,980 

Add  2-17th8  of  the  excesss  of  in« 

crease  (viz.,  1,933,020/.}     . .  227,414 

Toul  average  for  25  years  "I        n„  «„.  ,q  . 
debt  liabilities  of  Ireland  J       ^^>^'«^>^^4 

A  deduction,  however,  is  to  be  made  as 
fdkws:— The  charge  of  the  United  debts 
m  1837  was  31,677,000/.,  and  it  is  now 
00  more  than  29,450,110/.,  showing  a 
decrease  since  1817  of  2,226,890/.  It 
would  be  only  fair  in  the  calculation  to 
give  Ireland  at  least  two- seventeenths  of 
this  reduction,  which  would  amount  to 
261,986/. ;  and  this  sum  subtracted  from 
the  debt  liabilities  of  Ireland,  would  leave 
only  1,959,408/.,  after  providing  for 
vhicfa,  the  Irish  income  would  give  still 
2)971,065/.  to  meet  her  proportion  of  the 
comiDon  expenditure.  Two-seventeenths 
of  this  common  expenditure  would  be 
2)804,116/.,  leaving  a  surplus  of  Irish 
income  over  expenditure  of  166,949/., 
^ich  surplus  is  the  one«eighth  of  the 
sorplas  of  the  united  income  over  the 
anited  expenditure  on  the  average  of  the 
tweoty.6ve  years  since  1816.  Thus,  he 
contended,  that  even  under  the  harsh  and 
stringent  arrangement  he  had  supposed,  it 
would  be  found  that,  in  reality,  the  con- 
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solidation  had  not  relieved  Ireland  from 
the  condemned  rate  of  contribution ;  while 
under  any  more  favourable  arrangement 
— such  as  that  asserted  by  the  defenders 
of  the  consolidation — namely,  that  Eng- 
land kindly  took  the  whole  burden  on  her- 
self of  the  unjust  increase  of  the  debt  of 
Ireland — it  would  be  found,  that  the  latter 
had  been  forced  to  pay  not  two-seven- 
teenths, but  two-twelfths  of  the  common 
expenditure.  Where,  then,  was  the  benefit 
of  the  consolidation  to  Ireland,  or  rather, 
where  was  not  the  injury  ?  If  in  conse- 
quence of  it  the  British  market  was  more 
freely  opened  to  the  Irish  corn  and  cattle, 
that  was  a  benefit  to  England  herself,  and 
besides,  she  took  care,  in  return,  to  get  the 
command  of  our  market  for  her  manufac- 
tures. But  an  argument  might  be  raised, 
that  as  he  had  shown  that  Ireland  since, 
1817  had  at  least  paid  the  Union  rate  of 
contribution,  which  same  rate  she  had 
been  found  unable  to  pay  before  1817, 
therefore,  that  he  had  proved  her  to  have 
increased  in  ability.  But  this  was  not  the 
case;  she  had  not  paid  that  rate  since 
because  of  greater  ability  than  before,  but 
because  the  expenditure  of  the  empire  had 
materially  diminished.  That  expenditure 
diminished  26,000,000/.  the  year  that  the 
Consolidation  Act  came  into  force,  and 
even  the  heavy  expenditure  of  the  year 
1841  was  14,000,000/.  less  than  that  of 
1817,  making  a  total  of  reduction  of  ex- 
penditure since  1816  to  the  present  time 
of  40,000,000/.  It  was  this  reduction 
which  enabled  Englsnd  to  drain  from  Ire- 
land the  full  amount  and  more  of  her 
Union  contributions  to  the  common  ex- 
penditure. But  the  expenses  of  Great 
Britain  are  on  the  increase,  and  the  Con- 
solidation Act  gives  her  the  power  of  un- 
limitedly  drawing  upon  Ireland.  The 
latter  will  be  again  rendered  bankrupt  as 
she  was  before,  and  therefore  it  was,  that 
he  thought  it  was  time  to  protest,  and 
that  Ireland  should  demand  at  least  some 
modification  of  the  Act  of  Consolidation, 
if  not  its  total  repeal,  on  the  grounds  of 
its  undeniable  illegality  and  grievous  op- 
pression to  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
quoted  the  expressions  of  the  late  Lord 
Sydenham,  in  1830,  denouncing  the  fi- 
nancial injustice  with  which  Ireland  had 
been  treated,  and  showing  that  an  increase 
of  taxation  upon  her  had  led  to  an  alarm- 
ing decrease  of  revenue,  owing  to  the  ex- 
haustion of  Ireland.  He  also  quoted  from 
the  report  of  a  finance  committee  in  1815, 
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to  thow»  that  while  the  taxation  of  Great 
Briiain  from  the  Union,  including  not 
only  permanent  taxes,  but  also  the  extra- 
ordinary and  war  taxes,  had  increased  only 
as  twenty-one  to  ten,  the  permanent  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland  had  increased  as  twenty- 
three  to  ten.  He  also  stated  some  figures 
from  a  parliamentary  return  of  the  year 
1820,  showing  the  number  of  notices  in 
the  two  or  three  preceding  years  to  the 
commissioners  of  assessed  taxes  in  Ireland, 
of  the  intention  of  persons  paying  those 
taxes,  to  give  up  the  objects  of  them,  such 
as  carriages,  horses,  servants,  &c. ;  in 
consequence  of  which  notice  the  assessed 
taies  in  Ireland  became  unproductive,  and 
were  consequently  given  up.  He  gave 
those  quotations  to  show  the  efforts  that 
had  been  made  to  tighten  the  screw  of 
taxation  in  Ireland,  and  the  result  always 
was,  to  diminish  the  receipts  of  revenue, 
and  to  impoverish  Ireland  more  than  be* 
fore,  as  would  be  found  to  be  the  case 
again  if  her  taxes  were  now  increased.  If 
she  ought  to  be  made  to  contribute  to  the 
growing  expenditure  caused  by  the  rather 
questionable  wars  into  which  Great  Bri- 
tain had  plunged,  she  ought,  at  any  rate, 
to  be  relieved  from  the  necessity  of  con- 
tributing to  the  7,000,000/.  which  went  to 
pay  the  annual  charge  of  the  British  debt, 
contracted  previous  to  the  Union,  over  and 
above  the  amount  of  separate  taxation 
which  Great  Britain  paid  for  that  purpose. 
The  making  Ireland  pay  to  that  debt  was 
utterly  unjustifiable.  Some  persons  bad 
asserted  that  if  Ireland  had  been  treated 
with  injustice,  it  had  been  compensated 
for  by  relief  of  taxation,  and  a  greater  pro- 
portion of  public  money,  in  loans  and 
grants,  than  England  had  got.  But  by  a 
return  he  had  moved  for  this  Session, 
which,  amongst  other  things,  continued  a 
former  return  relative  to  taxes  in  the  two 
countries,  he  found  that  of  the  relief 
of  taxation,  that  is,  the  gross  amount 
since  the  Union,  Great  Britain  had  got 
42,000,000/..  while  Ireland  had  got  but 
2,300,000/.  On  the  other  hand,  while  of 
taxes  imposed,  6,900,000/.  were  put  on 
Great  Britain,  Ireland  had  had  the  large 
proportion  of  900,000/.,  that  is  to  say, 
her  relief  of  taxation  was  less  than  one- 
eighteenth  part,  her  share  of  the  imposi- 
tion of  taxation  was  nearly  one-seventh. 
And  as  to  the  assessed  taxes,  which  were 
made  the  occasion  of  taunting  Irish  Mem- 
bers with  the  indulgence  they  had  received 
by    the    remission    of    them,    the    total 


amount  of  relief  given  by  their  remission 
in  Ireland,  including  a  partial  relief  some 
years  previous  to  the  total  repeal,  would 
be  found  by  those  papers  to  have  been 
about  500,000/.  or  600,000/.,  while,  in  the 
same  papers.  Great  Britain  would  be  found 
to  have  given  herself  relief  under  the  same 
beads  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of 
5,000,000/.  Then,  as  the  public  money 
spent  on  the  two  countries,  a  return  of 
the  year  1839  gave  8,000,000/.  odd, 
as  the  amount  spent  upon  Ireland,  and 
looking  through  the  finance  a  sum  should 
be  added,  which  would  give  a  total  for 
Ireland  of,  in  round  numbers,  9,000,000/. 
One  of  the  returns  he  had  moved  for  this 
year  was  similarly  worded  by  him  as  the 
return  of  1839,  and  was  for  a  parallel 
amount  for  Great  Britain,  and  it  gave  an 
amount  of  15,600,000/.,  notwithstanding 
some  unexplained  omissions  that  he  would 
not  now  delay  to  discuss.  Again,  it  had 
been  said  that  Ireland  never  repaid  a 
loan  of  public  money;  but  the  finance  ac- 
counts of  the  present  year  would  show 
that  she  has  repaid  more  than  5,000,000/., 
whereas  Great  Britain  has  repaid  only  a 
little  more  than  3,000,000/.  And  money 
advanced  to  Irelaad  bore  interest  at  5  per 
cent.,  though  obtained  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  3  per  cenL,  which  was  not  the 
case  in  Great  Britain,  where  the  per  cent- 
age  was  seldom  above  4,  and  several 
advances  bore  no  interest  at  all,  such  as, 
among  others,  the  250,000/.  advanced  to 
the  projectors  of  the  Thames  Tunnel.  In 
fact,  Ireland  had  got  nothing  to  compen- 
sate her  for  the  drains,  direct  and  indi- 
rect, that  were  made  from  her.  The 
papers  he  had  so  often  mentioned  showed, 
upon  an  account  of  the  remittances  of 
moneys  from  the  Irish  Exchequer  to  the 
British,  and  vice  versa,  there  had,  on  the 
whole  amount  since  the  Union,  been  an 
excess  of  Irish  remittances  of  no  less  than 
25,000,000/.  Then  there  was  the  loss  by 
diminished  expenditure  of  public  offices, 
owing  to  their  being  removed  to  England. 
Ireland  lost  the  amount  of  their  expendi- 
ture, which,  in  her  anomalous  and  wretched 
condition,  was  of  importance  to  her ;  and 
if  any  reduction  of  the  imperial  expendi- 
ture were  efiected  in  consequence,  the 
benefit  of  the  economy  was  spread  over 
the  three  countries,  while  the  loss  was  to 
Ireland  alone.  Then  came  the  enormous 
absentee  drain,  nearly  4,000,000/.,  de- 
stroying much  of  what  benefit  Ireland 
could  otherwise  expect  from  her  provision 
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and  eattle  exports,  ai  the  money  the  latter 
produced  went  away  for  the  greater  pare 
into  the  pocketi  of  landlorda  living  abroad. 
It  was  ridiculous  to  institute  a  comparison 
betifcen  the  contributions  of  Great  Britahi 
and  Irdand.    One  was  a  rich,  the  other  a 
poor  country.    Great  Britain  had  various 
mannfactares— Ireland  but  one,  and  that 
filling.     There  was  a  bitter  complaint  the 
other  day  that  agricultural  wages    had 
Men  in  some  English  counties  to  7s.  or 
81.  a  week.    Bnt  the  average  of  agricul- 
tural wages  in  Ireland  was  not  6s.     Again, 
out  of   the    53,000,000/.,    making    the 
amount  of  the  united  income  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  last  year,  Ireland  paid 
equa)    rates    on    articles  that   produced 
44,000,000/.,  and  yet  the  produce  credited 
sod  uncredited  was  but  one-eleventh  of 
that  amount.     Was  not  that  a  sign  of 
poferty  in  a  people  who  are  one-third  of 
the   population    of   the    empire?      But 
the   right  hon.    Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
had  himself  admitted  this  poverty,  when 
he  confessed    that    an    Income-tai    in 
Ireland  would  not  pay  the  expenses  of 
collection.      The  hon.  Member  read  an 
extract  from  the  works  of  Mr.  Ricardo, 
ihowing   that   the    ability    of   England 
to  bear  taxation  bad  increased  faster  even 
than  her  taxation,  and  be  asked  bow  could 
this  be  shown  in  Ireland.    He  rfl^d  from 
the  r^ilwav  report  a  return  of  the  decrease 
in  the  period  from  IS^5  to  1835,  in  the 
Iriih  import  of  cotton  manufactures  and 
yarn,  01  sugar,  and  various  other  impgr* 
tint  articlesy  and  also  a  deerease  of  Irish 
exports  of  value;  and  contended  that, 
although   in  consequence  of  no  returns 
being  kept  at   the   Custom-hous^  since 
1826  of   the   cross-channel    trade^  Mr. 
Drummood  had  been  obliged  to  get  his 
•tatements  as  to  that  trade  fromin^frested 
parties,  and  that,  therefore,  muoh  reliance 
eoold  not  be  placed  upon  their  accounts 
of  prosperity,  yet  their  accounts  of  adver- 
sity and  diminution  were  much  less  sus- 
piciousy  as  no  trader  would  willinglv  un- 
dertake his  dealings.    He  also  reaci  Mr. 
Willan's  evidence  as  to  the  decline  of  the 
vooUeo  trade,  and  various  extracts  from 
the  hand'loom  weavers'  report  showing 
the  decKoe,  or  annihilation  of  nearly  all 
manufactures  in  Ireland.  The  linen  trade 
was  nearly  the  only  one  left  to  Ireland, 
and  even  that  was  much  declining.     At  a 
meeting  in  Belfast  last  autumn,  it  was 
declared  thai  the  linen  manufacturers  had 
lost  300,000/.  by  the  20  per  cent,  increase 


of  duty  on  import  into  Prance,  and  the 
recent  French  ordinances  would  complete 
the  ruin.  But  even  if  the  linen  trade 
flourished,  one  trade  and  the  prosperity  of 
one  town  would  be  bad  proofs  of  the 
prosperity  of  a  nation.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  urging  the  Government  not 
to  cripple  Ireland  against  the  day  of  any 
real  emergency  of  the  empire. 

Mr.  Brotherton  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  persist  in 
tliat  motion,  but  suffer  the  debate  to  be 
brought  to  a  close  at  once.  The  object 
of  going  into  committee  was  not  to  add 
anything  to  the  burdens  of  the  people,  but 
Ofi  the  contrary  to  relieve  them,  by  altera- 
tions in  the  stage-coach  duties,  the  rail- 
road duties,  and  the  stamp  duties.  The 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech  un- 
doubtedly deserved  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  Parliament, 

Amendment  negatived. 

House  in  committee.  Resolutions  re- 
lative to  reducing  the  duties  on  stage- 
cpaches,  and  assimilating  the  stamps  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  were  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

House  adjourned  at  two  o'clock, 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  July  15,  1842, 

Mivwsib]    BU.U.     FtMle^l*'  loetariartiaa  Jiuitdie- 
•tioD)  ChelMii  HoipitBl;  MiUtary  SstUiif  Bankfj  MiUtU 
BftOot. 

«••  Ntw  South  WalMi  Proteedoo  to  bar  M^eity^ 
PenoB* 

CommitUd,''U\ne»  and  CoUiertei;  Dean  Fovait  Bode* 
liaatioal  Dictridit  ProtecUoo  to  her  Mi^efty^  Pefson. 
Jlcporled.— RaUwayii  CharitaUa  Pawn  Offloaa  (Itdand). 
3*-  and  paiied:— Right  of  VoUag  (Dublin  Unlvmity)i 
British  PoaeMioni  Abroad ;  Protection  to  her  Mi^caty'k 
Penon. 

PHvolf.— IkporMiL^^Widdow  Haitouri  Oambudang 
and  Ifuirkirh  Roadai  LiTerpool  and  ManahaHar  RaU- 
way. 

PxTiTioNa  Prbbihtbd.  J^rom  Ouavdiana  of  the  Poor, 
Penkfidge  Haigh  Moor  CoUery,  ftom  the  Pariih  of 
Dean,  against  parte  of  the  Minea  and  CoUieriea  Bill. 
—From  the  Inhabitants  of  WeatminsteTf  in  Favour  of  the 
BilL— From  KUgarilfe,  Deaart,  and  several  other  plaeea 
in  laatand*  for  tbe  Eneouragemant  of  Sduxds  in  oonaeo- 
tion  wiUi  Uie  Established  Cbureh, 

Protection  of  Her  Majesty's  Per- 
son.] Tbe  Lord  Chancellor,  in  rising  to 
more  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  better  Security 
and  Protection  of  her  Majesty's  Person, 
said,  he  need  hardlv  remind  their  Lord* 
ships  that  this  bill  had  been  sent  up  to 
them  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  and  when  brought  up  here 
yesterday,  it  had  been  met  by  their  Lord- 
G  2 
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ships  iQ  the  same  feelings,  which  he  was 
sure  were  also  those  of  the  whole  country. 
All  were  united  in  an  anxious  wish  to 
give  more  effective  security  to  her  Majesty's 
person.  Unfortunately,  experience  had 
shewn  that  such  a  bill  as  this  had  become 
necessary;  and  it  was  therefore  the  duty 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  submit  it  for 
the  consideration  of  Parliament.  The  bill 
had  two  objects :  the  first  was, 

<'To  extend  the  pro?isioD8  of  the  act  of 
39th  and  40th  of  Geo.  3rd,  which  was '  An 
Act  to  regulate  Trials  for  High  Treason  and 
Misprision  of  Treason  in  certain  cases,'  to 
all  cases  of  high  treason,  in  compassing  or 
imagining  the  death  or  destruction  of  the 
Queen,  or  in  compassing  or  imagining  any 
bodily  harm  tending  to  the  death  or  destruc- 
tiouy  maiming  or  wounding  of  the  Qoeen«  and 
of  misprision  of  such  treason,  when  the  overt 
act  or  overt  acts  of  such  treason  alleged  in  the 
indictment  shall  be  any  attempt  to  injure  in 
any  manner  whatsoever  the  person  of  the 
Queen." 

Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  by  the 
ancient  statute,  the  25th  of  Edward  drd, 
compassing  the  death  of  the  Sovereign  was 
made  high  treason ;  but  such  compassing 
must  be  accompanied  by  some  overt  act, 
such  as  a  direct  attempt  on  the  life  of  the 
Sovereign.  That  continued  to  be  the  law 
until  the  SSth  of  George  Srd,  when  any 
attempt  to  maim  or  wound  the  Sovereign 
or  do  him  bodily  harm  was  declared 
to  be  high  treason.  Their  Lordships 
were  aware  that  in  the  reign  of  William 
Srd,  an  act  passed  for  regulating  trials 
for  high  treason.  This  act,  which  had 
become  necessarv  in  consequence  of  the 
arbitrary  proceedings  of  the  two  previous 
reigns,  enacted  certain  forms  which  were 
to  be  observed  on  trials  for  high  treason 
such  as,  giving  to  the  accused  lists  of 
jurors  and  witnesses  and  copies  of  the 
indictment  so  many  daye  previously  to 
the  trial.  Experience  had  shown  the  wis- 
dom of  those  enactments,  and  everybody 
felt  that  they  were  a  necessary  protection 
against  the  power  of  the  Crown.  There 
were  however  certain  cases  in  which  the 
treason  consisted  of  an  attack  on  the  person 
of  the  Sovereign,  in  which  it  was  equally 
felt  they  ought  not  to  apply;  and  soon 
after  the  attack  on  his  late  Majesty  George 
3rd  by  Hatfield,  an  act  was  passed  taking 
away  the  necessitv  for  all  those  forms  in 
cases  where  the  offence  charged  consisted 
in  compassing  the  death  of  the  King  by 
attempting  to  wound  him,  or  to  do  htm 
some  bodily  harm.  One  object,  as  he  had 
observed,  of  the  present  bill  was,  to  extend 


the  provisions  of  the  36th  of  George  Srd,  not 
only  to  cases  of  compassing  the  death  of 
the  Queen  by  attempting  her  life,  but  also 
to  cases  where  the  attempt  was  only  to 
wound  or  do  some  bodilv  harm.  But  there 
were,  as  their  Lordships  knew,  and  as 
recent  circumstances  had  shown,  cases 
which  did  not  amount  to  high  treason,  but 
against  which  it  had  become  necessary  to 
protect  her  Majesty's  person ;  and  it  was 
an  object  of  this  bill  to  provide  against 
such  attempts  remedies  similar  to  those 
which  would  be  resorted  to  in  cases  of 
attack  on  the  person  of  a  subject.  Their 
Lordships  did  not  require  to  be  told  that 
the  security  of  the  person  of  the  Sovereign 
was  of  much  more  importance  than  that  of 
any  other  person  in  the  country,  and  the 
more  so  on  account  of  being  more  exposed 
as  a  female  Sovereign,  and  that  attacks 
in  her  case  might  lead  to  consequences  the 
most  disastrous,  which  it  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  detail  ;  but^  notwithstanding 
these  risks,  her  Majesty,  as  the  law  now 
stood,  was  not  more  protected  than  any  one 
of  her  subjects.  The  bill  now  before  their 
Lordships  had  for  its  object  to  provide  for 
cases  of  attack — not  alone  of  violence  not 
tending  to  the  death,  or  maiming,  or 
wounding  of  her  Majesty,  but  also  to  cases 
bv  which  she  might  be  frightened  or 
alarmed  by  the  wilful  acts  of  any  person 
or  persons : — thus  it  enacted, 

"  That  if  any  person  shall  wilfully  discharge 
or  attempt  to  discharge,  or  point,  aim,  or  pre- 
sent  at  or  near  to  the  person  of  the  Queen, 
any  gun,  pistol,  or  any  other  description  of 
fire-arms,  or  of  other  arms  whatsoever,  although 
the  same  shall  not  contain  any  explosive  or 
destructive  material,  or  shall  discharge  or  cause 
to  be  discharged  any  explosive  substance  or 
material  near  to  the  person  of  the  Queen ;  or 
if  any  person  shall  wilfully  strike  or  strike  at, 
or  attempt  to  strike  or  to  strike  at,  the  person 
of  the  Queen,  with  any  ofiiensive  weapon,  or 
in  any  other  manner  whatsoever;  or  if  any 
person  shall  wilfully  throw  or  attempt  to 
throw  any  substance,  matter,  or  thing  what- 
soever, at  or  upon  the  person  of  the  Queen, 
with  intent  in  any  of  the  cases  aforesaid 
to  injure  the  person  of  the  Queen,  or  with 
intent  in  any  of  the  cases  aforesaid  to  break 
the  public  peace,  or  with  intent  in  any 
of  the  cases  aforesaid  to  create  alarm  to  her 
Majesty ;  every  such  person  so  offending  shall 
be  guilty  of  a  high  misdemeanour,  and,  being 
convicted  thereof  in  due  course  of  law,  shall 
be  liable,  at  the  discretion  of  the  court  before 
which  the  said  person  shall  he  so  convicted,  to 
be  transported  beyond  the  seas  for  any  period 
not  exceeding  seven  years,  or  to  be  imprisoned 
with  or  without  hard  labour  for  any  period  not 
exceeding  three  years,  and  during  the  period 
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of  such  imprisonment  to  be  publicly  or  pri- 
vately whipped,  as  often  and  in  such  manner 
and  form  as  the  said  court  shall  order  and 
direct,  not  exceeding  thrice/' 

Haying  thus  stated  the  objects  of  the 
hillj  he  did  not  feel  that  he  need  say  any 
more,  for  he  was  sure  that  the  loyalty  and 
seal  of  their  Lordships  would  auticipate 
him  in  erery thing  be  could  urge  further ; 
snd|  satisfied  that  their  Lordships  would 
gire  their  sincere  and  cordial  concurrence, 
be  would  now  move  that  the  bill  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  that  after  the 
statement  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
whidi,  though  short,  was  amply  sufficient 
to  show  the  grounds  for  this  bill;  and 
knowing  what  was  felt  by  their  Lordships, 
by  the  other  House,  and  by  the  whole 
OHintry,  it  was  almost  superfluous  for  him 
to  say  that  he  gave  his  hearty  concurrence 
to  the  measure.     It  was  impossible  to  ap- 
prehend that  there  could  be  in  any  quarter 
a  difference  of  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  life  of  the  Sovereign  was  unquestion- 
ibly  the  most  precious,  the  most  valuable 
life  in  the  community.     It  was  the  life 
which  was  of  most  consequence  to  all,  and 
the  sudden  interruption  of  which  roust 
produce  the  greatest  calamities  and  disas- 
ters.   It  was,  he  was  afraid,  not  only  the 
most  valuable,  but  the  most  exposed  to 
danger.    It  was  exposed  in  the  natural 
coarse  of  human  events  to  dangers;  and, 
unibrtunatelv,     recent     experience    had 
proved  that  it  was  to  dangers  from  other 
causes  which  seem  unintelligible,  and  in- 
onnprehensible,  but  which  they  knew  to 
exist.    Under  such  circumstances,  it  was 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  cat  round  that 
Hfe  every  protection  which  could  be  given, 
without  reference  to  the  particular  circum- 
stances of  the  cases,  as  to  the  age  or  sex 
of  the  present  Sovereign.     The  protection 
which  this  bill  would  give,  was  due  to  any 
Sovereign,  and  he  entirely  concurred  in 
the  motion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
Lord  CoUenham  did  not  rise  to  offer  any 
objection  to  the  biU,  but  he  was  anxious 
to  guard  as  far  as  possible  against  its  being 
iofened  that  certain  acts  which  were  overt 
icts  of  high    treason    were    not  to  be 
punished  with  any  greater  severity  than 
those  other  acts  mentioned  in  the  second 
<^snse,  and  which  not  being  overt  acts  of 
tfttson  were  to  be  punished  only  as  high 
mifldemeanours.    The  public  should  know 
that  this  bill  did  not  take  away  any  pro- 
tection which   the   law   had    heretofore 
Dvown  around  the  person  of  the  Sovexeign^ 


but  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  adding 
to  it  by  punishing  with  ^ue  severity  per- 
sons guilty  of  minor  offences  against  the 
Sovereign's  Person.  He  would  have  it 
clearly  understood  that  this  bill  did  not 
alter  the  law  of  high  treason. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  it  was 
not  the  object  or  intention  of  the  bill  to 
alter  the  law  of  high  treason.  It  would 
leave  that  law  just  as  it  was,  but  it  would 
decree  a  more  severe  punishment  against 
the  minor  offence. 

Lord  Brougham  fully  concurred  in  the 
object  of  the  bill  and  in  the  remarks  of 
those  noble  Friends  who  had  preceded  him 
— subject  to  an  observation  on  one  remark 
that  had  fallen  from  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Cottenham).  He  was  not 
friendly  to  general  alterations  of  the  law 
to  meet  particular  emergencies,  because  in 
such  alterations  the  principle  of  the  law 
was  apt  to  be  lost  sight  of.  He  was  also 
opposed  to  alterations  which  made  criminal 
laws  more  severe ;  but  he  did  not  see  that 
either  of  those  objections  could  be  fairly 
urged  to  this  bill.  It  did  not  make  the 
law  more  severe,  nor  did  it  in  any  way 
abridge  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  sub-* 
ject,  nor  did  he  see  that  it  tended  to  intro- 
duce unsound  principles  of  legislation. 
They  found  that  certain  acts  were  done 
which,  as  had  been  truly  observed  by  his 
noble  Friend,  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Melbourne)  near  him,  it  was  difficult,  if 
not  impossible,  to  account  for,  and  which 
partook  in  some  degree  of  a  mysterious 
character — they  saw  that  such  acts  were 
calculated  to  alarm  the  Sovereign,  and, 
through  her,  all  the  subjects  of  the  realm  ; 
and  they  were  fully  justified  in  taking 
such  measures  as  would  be  most  likely  to 
prevent  a  repetition  of  such  acts.  He 
agreed  with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
that  it  could  not  be  too  clearly  understood 
that  it  was  not  an  object  of  the  bill  to 
alter  the  law  relating  to  high  treason,  or 
misprision  of  treason,  and  to  prevent  any 
doubt  on  the  subject,  he  would  suggest  a 
proviso  to  the  effect  that  nothing  in  the 
act  should  extend  or  be  construed  to  ex- 
tend to  any  alteration  of  any  of  the  pro« 
visions  made  by  law  relating  to  high  trea- 
son or  misprision  of  treason.  He  cordially 
joined  with  noble  Lords  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  in  the  strong  interest  they  felt, 
not  only  in  the  life,  but  in  the  safety,  com- 
fort, and  personal  ease  of  the  Sovereign. 
If  their  Lordships  would  look  to  the  other 
side  of  the  Channel,  they  would  see,  in  the 
severe  and  melancholy  calamity  which  had 
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jutt  befkllen  their  oeighboura  (the  sudden 
deftth  of  the  Duke  of  Orleans)  an  iilustra« 
tion  of  the  sympathy  felt  by  a  whole  peo^ 
pie  in  the  sufferings  of  their  Sovereigns- 
sufferings  in  which,  he  would  ?enture  to 
say,  every  human  being  in  these  kingdoms 
would  sincerely  sympathise,  as  well  with 
the  people  as  with  the  Royal  family  of 
France. 

Bill  read  a  seoond  time. 

On  the  motion  of  the  Duke  of  Welling^ 
ton,  the  Standing  Orders  were  suspended 
and  the  bill  committed. 

In  committee.  Lord  Brougham's  sugges- 
tion was  engrafted  in  the  bill. 

Lord  Campbell  proposed  a  clause  the 
object  of  which  was  to  make  the  poesession 
of  any  gun,  pistol,  or  explosive  or  other 
weapon,  near  the  person  ot  the  Sovereign, 
with  intent  to  Ufe  them  to  cause  her  hurt^ 
fright,  or  alarm,  a  high  misdemeanour, 
even  thouffh  such  gun,  pistol^  &c.,  should 
not  be  produced. 

The  Jjord  Chancellor  said,  the  amend* 
ment  was  quite  within  the  scope  of  the 
bill,  and  he  would  not  object  to  it. 

Amendment  adopted. 

The  bill  passed  tnrough  committee,  was 
reported  with  amendments,  and  read  a 
third  time. 

On  the  question  that  the  bill  do  pass* 

The  Duke  of  WelUngUm  said,  he  oould 
not  but  congratulate  their  Lordships  on 
the  unanimity  with  which  they  had 
brought  this  bill  to  the  present,  its  last 
stage,-*-an  unanimity  which  he  was  con- 
vinced would  give  the  greatest  satisfaction 
not  only  in  the  highest  quarter^  but 
throughout  the  whole  of  Great  Britain. 
He  could  not  avoid  expressing  in  this  place 
his  entire  concurrence  in  the  few  words 
that  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  op» 
posite  (liord  Brougham)  on  the  subfect  of 
a  most  lamentable  event  that  had  occurred 
in  another  country.  He  was  oonrinoed 
that  all  their  Lordships  would  concur  with 
him  in  expressing  deep  concern  and  grief 
at  that  fatel  occurrence. 

Bill  passed. 

Education  (Ibeland).]  Lord  Carbery 
presented  a  petition  from  St.  Nicholas,  in 
the  city  of  Cork^  for  the  encouragement 
of  schools  in  connection  with  the  church  of 
Ireland.  He  considered  the  present  sys- 
tem of  National  Bducation  to  be  defectire 
and  erroneous,  and  would  be  glad  to  see 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  receive  their 
Loraships  approbation  and  support. 

The  Earl  of  aancarijf  would  take  ad- 


vantage of  the  presentation  of  those  peti- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord  to  draw  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  seventh  report 
of  the    Commissioners  of  Education,  in 
which,  after  stating  that  they  had  estab- 
lished a  mod6l  farm  at  Glasniyeii,  the? 
declared  that  no  assistance  would  be  af* 
forded  to  any  institutions,  in  the  way  ^ 
agricultural  instruction,  unless  they  were 
in  connection  with  some  elementary  na- 
tional school.     If  that  rule  were  acted  on. 
many  persons  in  Ireland  wouM  be  defnrirra 
of  the  benefit  of  the  model  fam.    He  8p« 
proved  of  the  institution  of  the  model  farm, 
but  he  did  not  approve  of  the  benefit  being 
confined  to  institutions  connected  with  the 
national  schools.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  ought  to  have 
the  monopoly  of  the  Pariiamentary  grant, 
and  he  considered  the  granting  of  publie 
money  for  the  purpose  of  instruction  in  hus« 
bendry  and  agriculture,  was  an  invasion  of 
the  prorinoe  of  the  Royal  Dublin  Society, 
which  was  incorporated  for  the  spedfie 
purpose  of  promoting  instruction  in  arts, 
agriculture,  and  manutactures.    He  hoped 
their  Lord^ips  would  not  allow  the  thirst 
for  agricultural  education,  which  uow  pre* 
vailed,  to  be  made  a  means  of  forcing  on 
the  people  any  particular  system  of  reK* 
gious  or  literary  education.    The  present 
^stera  had  not  been  successful,  it  had  not 
given  satisfaction  to  either  Roman  Catho- 
lics or  Protestants.    He  therefore,  hoped 
that  if  the  PtHkiment  chose  to  grant  any 
additional  sum  (br  the  Education  of  tiie 
Irish  poor,  it  would  be  on  a  srsteni  mofe 
liberal  and  extended  than  the  present, 
which  placed  the  Established  Church  in 
the  position  of  a  dissenting  body. 

J..ord  Cloncurry  had  objected  to  the 
Kiklare-street  society,  because  the  system 
on  which  its  schools  were  conducted  was 
objectionable  to  the  feelings  of  the  Roman 
Catholics.  He  approved  of  the  present 
system  of  National  Education  in  Ireland, 
and  he  must  remind  the  House  that  this 
country  owed  a  great  debt  of  Education 
to  Ireland ;  for  durinff  the  space  of  a  cen- 
tury it  made  it  capital  fir  any  priest  or 
pastor  to  teach  their  Roman  Catholic  felknr- 
countrymen.  He  said,  that  the  Church  of 
Irelana,  which  had  done  nothing  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  people  ought  not  now 
to  come  forward  and  take  away  a  portkm 
of  the  small  grant,  whidi  was  applied  for 
that  purpose. 

Lord  M&Hieagk  said,  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  of  Clancarty)  he  had 
divided  the  subfect  into  two  ^piestions; 
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the  question  of  the  agricultural  schools  and 
the  national  school.  Nothing  was  more 
important  than  an  agricultural  education 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  was  sure 
that  the  GoFernroent,  in  introducing  that 
education,  would  endeavour  to  do  so  in  the 
most  practicable  manner  possible.  If  their 
national  schools  required  alteration  in 
principle,  which  he  did  not  believe,  let 
them  alter  the  principle  ^  but  if  they  set 
up  Protestant  scnools  in  Ireland,  be  would 
say  that  they  would  render  every  National 
School  now  established  a  distinct  Roman 
Cath6lic  school.  When  Sir  Robert  Peel 
was  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  recom- 
mended tbe  necessity  of  bringing  together 
aH  classes  of  the  community  in  one  com- 
mon sdiooL  Blany  of  the  noble  Lords 
who  were  in  favour  of  this  double  educa- 
tion, complained  of  the  College  of  May- 
nooth  ;  but  what  would  they  say  if  every 
one  of  the  schools  now  in  existence  should 
become  a  little  Maynooth?  He  was 
Birongly  of  opinion  that  no  grant  should 
be  aflowed  towards  the  establishment  of 
schools  in  eaclnsive  connection  with  the 
Church,  as  the  present  National  Schools 
were  open  alike  to  Protestants  and  Ca- 
tbobcs. 

The  Archbishop  of  Armagh  said,  that 
the  nalional  system  was  protested  against 
by  ssvmteen  of  the  prelates  of  the  Irish 
Chnrch,   not  from  any   political    causes, 
hot  bcaiuie  they  thought    that  it  was 
founded  on  the  principle  of  excluding  the 
mdittg  of  the  Scriptures  horn  the  schools, 
and  Uwt  was  a  principle  to  which  no  Pro- 
teataot  clergyman  could  agree.    The  prac- 
tical result  of  the  system  was  that  in  these 
scbsols  there  was  an  actual  exclusion  of 
Protestants.     He  might  mention  that  in 
the  five  schools  which  were  in  the  town  of 
Drogheda,  there  was  not  a  single  Protes- 
tant at  any  one  of  them.     Now,  he  must 
be  permitted  to  ask,  was  that  a  fair  system 
of  education  ?     What  had  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  done  that  they  were  to  be  ex- 
cloded  in  this  manner  from  the  benefit  of 
the  grant  ?      There    were,    at    present, 
70,000  children  in  the  Kildare-street  So- 
ciety Schools,  and  20,000  of  these  were 
Roman  Catholics,  and  their  parents  did 
not  object  to  their  reading  the  Scriptures. 
He,  therefore,  must  express  his  hope  that 
Booie  change  would  be  made  in  the  system. 
The  Earl  of  Wicklom  said,  that  the  sys. 
teiD  was  now  completely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Roman  Catholics,  and  that  being  the 
eve,  it  was  the  duty  of  their  Lordships 
ud  of  Parliament  to  oonnderf  now  that 


there  was  no  prospect  of  that  united  edu- 
cation which  was  so  much  desired,  whether 
they  would  allow  the  present  system  to 
continue.  He  considered^  that  modifica'- 
tions  might  be  made  in  it  if  the  Roman 
Catholics  would  divest  themselves  of  their 
hostility  to  the  Protestants.  He  hoped, 
the  Government  would  give  some  atten- 
tion to  the  numerous  petitions  which  had 
been  presented  to  Parliament  in  favour  of 
some  grant  to  the  Church  Education  So- 
ciety. He  hoped,  that  the  Protestant 
Legislature  of  this  country  would  in  some 
degree  sanction  that  religion  in  Ireland. 
He  had  always  voted  for  the  removal  of 
the  Catholic  disabilities;  and  still  this 
was  a  Protestant  Legislature,  and  he  hoped 
that  some  porUon  of  the  grant  would  be 
applied  to  Protestant  purposes.  As  he 
was  persuaded  that  the  system  was  not 
ofiecting  the  object  which  its  originators 
had  in  view, — namely^  an  united  educa- 
tion of  the  Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic 
children  of  Ireland,  he  certainly  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  support  anv  proposition 
which  might  be  made  for  giving  a  certain 
sum  for  the  support  of  the  Church  Educa- 
tion Society. 

The  Bisoop  of  Norwich  only  wished  to 
say  one  word  in  answer  to  an  observation 
wnich  had  fallen  from  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late. The  most  rev.  Prelate  stated  the 
national  system  of  education  in  Ireland 
was  one  from  which  the  reading  of  the 
Scriptures  was  excluded,  and  that  no  Pro- 
testant clergyman  would  support  such  a 
system.  He  (the  Bishop  of  Norwich) 
thought,  that  there  was  a  fallacy  in  that, 
for  he  maintained  that  as  large  a  portion 
of  the  Scriptures  was  introduced  into  the 
Irish  schools,  as  was  introduced  into  any 
national  schools  in  this  country  which  he 
had  visited,  and  he  maintained  that  the 
selections  used  in  those  Irish  schools  con- 
tained every  fundamental  doctrine  of  Chris- 
tianity—  nay,  more,  every  fundamental 
doctrine  of  the  Church  of  England.  This 
he  maintained,  and  so  far  from  the  board 
of  education  in  Ireland  having  any  dispo- 
sition to  exclude  the  Bible,  if  their  Lord- 
ships would  have  the  goodness  to  read 
the  preface  to  those  selections^  they  would 
see  that  they  urged  upon  the  teachers  and 
the  children  to  consider  the  selections  of 
these  portions  of  Scripture  as  merely  in- 
troductory to  the  Scriptures,  and  that 
they  recommended  them  to  read  the  Bible 
from  beginning  to  end. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 
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New  South  Wales.]  The  Duke  of 
Buccleuch  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  New  South  Wales  Bill. 

^  Lord  Montca^le  cordially  supported  the 
bill^  which  he  said  would  be  attended  with 
the  most  useful  results,  and  he  congratu- 
lated both  the  colony  of  New  South  Wales 
and  their  Lordships  on  its  introduction. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Adjourned. 


■*>»**  *<x#  <**^ 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  Jtdy  \S,\%A2. 

Mmoml    Bills.    P11M&— !••   Bait  India  BUhopi. 
r  •  KlaeUoii  PelltloiM  TriaL 
8**  aiidpaiMdt— TfliUmoay  Pfrpetuatii^ 
Privslfc— RqMrMd.«-Earl  of  Deron'f  Eitataw 

PsriTfoiia  Pkbmiitso.  By  Sir  If.  Wood,  from  the  Ward 
of  AldfMa,  Spa  Fkkb,  and  Broad  Strait.  Loodoa.  tor  the 
RedamptioD  of  tha  ToOi  on  Waterloo  and  the  other 
MetropUtaa  Brldsea.— By  Mr.  M.  Giteoo.  from  Man- 
dieiter*  for  an  Inquiry  Into  the  oame  of  the  Dtotfeaed 
elate  of  the  ShopkeqwrB  of  Manchceter.*  By  Mr. 
Plumptre,  ftom  Upptngtoo,  Preitoa,  Wing,  and  UanS- 
hai^,  agalnit  any  ftirther  Giant  to  Maynooch  CoUege. 
— Fram  Padiham,  Oldham,  and  Whitdnarch  (Salop)  for 
Inquiry  Into  the  coune  of  Inatructkm  punued  at  May- 
nooth  Coikga^— By  Mr.  Lahouehere.  fkom  DusAml.  for 
the  Safartltutlon  of  AArmatkni  In  Uen  of  Oathi.— From 
the  Wigtoo  and  Honham  Ualom,  i«BfaMt  the  fHior-law 
Amendment  BUL-^From  Taunton,  te  the  Appointment 
of  a  Medical  Commlalon.— From  the  Uneobi  end  Lin- 
colnshire Mechanics  InedtuUon,  9sk  Exemption  from 
Ralei  and  Tazeb— By  Sir  Howard  Douglaa,  from  Liver- 
pool and  Ballyihannon,  aplnet  the  Tobaoeo  Regulatlont 
BilL— From  the  Miyiateatei  of  the  Quarter  S— low  at 
Beodes.  praying  that  Ownan  Inalaad  of  OccupMn  of 
Sknall  Tcnamenii  may  he  latad. 

Cement-Stoke^Tiie  Tariff.]  Mr. 
Lubauchefe  begged  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
of  the  question  which  he  had  formerly  pat 
on  the  subject  of  the  duty  imposed  by  the 
new  tariff  on  the  exportation  of  Cement- 
stone.  He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  to 
adhere  to  that  duty  ?  If  it  were  carried 
into  effect,  the  impost  would  entirely 
destroy  a  trade  which  employed  a  great 
nomber  of  industrious  persons.  He  asked, 
then,  whether  the  right  hon.  GentlemaD 
was  prepared  to  take  any  measure  for  re- 
rooting  the  grievance  complained  of?  And 
further*  he  wished  to  know  whetherp  if  it 
were  deemed  expedient  to  remove  the 
duty  on  Cement-stone,  he  would  not  take 
care  that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  should 
adopt  such  measures  as  would  prevent  this 
trade  from  suffering  any  interruption  until 
the  alteration  was  effected  ? 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  the  attention  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  wu  called  to  this 
subject  at  a  lata  period.  The  proposal  for 
^•^log  a  duty  on  Uemcot-itooe  wu  priat^ 


and  lav  before  the  House  for  three  months, 
from  the  1 1th  of  April  until  July,  witboat 
attracting  the  notice  of  the  persons  con- 
nected with  that  part  of  the  country  where 
the  trade  was  carried  on.     He  mentioned 
this,  because  it  would  afford  a  jusli6catioQ 
for  an  unwillingness,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  re-open  a  question  con- 
nected with  duties  after  the  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons.    However,  after  the 
tsriff  had  passed,  it  was  stated  that  the 
duty  on  the  exportation  of  Cement-stone 
would  have  the  effect  of  destroying  that 
trade  altogether;   and,  therefore,  an  in- 
quiry was  set  on  foot  to  ascertain  the  facts 
of  the  case.    It  would  be  here  proper  for 
him  to  atate  the  grounds  00  which  the 
duty  was  originally  proposed.    The  rea- 
son was,  because  strong  representations 
had  been  made  to  the  Government  by 
persons  connected  with  the  manufacture 
of  cement  in  this  country,  to  the  effect, 
that  if  the  exportation  were  not  checked, 
the  material  of  which  cement  was  com- 
posed was  likely  to  be  exhausted.     It  was 
alleged  that  the  public  works  in  this  coun- 
try required  a  great  deal  of  cement,  and 
that  if  the  exportation  of  Cement-stone 
continued  to  a  great  extent,  the  material 
would,  after  the  lapse  of  a  few  years,  dis- 
sppear  from  our  coasts  altogether.     He 
believed  that  the  representations  made  by 
these  parties,  as  to  the  probable  disap- 
pearance of  the  material,  were  bomd  fide 
representations.    But  they  had  deemed  it 
necessary  to  make  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  after  hearing  the  statements  of 
the  different  parties,  after  investigating 
the  whole  case,  they  had  come   to  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  no  likelihood, 
within  any  assignable  period,  of  the  ex- 
haustion of  this  material.  Thev,  therefore, 
thought  that  the  duty  impoted  on  the  ex- 
portation of  Cement-stooe,  resting  as  it 
did  on  this  mistaken  ground,  ought  not  to 
he  persisted  in ;  and  he  should  propose  to 
the  House  to  repeal  that  duty.    He  be« 
lieved  that,  if  the  duty  were  cootbued,  it 
would  have  the  effect  during  the  snmner 
months  of  depriving   500  or  600  men 
belonging  to  the  hard-working  and  indus- 
trious class  of  employment.    It  was  nro- 
Kr,  therefore,  that  it  shouU  be  repesied. 
e  next  point  to  be  considered  was,  how 
this  object  was  to  be  carried  into  eflhd  f 
It  would  be  extremely  inconvenient  to 
introduce  a  bill  for  this  porpoee  alone. 
Ctrcnmstances,  however,   rendered   that 
cottcw  nnneffwary;  for,  ia  coateqiWDCO 
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of  a  printer's  error,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  iotrodace  an  amended  bill  with  refer- 
ence to  the  castoros'  duties.  The  matter 
stood  thus : — In  the  timber  schedule^  after 
the  resolutions  had  passed  the  committee, 
and  when  the  bill  was  printed  from  the 
manuscript  of  the  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee^  it  appeared  that  '*  1842"  was  in- 
serted instead  of  <M843;*'  that  error 
passed  from  the  reprint  of  the  bill  to  the 
engrossed  bill,  and  was  now  the  law  of  the 
land,  though  contrary  to  the  intention  of 
Parliament.  This,  as  he  said  before,  ren- 
dered it  necessary  to  re- introduce  a  bill, 
and  hy  that  bill  they  might  remove  alto- 
gether the  export  duty  on  Cement-stone. 
He  should,  therefore,  now  move,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House — 

'*  That  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  com- 
mitted on  the  Customs'  Acts,  with  a  view  of 
moTiDg  a  resolution  that  it  is  expedient  further 
to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  customs.'^ 

When  that  bill  was  introduced,  it  would 
touch  upon  other  matters,  not,  however, 
idating  to  the  duties,  which  he  would  ex- 
plain at  the  proper  time.  It  was  very 
proper  that  in  the  interval  between  the 
present  period  and  the  passing  of  the  bill 
there  should  be  no  interruption  to  the  ex- 
port of  Cement-stones.  The  fire  at  Ham- 
burgh had  created  an  increased  demand 
for  the  article,  which  was  of  very  great 
use  in  the  construction  of  public  works. 
On  that  point  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  anticipated.  A  let- 
ter had  been  addressed  to  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject,  and  directions 
had  in  consequence  been  given  to  the 
officers  of  the  customs  at  Harwich  to  allow 
the  free  exportation  of  Cement-stone,  the 
parties  exporting  giving  security  that  they 
would  abide  by  the  decision  of  Parliament, 
whatsoever  that  decision  mip;ht  be.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mo^' 
▼ing:— 

**  That  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  com- 
adttee  of  the  whole  House  for  the  purpose  of 
ooosidering  a  resolution  relative  to  the  Cus- 
toms Act.'* 

Mr.  B.  Wood  suggested  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  the  propriety  of  extending 
to  China  clay  the  same  principle  which  he 
was  about  to  adopt  with  respect  to  Cement- 
stone.  The  two  articles  stood  precisely  in 
the  same  situation.  A  great  number  of 
people  were  employed  in  the  China  clay 
trade,  and  the  revenue  which  the  duty 
woidd  piodttco  waa  vfty  trifling. 


Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  in  the  commit- 
tee on  the  bill  which  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  introduce,  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  propose  a  motion  on  the 
subject.  He,  however,  would  assuredly 
set  his  face  against  re  opening  any  ques- 
tion where  the  parties  had  been  previously 
heard,  their  petitions  received,  and  the 
decision  of  the  House  taken. 

The  Speaker  left  the  Chair.  In  com- 
mittee, Mr.  Gladstone  moved — 

**  That  it  is  expedient  further  to  amend  the 
laws  relating  to  the  Customs." 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  he  conceived, 
that  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
had  very  fair  claims  on  the  House,  and  in 
his  opinion,  steps  ought  to  be  taken  to 
remove  the  duty  to  which  he  alluded. 
With  respect  to  the  duty  on  cement  stone, 
he  was  extremely  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  about  to  adopt  the  course 
which  he  had  stated.  He  begged,  how- 
ever, to  impress  on  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  necessity  of  being 
extremely  cautious  in  adopting  the  mis- 
chievous principle  of  taxing  the  exports  of 
the  country.  The  danger  of  taking  that 
course  was  clearly  exemplified  with  refer- 
ence to  the  sulphur  trade  of  Sicily.  The 
Neapolitan  government  having  a  complete 
monopoly  of  that  trade,  laid  a  very  heavy 
duty  on  the  export  of  the  article.  What 
was  the  consequence  ?  Why,  the  inge« 
unity  of  our  manufacturers  was  imm^i- 
ately  called  into  activity,  and  from  the 
pyrites  of  iron,  sulphur  had  been  extracted 
as  good  and  as  cheap  as  could  be  procured 
from  the  mines  of  Sicily.  The  sulphur 
trade  was,  therefore,  no  longer  a  source  of 
large  revenue  to  the  Neapolitan  govern- 
ment. He  had  mentioned  this  circum- 
stance to  show  the  danger  of  levying 
duties  on  the  exports  of  this  country, 
since  it  might  lead  other  countries  to  de* 
vise  the  means  of  dispensing  with  those 
exports.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  be  more  favourable  to  levying 
duties  on  exports  than  was  desirable,  and 
it  was  right,  that  the  danger  of  the  princi- 
ple should  be  pointed  out  to  him. 

Viscount  Howkk  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman.  The  principle  on  which  those 
export  duties  proceeded  was  decidedly 
erroneous.  It  was  especially  so  in  the 
case  of  coals.  The  consequence  of  the 
export  duty  on  that  article,  in  the  course 
of  the  ensuing  winteri  would  be  greatly  to 
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dimioith  labour  in  the  collieries,  and 
thereby  to  add  to  the  distress  and  suffer- 
log  that  already  prevailed  there.  Such 
would  be  the  inevitable  consequence  of 
adopting  this  most  mistaken  principle* 

The  resolution  agreed  to. 

Hou»e  resumed. 

Resolution  reported.  Bill  to  be  brought 
in. 

Depaciitg  the  Coin.]  Sir  G.  Clerk 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day*  for  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  Coromitlve 
of  Supply. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  he  had  given  notice 
of  his  intention  to  pot  a  question  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  upon  going 
into  committee  of  supply,  as  to  the  power 
of^cutling  or  defacing  light  gold  coin ;  but 
as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  absent,  per- 
haps the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche<^uer 
would  give  him  an  answer.  It  was  unne- 
cessary for  him  to  remind  the  House,  that 
a  short  time  ago,  a  proclamation  was 
issued  with  reference  to  the  great  quantity 
of  light  gold  that  was  in  circulation. 
Great  alarm  was  eicited  by  that  proclam- 
ation ;  and  dishonest  individuals  taking 
advantage  of  that  alarm,  had  exacted 
from  the  holders  of  light  gold,  much 
larger  deductions  than  the  actual  defici- 
ency of  weight  justified.  Whether  proper 
precautions  had  or  had  not  been  taken  by 
Government  before  issuing  that  proclama- 
tion, he  would  not  stop  to  inquire;  but 
of  this  he  was  quite  sure,  that  the  evil 
arising  from  the  circulation  of  light  gold 
had  arrived  at  a  height  which  required  the 
immediate  interference  of  Government. 
All  that  they  could  do,  was  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  public  to  the  matter,  by 
issuing  a  proclamation.  That  proclama- 
tioo,  in  fact,  only  pointed  oat  the  actual 
state  of  the  law,  but  he  believed,  that  the 
alarm  which  had  been  excited  was  in  a 
great  degree  caused  by  the  suddenoese 
with  which  the  law  on  the  subject  was 
made  known.  He  did  not  know  what 
was  the  state  of  the  law  relative  to  the 
gold  coinage  previous  to  the  re-coinage  in 
1 774.  Before  that  time  be  doubted  whe- 
ther any  allowance  was  made  for  the  wear 
of  Che  current  gold  coin.  By  ao  act 
passed  in  1774,  an  persons  were  not  only 
antborieed,  but  required,  to  cut  or  deface 
•ny  gold  coin  below  the  current  weight, 
aa  dxed  by  the  Kio^s  proclamation,  and 
the  person  hoMmg  3ie  coin  was  compelled 
^  bear  the  loai.    la  1776,  a  prodama* 


tioo  was  issued,  declaring  what  the  weight 
of  a  guinea  ought  to  be ;  and  from  that 
time,  the  Bank  and  other  persons  marked 
such  guineas  as  were  tendered  to  them, 
and  were  not  of  the  current  standard. 
The  consequence  was,  that  the  marked 
coin  no  longer  passed  current  As  the 
guineas  gradually  became  li^ht,  they  were 
gradually  withdrawn  from  circulation.  No 
alarm  was  excited,  and  no  inconvenience 
felt,  beyond  the  trifling  loss  on  each  coin. 
The  extent  to  which  this  went,  is  proved 
by  the  fact,  that  between  1777,  and  the 
period  of  the  Bank  restriction,  in  1797, 
no  less  than  17,500,000/.  of  liglit  fold 
was  brought  to  be  re-coined  at  the  Mint. 
Such  was  the  law  and  the  practice  up  to 
1797,  when  cash  payments  were  sus- 
pended. When,  after  the  return  to  a 
metallic  currency,  sovereigns  were  substi- 
tuted for  guineas,  a  proclamation  was  is- 
sued in  1821,  fixing  the  allowance  for 
wear,  and  sovereigns  below  a  certain 
weight,  were,  of  course,  not  legally  cur- 
rent. A  doubt,  however,  existed  as  to 
the  state  of  the  law  with  respect  lo  cutting 
and  defacing  eold  under  the  standard 
weight.  He  (f^r.  Wood)  did  not  under- 
stand, that  the  act  of  1774  was  repealed, 
but  the  last  act  on  the  subject  of  the  coin, 
gave  the  power  of  cutting  such  coin  only, 
as  should  be  suspected  **  to  be  diminished 
otherwise  than  by  fair  wear,  or  to  be 
counterfeiL**  Owing  to  thb  doubt  as  lo 
the  power  of  cutting  sovereigns  diminished 
in  weight,  hj  fair  wear  only,  the  practice 
was  discontinued,  and  thus,  instead  of 
being  put  out  of  circulation,  such  coins 
went  on  accumulating  to  a  great  amoont, 
in  the  hands  of  the  public,  and  the  evil, 
lately  experienced,  became  inevitable.  It 
seemed  to  bim  exceedingly  desirable,  un- 
der these  circumstances,  not,  perhaps,  that 
all  persons,  but,  certainly,  that  the  Bank 
of  England,  and  the  officers  of  her  Majes- 
ty's revenue,  should  be  empoweitd  and 
directed  to  cut  and  defaee  l^t  gold  ao 
as  to  prevent  its  again  coming  into  circu- 
lation. If  light  gold  were  cot  and  defaced 
in  the  first  instance,  it  wouM  soon  be 
taken  out  of  circolatkm,  instead  of,  as  at 
present,  passing  from  hand  lo  hand  for  a 
considerable  time.  Hie  qneslion,  then, 
which  he  wished  to  pat  to  the  right  boo. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was, 
whether  any  doubt  existed  as  lo  the  power 
of  colling  and  defadng  Hght  gold,  wbieh 
power  was  m  existence  op  to  the  Ptsaiog 
of  the  Bask  Reauiciioo  Atx,  aadp  if  dMn 
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any  doubt,  whether  Govertitnent  was 
prepared  to  pass  ati  act  for  the  purpose  of 
ginog  aoch  power  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  (he  Exchequer 
llioo$|;hC  it  would  be  desirable,  that  the 
question  relating  lo  the  power  of  cutting; 
and  defacing  should  be  decided.  It  was 
one  which  had  been  subjected  to  legal 
inquirjy  but  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject  amongst  legal  men. 
There  were  two  acts  relating  to  tlie  sub- 
ject passed  in  17712  and  1774 ;  one  of 
these  enabled  all  persons  to  cot  and  deface 
gold  which  had  been  improperly  reduced, 
or  which  was  counterfeit.  The  other  gave 
the  power  of  cutting  all  gold  which  was 
below  weight.  By  the  2nd  of  William  IV., 
the  Brstof  these  acts  was  repealed,  though 
ag;ain  re-enacted  in  the  same  act  of  Wil- 
liam, and  the  question  was  whether  the 
2od  of  William  repealed  the  other  statute, 
a  question  which,  as  he  said  before,  was 
now  under  legal  consideration. 

Supply —  IVIiscella)9Eous  Esti- 
mates.]   House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  motion  that  a  sum  of  84,000/. 
be  granted  to  defray  the  charges  of  allow- 
ances or  compensation  granted  as  super- 
annuation or  retired  allowances  to  persons 
formertj  employed  in  the  public  offices  or 
departments,  or  in  the  public  service, 

Mr.  fVilliams  said,  that  where  high 
class  salaries  were  paid,  those  in  the  re- 
ceipt of  them  Ought  to  be  compelled  to 
provide  something  towards  a  superan- 
nnated  fund  out  of  their  salaries.  There 
waa  one  person-— he  would  not  mention 
the  name,  but  it  would  be  found  in  page 
8 — whose  salary  was  500/.,  and  he  was 
superannuated  upon  400/.  His  age  was 
stated  at  57,  and  his  service  at  41  years. 
The  person  to  whom  he  alluded  might  be 
a  meritorious  officer,  but  400/.  allowance 
to  a  person  of  57  years,  whose  salary  was 
500/.,  appeared  very  considerable. 

Sir  G.  Clerh  said,  that  various  acts  had 
been  passed  from  time  to  time,  all  tending 
to  liniit  the  power  with  respect  to  the 
granting  of  retired  allowances.  The  last 
of  these  was  passed  in  1834,  and  since 
1839  ail  persons  having  salaries  to  a  cer- 
tain amount  paid  5  per  cent,  out  of  them. 
WKh  reference  to  the  particular  case  al- 
Inded  to,  the  allowance  had  been  made 
under  pecuHar  circumstances. 

Mr.  Hume  contended,  that  ever  since 
1810  the  tendency  with  respect  to  retired 
allowanses  was  rather  towards  their  in- 


crease than  towards  their  diminution,  and 
in  his  opinion  something  ought  to  be  don^ 
to  check  the  practice. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  39,^00/.  be  granted 
for  foreign  and  other  secret  services, 

Mr.  WtUieuns  objected  to  this  vote;  at 
least,  such  part  of  it  as  was  expended  for 
the  Home  Department,  for  thsrs  was  a 
general  impreaion  on  the  public  mind 
that  it  was  employed  for  eUclionserttig 
purposes.  He  saw  no  reason  why  loch 
service  money  should  be  voted  ^  th^ 
Home  Department,  and  he  thefeibre moved, 
that  instead  of  39,200/.  being  granted, 
only  19,200/.  should  be  voted,  and  that 
that  sum  should  be  exclusively  expended 
for  foreign  services* 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  the  hoo.  Oentile* 
man  was  lalK)uring  under  a  great  ern>r  in 
supposing  that  the  secret  service-money 
was  expended  for  electioneering  purposes. 
For  the  la^t  three  years  no  secret  service- 
money  had  been  voted  for  the  Home  De« 
partment,but  he  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
it  might  not  be  necessary  from  time  td 
time  for  the  Home  Department  to  have  a 
sum  at  its  disposal  for  secret  service. 
There  still  remained,  however,  a  portion  of 
the  sum  last  voted  for  the  Home  service* 
With  regard  to  the  Foreign  Department^ 
the  business  of  the  country  could  not  be 
conducted  unless  a  sum  of  this  kind  was 
placed  at  its  disposal. 

Viscount  Palmerslon  conBrmed  thestate* 
meat  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  no 
part  of  the  secret  service-money  was  ap- 
plied to  electioneering  purposes ;  and  that 
the  public  service  of  the  country  in  regard 
to  its  foreign  relations,  could  not  be  con- 
ducted, unless  a  sum  of  money  was  gf  anted 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  might  dis- 
pose of  under  his  own  responsibility,  with- 
out being  obliged  to  render  a  public  ac- 
count of  it,  which  would  defeat  the  object 
for  which  it  was  expended. 

Mr.  Hume  would  vote  in  favour  of  the 
reduction  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry,  as  he  thought  nothing  ought 
to  be  done  in  secret  under  a  representa- 
tive Government. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  sum  be  19,200/.  :^ Ayes  13; 
Noes  117  :^Majority  104. 
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Protection  of  Her  Majesty's 
Persok.]  Lord  Stanley  moved  that  the 
Chairman  should  now  report  progress  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,  in  order  that  the 
House  might  take  into  coosideratioo  the 
amendments  which  be  understood  the  other 
House  had  made  in  the  Bill  for  the  Protec- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Person. 

The  House  resumed.  The  Chairman 
accordingly  reported  progress,  and  ob- 
tained leave  to  sit  again  the  same  evening. 

Messsengers  from  the  Lords  brought 
down  the  Bill  for  the  Protection  of  Her 
Majesty's  Person  from  the  Lords,  with 
amendments,  which  were  agreed  to  on  the 
motion  of  the  Solicitor-General* 


Supply  —  Miscellaneous  Esti- 
mates.] The  House  again  resolved  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  proposition  that  a  sum  be  granted 
not  exceeding  11,817/.,  to  pay  the  salaries 
of  persons  employed  in  thecare  and  arrange- 
ment of  the  public  records,  and  for  com- 
pensations to  keepers  of  the  records,  and 
others  whose  offices  had  been  abolished* 

Mr.  H.  Hinde  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  circumstance  of 
the  work  entitled  The  Hiitorians  of  Bn- 
tain,  undertaken  by  command  of  his  late 
Majesty  King  George  4tb,  being  left  un- 
finished in  consequence  of  the  death  of 
Mr.  Petre.  The  expense  of  the  work  had 
been  already  not  less  than  12,000/.,  and 
it  would  cost  2,000/.  or  3,000/.  more  to 
complete  it ;  but  if  it  was  completed,  the 
sale  of  it  would  probably  pay  the  expense. 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  finding 
persons  to  undertake  its  completion.  He 
would  also  recommend  that  the  other 
unfinished  publications  of  the  late  Record 
Commission  should  be  completed. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  he  understood  that 
Mr.  Petre  had  left  papers  yearly  amount- 
ing to  a  second  volume,  and  it  would  be 
for  the  Government  to  consider  whether 
any  advantage  would  arise  from  its  being 
finished  as  nearly  as  Mr.  Petre's  labours 
would  allow.  With  respect  to  the  other 
publications,  he  would  refer  the  House  to 
the  letter  written  by  the  present  Master 
of  the  Rolls  to  his  own  predecessor.  Lord 
Normanby^  recommending  the  publication 
of  only  certain  of  the  old  records,  and 
would  say  that  he  was  fully  inclined  to 
concur  in  the  recommendation. 

Dr.  Bowring  asked  what  locality  had 
been  determined  on  as  the  ultimate  re^ 
ceptacle  for  the  national  records  7 
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Sir  /.  GfraAam  replied,  that  the  Victoria 
lower  ID  the  new  Houses  of  Parliament 
(as  we  understood)  would  he  selected. 

Mr.  Protheroe  thought  a  tower  would 
be  awkward  for  librarians  and  visitors, 
with  all  the  interminable  journeyings  up 
and  down  corkscrew  staircases.  A  build- 
ing like  the  great  college  libraries  would 
be  more  convenient. 

Dr.  Bowring  remarked,  that  at  Ck)pen- 
bagen  there  was  a  tower  appropriated  to 
inch  a  purpose  into  which  a  coach  and 
four  migiit  enter. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply— Education.]  On  the  ques- 
tion that  30,000/.  be  granted  for  Edu- 
cation, 

MuEwari  regretted  the  smallness  of 
tbis  grant,  which  was  utterly  and  discre- 
ditably inadequate  to  its  momentous  ob- 
ject. He  also  could  not  help  observing 
OD  the  benefit  which  would  result  from  the 
presentation  to  Parliament  of  an  annual 
ttstement  or  report  on  this  great  subject 
by  some  Minister  of  the  Crown,  so  as  to 
place  before  the  Legislature  the  state  of 
education  in  all  its  branches,  and  thus 
awaken  more  attention  to  it.  He  wished 
to  uk,  whether  there  was  any  intention  of 
ilteriog  the  grant  or  its  application  ? 

The  Chameellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
the  Government  were  not  prepared  at  pre- 
•eot  to  alter  the  amount  or  the  applica- 
tioQ  of  the  grant,  adhering  closely  to  the 
last  minute  of  council  on  the  subject ;  and 
of  ooorse  it  would  not  be  well,  on  such  an 
occasion,  to  make  any  declaration  as  to 
fotore  proceedings  on  so  important  a  sub- 
ject 

Mr.  M,  Gibson  concurred  in  deprecate 
iog  the  extreme  paltriness  of  the  grant ; 
bathe  was  yet  more  concerned  on  account 
of  the  quality  of  the  education.  Our  na- 
tional schools,  as  they  were  called,  gave 
nothing  hot  mere  church-catechism  in- 
•troction,  with  no  information  calculated 
to  interest  the  mind,  or  expand  the  un- 
derstanding. The  authority  of  the  hon. 
uid  rev.  Baptist  Noel  would  probably  be 
respected  on  such  a  subject ;  and  that  rev. 
Gentleman  stated  (in  the  last  report  of  the 
iaspeetors)  that— 

"  With  the  best  intentions,  those  who  had 
coodacted  the  national  school  educatioD  sys- 
tem had  given  even  to  the  eldest  children 
nothing  beyond  church  catechism  instruction, 
the  BiUe  being  the  only  class  book,  and  the 
efect  has  been  most  injurious.    The  thirst  for 


variety,  which,  for  the  wisest  purposeSi  had 
been  implanted  in  the  youthful  mind,  was 
thus  led  to  seek  pernicious  gratification.  No- 
thing could  exceed  the  contrast  between  the 
eagerness  for  information  manifested  in  a 
well-taught  school,  and  the  apathy  in  those 
conducted  after  the  manner  stated.  The  Bible 
was  thus  associated  with  all  the  uneasiness 
and  discomfort  connected  with  faults  in  read- 
ing  or  speUing;  and  it  was  well  if  through 
after-life  this  appropriation  of  the  sacred 
volume  to  purposes  for  which  it  never  was 
designed,  did  not  lead  to  a  great  distaste  and 
aversion  for  religion." 

Was  eot  such  a  state  of  things  highly 
discreditable,  and  did  it  not  call  loudly 
for  alteration  ?  The  mere  hammering  at 
formularies  could  but  load  the  memory, 
and  that  at  the  expense  of  the  mind.  To 
show  how  mischievous  was  the  working  of 
this  system,  numbers  of  instances  might 
be  given  of  answers,  painfully  ludicrous, 
given  to  questions  put  by  Mr.  Noel  to  the 
children  in  different  schools  ;  as  when  a 
child,  asked  what  religion  St.  Paul  was 
before  his  conversion,  replied  "  a  Roman 
Catholic."  Was  this  education?  Was 
this  instruction  even  in  that  which  it  pro* 
fessed  to  be, — viz.  religion  ?  And  what 
information  was  communicated  to  the 
children  of  a  general  nature  ?  Nothing  at 
all.  Surely,  there  was  no  use,  but  great 
evil,  in  confounding  and  confusing  toge- 
ther secular  and  religious  education ;  the 
result  was  injurious  in  respect  both  to  one 
and  the  other,  and  neither  would  be  well 
administered  till  they  were  kept  separate. 
It  was  fervently  to  be  hoped  that,  for  the 
growing  generations  of  this  country.  Par- 
liament would,  ere  long,  provide  at  least 
a  really  sound  and  salutary  ^system  of  se- 
cular instruction. 

Mr.  Brotherton  expressed  his  regret 
that  Government  had  not  proposed  a 
larger  grant.  They  had  voted  between 
300,000/.  and  400,000/.  for  the  punish- 
ment of  criminals ;  they  had  voted  large 
sums  for  the  punishment  of  crime,  but 
only  a  miserable  sum  for  the  prevention 
of  it.  He  was  sure,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  asked  for  a  larger  grant  that  the 
House  would  have  been  very  ready  to  ac- 
cede to  it.  So  far  from  an  increased  grant 
being  an  additional  burden,  it  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  an  act  of  well-timed  libe- 
rality. 

Dr.  Bowring  thought  it  a  great  reproach 
to  a  nation  so  opulent  as  Englana,  that 
they  should  vote  the  miserable  sum  of 
30,000/.  for  the  most  important  of  all  na- 
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tioRftl  purposes.  When  he  considered 
the  amount  which  foreign  Governments 
devoted  to  the  purposes  of  education,  in 
many  instances  an  amount  larger  than 
what  they  expended  in  support  of  the 
army,  he  felt  ashamed  that  the  Govern- 
nent  of  England  should  dole  out  such  a 
paltry  sum.  Considering  the  great  num- 
ber of  uninstructed  people  in  this  country, 
he  did  hope  that  the  time  was  not  far  dis- 
tant when  a  larger  amount  would  be 
voted. 

Mr.  Protheroe  observed,  that  the  people 
of  England  were  not  agreed  as  to  what 
ihey  wooM  have  in  the  way  of  education. 
The  Church  woald  not  permit  the  Diuen- 
ters  to  participate  with  them  in  the  ad- 
vantages of  education,  and  some  of  the 
Dissenters  objected  to  any  community  of 
interest  with  the  Churchmen  ;  still  he 
thought,  that  a  system  of  edocation 
might  be  adopted  which  would  give  a 
great  deal  of  satisfaction,  and  be  produc- 
tive of  beneficial  results.  No  doubt,  the 
reading  of  the  Scriptures  ought  to  be 
Wfuude  a  stiie  qua  noUf  and  to  that  the 
Protestant  Dissenters  would  not  object. 
Then  the  church  catechism  might  be 
taUght  during  two  or  three  days  of  the 
weekf  and  that  species  of  instruction 
miglit  be  eonfined  lo  those  who  were 
members  of  the  Established  Church.  He 
WAS  aware,  that  such  a  plan  wouM  have 
the  effect  of  excluding  a^4arge  portion  of 
her  Majestv's  sabjects,  he  meant  the  Ro- 
man Catholics ;  but  they  were  chiefly  to 
be  found  in  Liverpool  and  Manchester, 
for  which  plaoes  special  grants  might  be 
made  without  in  any  respect  impeding 
the  progress  of  national  education. 

Mr.  ChUders  wished  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  intended  to 
propose  any  grant  for  the  classes  which 
were  taught  at  Exeter-hall  ?  The  hon. 
Member  complained,  that  the  Govern* 
ment  had  not  developed  any  plan  as  to 
their  future  operations  on  the  subject  of 
education.  The  question  was  one  of  vital 
importance.  There  was  not  one  of  the 
northern  nations  of  Europe  in  which  the 
people  were  so  ill  educated  as  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  of  the  tbree  kingdoms  sub- 
sjatipg  under  this  Government,  there  was 
not  one  in  which  the  people  were  so  im- 
perfectly educated  as  m  that  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  called  England.  The 
Scotch  were  decidedly  in  a  better  condi- 
tion, and  the  Irish  were  rapidly  improv- 
ing.   I9  England,  there  were  many  towns 


of  6,000  or  7,000  inhabitants  in  which 
there  was  not  a  general  school,  national, 
or  belonging  to  the  British  and  Foreign 
School  Society.  In  the  town  of  Oldham, 
where  there  were  60,000  or  70,000  in- 
habitants, there  was  no  school  belonging 
to  either  of  those  establishments.  [An 
hon.  Member:  It  is  not  correct.]  The 
present  Government  enjoyed  the  conft- 
dence  of  the  ecclesiastical  authorities  in 
this  country,  and  he  hoped  that  they 
would  avail  themselves  of  that  circum- 
stance to  brin^  about  the  establishment 
of  a  good  system  of  education. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  he  had  heard  with 
amazement  the  statement  that  there  were 
no  schools  in  Oldham;  that  assertion, 
however,  having  been  contradicted  by 
an  hon.  Member  who  had  the  means 
of  knowing,  he  should  say  no  more  on 
that  point.  When  the  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  last  stated  as  a  matter  within  his 
own  knowledge  that  there  were  towns 
containing  6,000  or  7,000  inhabitants 
destitute  of  the  advantage  of  puUic  edu- 
cation, he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  was  bound  to 
admit  that  it  must  be  lo ;  but  if  he  bad 
heard  that  statement  from  any  one  else  he 
should  be  greatly  disposed  to  question  its 
accuracy.  Complaints  had  been  made 
that  a  sum  of  30,0001.  was  too  small — 
it  would  be  very  much  too  small  if  that 
were  the  only  sum  available  for  the  par- 
poses  of  education ;  but  it  could  not  be 
forgotten  that  pious,  benevolent,  and  rich 
men  had  appropriated  large  sums  for  the 
purposes  of  education ;  that  portions  of 
those  monies  had  been  misapplied  was  a 
matter  which  did  not  affect  the  present 
argument,  as  a  considerable  part  of  them 
was  available  for  the  objects  of  education, 
and  education  in  this  country,  so  far  from 
retrograding,  was  rapidly  advancing.  On 
the  part  of  bet  Majesty's  Government  he 
disclaimed  any  want  of  sympathy  with 
the  public  on  a  subject  the  importance  of 
which  it  was  impossible  to  overrate.  Hon. 
Members  would  recoUeet  that  the  sum  of 
30,000^  had  been  appropriated  to  educa- 
tion only  within  the  last  three  or  four 
years,  and  that  after  much  discussion,  it 
was  at  length  agreed  to  be  granted,  and 
the  mode  of  its  application  was  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  on  what  was  called  neutral 
ground.  The  present  Government  now 
asked  for  the  same  sum  as  their  predeces- 
sors, which  sum  was  to  be  applied  to  the 
same  purposes  and  according  to  the  rules 
formerly  adopted.     As  to  the  singing- 
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at  Eialer-hall,  it  was  the  opinion 
of  GoTeniraent  that  no  portion  of  the 
present  vote  should  be  granted  for  their 
eoconragementv  for  it  was  not  thought 
that  those  dasaea  fell  within  the  terms  of 
the  original  vote.  It  was  the  intention  of 
Gckvemment  to  take  the  matter  into  con- 
saderation,  and  if  they  should  decide  upon 
proposing  anj  vote  on  the  subject  it  would 
be  a  specific  vote,  and  form  no  deduction 
from  the  snm  now  under  discussion. 

Mr.  CAUderg  said,  that  in  Liacoloshire, 
ID  Cambridgeshire*  and  other  couirties, 
there  were  towns  of  the  size  he  mentioned 
witlKMit  general  schools. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  lamentable 
atate  of  education  in  England  wss  a  re- 
proach lo  the  nation.    It  was  lamentable 
to  think  that  they  had  asked  20  000/.  for 
a  priaon  here,  and  another  20,0001  for  a 
prisoD  there,  and  that  they  were  so  disin- 
clined to  give  the  people  the  means  of 
that    inatmction    which    would    prevent 
crime.  The  late  Government  were  well  dis- 
poaed  to  act  liberally  on  this  subject,  but 
boo.  Gentlemen  opposite  stepped  in  and 
prevented   them.    They   had  the  power 
QOWy  and  he  hoped  they  would  use  it,  in 
order  to  obtain  an  efficient  system  of  edu- 
cation for  the  people  of   this  country. 
The  destitution  in  this  respect  was  depior« 
aUa.    In  aome  parte  of  Lancashire  he 
fiiaod,  from  the  rev.  Baptist  NoePa  report, 
that  only  a  thirty-fourth  part  of  the  people 
were  edaeated,  while  he  believed  the  pro- 
poftioo  in  ProBsia  was  one-sixth.    It  was 
one  of  the  evils  of  an  Established  Church 
that  it  prevented  any  education  of  which 
it  did  not  possess  the  control.     He  wished 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  (Lord  Stanley)  would  apply 
the  principles  which  he  had  introduced 
into  the  system  of  edueation  in  Ireland  to 
that  pnrsoed  in  England.     Government 
oonid  carry  this  point  if  they  pleased,  and 
it  waa  a  great  reproach  to  them  that  they 
had  not  done  so.    He  wished  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  the  whole  responsibility  of 
tbo  edocation  of  the  country.    Instead  of 
30,0002.  he  believed  the  House  would  be 
perfectly  prepared  to  give  ten  times  thirty 
thooaand  pounds  for  such  a  purpose.  The 
House  of  Commons  were  willing,  but  the 
Government  were  unwilling  to  act  libe- 
rally on  this  question;  and  he  thought 
that  the  Government  was  not  doing  its 
duty  in  thus  neglecting  to  give  to  the  coun- 
try a  sound  system  of  secular  education, 
leavtvg  the  religious  instruction  to  the 
care  of  the  clergy. 


I  An  hon.  Member  called  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  the  report  of  the  com« 
,  mission  appointed  some  years  ago,  at  the 
I  suggestion  of  Lord  Brougham,  to  inquire 
into  charities,  which  report,  he  was  sorry 
tp  say,  had  produced  no  practical  benefit. 
The  funds  of  many  charity  schools  were 
misappropriated;  in  fact,  he  knew  in- 
stances in  which  they  were  pocketed  by 
individuals;  and  there  was  no  remedy 
against  these  abuses  except  the  extensive 
and  tedious  one  of  going  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery. 

Mr.  Hardy  thought,  that  if  a  religious 
education  was  to  be  given,  something  spe- 
cific must  be  taught,  otherwise  the  chil- 
dren would  be  left  in  a  state  the  mos^ 
deplorable,  of  uncertainty  as  to  their  faith 
and  those  principles  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  had  observed  ought  to  be 
implanted  in  the  heart  and  to  govern  the 
affections.    An  hon.  Gentleman  had  sakl 
he  would  not  exclude  the  Bible,  nor  would 
he  (Mr.   Hardy).     He  would   have  the 
children  scripturally  instructed ;  but  h6«f 
was  that  to  be  done  unless  the  meaning 
of  the  Scriptures  was  explained  ^     And 
would  there  not  be  as  many  different 
modes  of  explaining  them  as  there  were 
teachers  ?    Suppose,  for  instance,  the  pas- 
sage to  be  read  which  declares  that  ''  We 
are  bought  with  a  price,  and  therefore  ye 
should  glorify  God  with  your  bodies  and 
souls,    which    are    his."     Suppose    the 
scholar  were  to  ask  the  meaning  of  our 
being  *' bought  with  a  price?''    Would 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  prevent 
hjffl  from  being  taught  that  the  purchase 
was  made  by  Christ  offering  himself  as  a 
sacrifice  for  our  sins?     But  would  the 
Socinian    permit    that?      The   doctrine 
would  l>e  inculcated  by  teachers  connec- 
ted with  the  Church  of  England,  and  by 
those  of  orthodox  denominations,  such  as 
the  Independents,    the  Methodists,  the 
Baptists,  and  others ;  but  there  were  some 
who  would  not  tolerate  it.    Suppose  that 
narrative  of  the  dialogue  between  Philip 
and  the  Eunuch  formed  the  reading  lesson 
of  a  class.  It  was  there  stated  that  Philip 
'<  preached  unto  him  Jesus. ''    Were  the 
scholars  to  ask  the  meaning  of  that  state- 
ment, would  it  not  be  necessary  for  the 
teacher  to  go  into  a  full  explanation  of 
the  whole  doctrine  of  salvation  as  held  by 
the  Church  of  England  ?    The  orthodox 
denominations  would  not  object  to  that' 
course,  but  there  were  many  that  would, 
and  give  very  different  interpretations. 
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If  the  Bible  were  used  as  a  class  book,  it 
ooght  to  be  properly  explained,  in  order 
that  the  minds  of  the  children  might  be 
furnished  with  sound  and  right  principles, 
which  would  influence  them  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  life  faithfully,  honestly,  and 
zealously.  It  was  not  for  the  mere  teach- 
ing of  letters  that  the  Scriptures  should 
be  used  in  schools — that  could  be  accom- 
plished by  a  more  secular  course :  but  for 
the  inculcation  of  morality  and  religion, 
for  all  true  morality  was  founded  on  reli- 
gion. A  mere  moral  man  was  responsible 
only  to  himself,  but  a  religious  man  looked 
higher,  and  owned  that  he  was  responsible 
not  only  to  man,  but  to  the  Almighty.  As 
soon  then  as  such  feelings  were  established 
in  the  mind  of  a  child  you  had  a  guaran- 
tee for  the  soundness  of  his  principles, 
and  a  security  for  his  future  good  conduct. 
He  should  be  sorry  then  to  see  any  system 
of  education  flourish  which  excluded  the 
principles  of  the  Church  of  England — 
those  principles  which  the  country  re- 
quired the  SoYereign  to  recognise  and 
maintain. 

Mr.  Qibion  must  press  his  question  on 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department. 
The  inspectors  had  reported  that  the  in- 
struction in  the  national  schools  was 
wholly  inefficient,  both  in  a  secular  and  a 
religious  view  of  it.  Why,  the  hon.  and 
re?.  Baptist  Noel,  and  others,  had  been 
formally  appointed  to  report  upon  the 
state  of  those  schools.  It  was  understood 
that  the  public  money  had  been  granted 
in  order,  that  as  far  as  that  money  could 
go  to  procure  it,  a  bondjide  education 
should  be  given  to  the  people.  Tbe  clergy 
had  for  years  the  whole  apparatus  of 
education  in  their  hands ;  they  had  been 
tried,  and  found  wanting.  The  conse- 
quence was  a  lamentable  deficiency  of 
public  instruction.  The  inspectors  who 
made  that  report  were  not  indifferent  to 
religion ;  they  were  clergymen  themselves, 
and  were  not  likely  to  say  or  do  anything 
to  discourage  religious  education ;  yet 
they  said  that  the  whole  system  of  the  na- 
tional schools  was  calculated  to  maintain 
ignorance,  as  it  taught  nothing  but  mere 
formalities  without  any  solid  information. 
A  plan  was  about  to  be  put  in  execution 
for  the  establishment  of  industrial  schools 
for  pauper  children— would  they  not  also 
provide  for  the  proper  training  of  the  chil- 
dren of  tbe  industrious  and  independent 
labourer  ?  Let  them  adopt  a  sound  system 
of  education  for  the  national  schools,  and 


not  leave  them  to  the  mere  lifeless  and 
mechanical  teaching  of  the  Church  cate- 
chism. 

Sir  R.  Inglii  earnestly  hoped,  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Secr^ry  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  would  not  suf- 
fer himself  to  be  misrepresented  as  he  had 
been  by  a  noble  Lord  in  another  place. 
He  had,  from  tbe  very  first,  contended, 
that  no  system  of  education  deserved  the 
name  that  was  not  based  upon  religion  ; 
and  he  felt  it  impossible  to  reconcile  the 
inconsistency  of  granting  a  sum  of  money 
to  any  joint  institution  composed  of  per- 
sons of  entirely  different  religious  senti- 
ments, to  support  a  school  in  which  the 
Scriptures  could  not  be  explained  by  one 
party  without  his  being  checked  and  told 
that  he  was  violating  the  feelings  of  ano- 
ther ;  still,  as  the  grant  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  Parliament,  as  the  system  had 
in  fact  become  the  law  of  the  land,  be  did 
not  think  her  Majesty's  Government  were 
to  be  taunted  because  they  had  formerly 
opposed  it,  for  administering  it  as  they 
found  it,  and  without  carrying  it  beyond 
its  former  extent.  He  must  say,  however, 
that  the  doctrines  which  had  been  set 
forth  elsewhere  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
by  one  of  the  Colleagues  of  her  Majestv's 
Government  went  far  to  violate  that  pnn- 
ciple  of  neutrality,  and  to  encourage  sen- 
timents which  were  destructive  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  Established 
Church.  The  boo.  Member  for  Montrose, 
in  a  whisper  which  he  intended  should  be 
audible,  said,  that  it  was  high  time  the 
interests  of  the  Established  Church  should 
cease.  He  hoped  the  House  would  bear 
in  mind  that  declaration  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. But,  perhaps,  he  was  not  sincere  in 
it.  At  all  events,  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  sincere  in  another  sentiment 
to  which  he  had  given  expression,  and  in 
which  he  fully  concurred.  [Mr.  Hume 
held  up  his  hands  with  astonishment.] 
Why,  the  hon.  Member  seemed  ashamed 
of  it  already.  [Mr.  Hwne  "  No.-]  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated,  that  while  we 
were  squandering  large  sums  to  repress 
crime,  as  he  called  it,  we  were  sparing  of 
money  for  the  education  of  the  people. 
He  took  down  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  at  the  time  :— 

**  We  should  save  thousands  and  thousands 
by  educatiag  and  instructing  tbe  people-^ 
those  who  are  now  perishing  in  ignorance  and 
vice." 

Why,  that  was  the  very  opinion  which 
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he  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  had  endeavoured  over 
and  over  again  to  enforce  upon  the  House, 
and  particularly  upon  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  Friends,  with  whom  he  differed 
only  as  to  what  was  education.  He  as- 
serted it  was  that  which  was  begun  in 
Christian  schools  under  Christian  teachers, 
and  perfected  in  Christian  churches  under 
Christian  miniisters.  That  was  a  very 
defective  education  which  left  a  youth  at 
an  age  when  he  was  most  exposed  to 
dangerous  temptations  without  a  church 
to  go  to,  and  a  watchful  training  of  him  up 
to  the  state  of  manhood. 

Sir  /.  Graham :  I  am  most  anxious  to 
say  a  few  words  after  what  has  fallen  from 
my  hon.  Friend,  who  must  think  me  un- 
worthy of  his  friendship,  if  I  could  sit 
still  and  hear  a  Colleague  assailed  who  is 
not  present,  and,  therefore,  unable  to 
answer  the  charges  made  against  him. 
My  hon.  Friend  is  peculiarly  unfortunate 
this  evening.  My  hon.  Friend  is  a  great 
stickler  for  order  in  this  House,  yet  no- 
thing could  be  more  disorderly  than  the 
coarse  he  has  pursued  upon  this  occasion. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  not  been  content  with 
referring  to  proceedings  elsewhere,  but  he 
dutinctJy  referred  to  a  speech  delivered  by 
a  noble  Lord  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. In  that  respect  he  had  departed 
from  order.  My  hon.  Friend  declares 
himself  to  be  a  sincere  friend  to  the  pre* 
lent  Administration,  yet,  upon  this  occa- 
sion, he  has  taken  a  course  which — though 
not  designedly,  perhaps,  is  calculated  to 
foment  jealousies  and  sow  dissensions 
amongst  the  Members  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  cannot  accept  of  any 
compliment  from  the  hon.  Member,  at 
the  expense  of  my  noble  Colleague,  the 
President  of  the  Council,  with  respect  to 
whose  conduct  concerning  a  bill  which 
has  been  mentioned,  I  will  say,  that  bill 
has  been  read  a  second  time  in  the  Lords, 
and  that  whenever  that  bill  shall  be  re- 
taroed,  whatever  alterations  may  be  made 
in  it,  I  shall  still  adhere  to  my  opinions. 
With  the  declarations  made  by  my  noble 
Friend,  the  President  of  the  Council,  as  I 
understand  the  nature  of  them,  I  fully 
concur.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  one  sen- 
tence in  his  speech,  from  which  I  am  pre- 
pared to  dissent.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
stated  in  general  terms,  that  those  decla- 
rations are  subversive  of  the  Church  of 
England.  [Sir  R.  Inglis:  If  I  used  a 
phrase  so  strong  as  subversive,  I  retract 
It.]  The  moment  my  hon.  Friend  disclaims 
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the  expression,  of  course,  I  must  cease  to 
impute  it  to  him  ;  but  he  said,  that  those 
declarations  were  injurious  to  the  Estab- 
lishment. When  my  noble  Friend  made 
the  speech  alluded  to,  there  were  present 
the  Primate  of  England,  and  several  Mem* 
hers  of  the  Bench  of  Bishops ;  not  one  of 
them  reprobated  the  sentiments  of  my 
noble  Colleague.  Not  one  of  them  ex- 
pressed opinions  similar  to  those  which 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford, 
has  this  night  given  utterance  to.  The 
hon.  Baronet  may  consider  himself  a  bet- 
ter guardian  of  the  Church  than  the  Arch- 
bishops and  Bishops  in  Parliament  assem- 
bled, but  I  must  be  allowed  to  retain  my 
opinion,  that  if  the  learned  Prelates  who 
adorn  the  Bench  of  Bishops,  and  who 
were  present  when  that  speech  was  made 
in  the  other  House,  had  heard  the  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Council  make  use  of  a  single 
passage  which  merited  the  censure  of  be- 
ing injurious  to  the  Established  Church, 
they  would  have  risen  in  their  places,  and 
repudiated  it,  and  denounce  the  measure 
which  had  been  brought  forward.  But  no 
objection  was  taken  at  the  time  by  the 
Bench  of  Bishops  to  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  and  Colleague,  the  President 
of  the  Council.  I  would  ask,  what  does 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford, 
object  to?  The  hon.  Baronet  has  talked 
in  general  terms,  but  I  have  yet  to  learn 
what  his  speci6c  objections  are.  With 
regard  to  the  grant  for  the  purposes  of 
education,  I  will  inform  the  House  that 
her  Majesty's  Government  adhere,  as  the 
President  of  the  Council  stated  in  another 
place,  to  the  Minute  of  Council  of  1839. 
That  Minute  was  the  result,  it  may  be 
said,  of  a  compromise,  but  it  was  a  com- 
promise dictated  by  the  political  opponents 
of  the  late  Government.  Who  were  the 
parties  to  that  compromise  ?  The  Arch- 
bishops and  Prelates  of  the  Established 
Church.  They  were  consulted  on  the 
question.  Who  are  the  inspectors?  The 
inspectors  of  the  national  schools  are  ap- 
pointed with  theconsentof  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  who  has  an  absolute  veto. 
The  arrangement  which  was  then  entered 
into  was  one  adopted  by  her  Majesty  in 
Council  in  consequence  of  the  course  pur- 
sued by  those  then  in  opposition  to  the 
Government,  and  who  now  constitute  the 
Government  of  the  country.  That  ar- 
rangement met  with  the  full  concurrence 
of  the  Prelates,  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, and  particularly  of  the  Bishop  of 
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ir  the  BiUe  were  oied  ai  a  clue  book»  it 
oeght  to  be  properly  explained,  in  order 
that  the  ouods  of  the  children  might  be 
famished  with  loand  and  right  principles, 
which  wooM  influence  them  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  life  faithfully,  honestly,  and 
aealoosly.  It  was  not  for  the  mere  teach- 
ing of  letters  that  the  Scriptures  should 
be  used  in  schools — that  could  be  accom- 
plished by  a  more  secular  course :  but  for 
the  inculcation  of  morality  and  religion, 
for  all  true  morality  was  founded  on  reli- 
gion. A  mere  moral  man  was  responsible 
only  to  himself,  but  a  religious  man  looked 
higher,  and  owned  that  he  was  responsible 
not  only  to  man,  but  to  the  Almighty.  As 
soon  then  as  such  feelings  were  established 
in  the  mind  of  a  child  you  had  a  guaran« 
tee  for  the  soundness  of  bis  principles, 
and  a  security  for  his  future  good  conduct. 
He  should  be  sorry  then  to  see  any  system 
of  education  flourish  which  excluded  the 
principles  of  the  Church  of  England-* 
those  principles  which  the  country  re- 
quired the  Sorereign  to  recognise  and 
maintain. 

Mr.  Oibion  must  press  his  question  on 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department. 
The  inspectors  had  reported  that  the  in- 
struction in  the  national  schools  was 
wholly  inefiicienr,  both  in  a  secular  and  a 
religious  view  of  it.  Why,  the  hon.  and 
rev.  Baptist  Noel,  and  others,  had  been 
formall?  appointed  to  report  upon  the 
state  of  those  schools.  It  was  understood 
that  the  public  money  had  been  granted 
in  order,  that  as  far  as  that  money  could 
go  to  procure  it,  a  bandjide  education 
should  be  given  to  the  people.  The  clergy 
had  for  years  the  whole  apparatus  of 
education  in  their  hands ;  they  had  been 
tried,  and  found  wanting.  The  conse- 
quence was  a  lamentable  deficiency  of 
public  instruction.  The  inspectors  who 
made  that  report  were  not  indifferent  to 
religion ;  they  were  clergymen  themselves, 
and  were  not  likely  to  say  or  do  anything 
to  discourage  religious  education ;  yet 
they  said  that  the  whole  system  of  the  na- 
tional schools  was  calculated  to  maintain 
ignorance,  as  it  taught  nothing  but  mere 
formalities  without  any  solid  information. 
A  plan  was  about  to  be  put  in  execution 
for  the  establishment  of  mdnstrial  schools 
for  pauper  chiklren— would  they  not  also 
provide  for  the  proper  training  of  the  chil* 
dren  of  the  industrious  and  independent 
labourer  ?  Let  them  adopt  a  sound  system 
of  education  for  the  national  schools,  and 


not  leave  them  to  the  mere  lifeless  and 
mechanical  teaching  of  the  Chureh  cate- 
chism. 

Sir  i?.  Jnglis  earnestly  hoped,  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Secr^ry  of  State 
for  the  HooM  Department  would  not  suf- 
fer himself  to  be  misrepresented  as  he  had 
been  by  a  noble  Lord  in  another  place. 
He  had,  from  the  very  first,  contended, 
that  no  system  of  education  deserved  the 
name  that  was  not  based  upon  religion  ; 
and  he  felt  it  impossible  to  reconcile  the 
inconsistency  of  granting  a  sum  of  money 
to  any  Joint  institution  composed  of  per- 
sons of  entirely  different  religfous  senti- 
ments, to  support  a  school  in  which  the 
Scriptures  could  not  be  explained  bj  one 
party  without  his  being  checked  and  told 
that  he  was  violating  the  feelings  of  ano- 
ther; still,  as  the  grant  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  Parliament,  as  the  system  had 
in  fact  become  the  law  of  the  land,  he  did 
not  think  her  Majesty's  Government  were 
to  be  taunted  because  they  had  formerly 
opposed  it,  for  administering  it  as  they 
found  it,  and  without  carrying  it  beyond 
its  former  extent.  He  must  say,  however, 
that  the  doctrines  which  had  been  aet 
forth  elsewhere  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
by  one  of  the  Colleagnea  of  her  MaJM^a 
uovemment  went  far  to  violate  that  pra- 
ciple  of  neutrality,  and  to  encourage  sen- 
timents which  were  destructive  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  the  Established 
Church.  The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
in  a  whisper  which  he  intended  should  be 
audible,  said,  that  it  was  high  time  the 
interests  of  the  Established  Church  should 
cease.  He  hoped  the  House  would  bear 
in  mind  that  declaration  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Bat,  perhaps,  he  was  not  sincere  in 
it.  At  all  events,  he  hoped  that  the  boo* 
Member  was  sincere  in  another  seotisBenC 
to  which  he  had  given  expreasioo,  and  in 
which  he  fully  concnrrMi.  [Mr.  Huase 
held  up  his  bands  with  astonishment.] 
Why,  the  hon.  Member  seemed  ashamed 
of  it  already.  [Mr.  i7wiie  ««  No.*n  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated,  that  while  we 
were  squandering  large  sums  to  repress 
crime,  as  he  calM  it,  we  were  sparing  of 
money  for  the  education  of  Um  people. 
He  took  down  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  at  the  time  :— 

*■  We  thoald  save  thousands  and  tkoosaads 
by  educating  and  instructing  tbe  people  ■ 
those  who  are  now  perishing  in  ignoianos  and 
vice." 

Why,  that  was  tbe  very  opinioo  which 
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be  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  had  endeavonred  over 
mud  over  again  to  enforce  upon  the  House, 
and  particularly  upon  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  Friends,  with  whom  he  differed 
only  as  to  what  was  education.  He  as- 
serted it  was  that  which  was  begun  in 
Christian  schools  under  Christian  teachers, 
and  perfected  in  Christian  churches  under 
Christian  ministers.  That  was  a  very 
defective  education  which  left  a  youth  at 
an  age  when  he  was  most  exposed  to 
dangerous  temptations  without  a  church 
to  go  to,  and  a  watchful  training  of  him  up 
to  the  state  of  manhood. 

Sir/.  Graham:  I  am  most  anxious  to 
say  a  few  words  after  what  has  fallen  from 
my  hon.  Friend,  who  must  think  me  un- 
worthy of  his  friendship,  if  I  could  sit 
slili  and  hear  a  Colleague  assailed  who  is 
not  present,  and,  therefore,  uuable  to 
answer  the  charges  made  against  him. 
My  hon.  Friend  is  peculiarly  unfortunate 
this  evening.  My  hon.  Friend  is  a  great 
stickler  for  order  in  this  House,  yet  no- 
thing could  be  more  disorderly  than  the 
coarse  he  has  pursued  upon  this  occasion. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  not  been  content  with 
leferring  to  proceedings  elsewhere,  but  he 
distinctly  referred  to  a  speech  delivered  by 
a  noble  Lord  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament* In  that  respect  he  had  departed 
from  order.  My  hon.  Friend  declares 
himself  to  be  a  sincere  friend  to  the  pre- 
sent Administration,  yet,  upon  this  occa- 
sicm,  he  has  taken  a  course  which — though 
not  designedly,  perhaps,  is  calculated  to 
foment  jealousies  and  sow  dissensions 
amongst  the  Members  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  cannot  accept  of  any 
compliment  from  the  hon.  Member,  at 
the  expense  of  my  noble  Colleague,  the 
President  of  the  Council,  with  respect  to 
whose  conduct  concerning  a  bill  which 
has  been  mentioned,  I  will  say,  that  bill 
has  been  read  a  second  time  in  the  Lords, 
and  that  whenever  that  bill  shall  be  re- 
turned, whatever  alterations  may  be  made 
in  it,  I  shall  still  adhere  to  my  opinions. 
With  the  declarations  made  by  my  noble 
Friend,  the  President  of  the  Council,  as  I 
noderstand  the  nature  of  them,  I  fully 
concnr.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  one  sen- 
tence in  his  speech,  from  which  I  am  pre- 
pared to  dissent.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
stated  in  general  teritis,  that  those  decla- 
rations are  subversive  of  the  Church  of 
England.  [Sir  R,  Inglis:  If  I  used  a 
phrase  so  strong  as  subversive,  I  retract 
it»]  The  moment  my  hon.  Friend  disclaims 
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the  expression,  of  course,  I  must  cease  to 
impute  it  to  him  ;  but  he  said,  that  those 
declarations  were  injurious  to  the  Estab- 
lishment. When  my  noble  Friend  made 
the  speech  alluded  to,  there  were  present 
the  Primate  of  England,  and  several  Mem-^ 
hers  of  the  Bench  of  Bishops ;  not  one  of 
them  reprobated  the  sentiments  of  my 
noble  Colleague.  Not  one  of  them  ex- 
pressed opinions  similar  to  those  which 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford, 
has  this  night  given  utterance  to.  The 
hon.  Baronet  may  consider  himself  a  bet- 
ter guardian  of  the  Church  than  the  Arch- 
bishops and  Bishops  in  Parliament  assem- 
bled, but  I  must  be  allowed  to  retain  my 
opinion,  that  if  the  learned  Prelates  who 
adorn  the  Bench  of  Bishops,  and  who 
were  present  when  that  speech  was  made 
in  the  other  House,  had  heard  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  make  use  of  a  single 
passage  which  merited  the  censure  of  be- 
ing injurious  to  the  Established  Church, 
they  would  have  risen  in  their  places,  and 
repudiated  it,  and  denounce  the  measure 
which  had  been  brought  forward.  But  no 
objection  was  taken  at  the  time  by  the 
Bench  of  Bishops  to  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  and  Colleague,  the  President 
of  the  Council.  I  would  ask,  what  does 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Oxford, 
object  to?  The  hon.  Baronet  has  talked 
in  general  terms,  but  I  have  yet  to  learn 
what  his  specific  objections  are.  With 
regard  to  the  grant  for  the  purposes  of 
education,  I  will  inform  the  House  that 
her  Majesty's  Government  adhere,  as  the 
President  of  the  Council  stated  in  another 
place,  to  the  Minute  of  Council  of  1839. 
That  Minute  was  the  result,  it  may  be 
said,  of  a  compromise,  but  it  was  a  com- 
promise dictated  by  the  political  opponents 
of  the  late  Government.  Who  were  the 
parties  to  that  compromise  ?  The  Arch- 
bishops and  Prelates  of  the  Established 
Church.  They  were  consulted  on  the 
question.  Who  are  the  inspectors?  The 
inspectors  of  the  national  schools  are  ap- 
pointed with  the  consent  of  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  who  has  an  absolute  veto. 
The  arrangement  which  was  then  entered 
into  was  one  adopted  by  her  Majesty  in 
Council  in  consequence  of  the  course  pur- 
sued by  those  then  in  opposition  to  the 
Government,  and  who  now  constitute  the 
Government  of  the  country.  That  ar- 
rangement met  with  the  full  concurrence 
of  the  Prelates,  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, and  particularly  of  the  Bishop  of 
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University, and  the  reduction  in  the  salaries 
to  that  amount  had  been  agreed  to. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Wood  believed  the  senate 
did  not  concur  in  the  proposed  reduction. 
The  J  acquisced,  but  were  opposed  to  it. 

Sir  J.  Graham :  The  reductions  made 
were  principally  in  the  salaries  of  the 
examiners,  and  as  several  of  them  were 
interested  in  the  vote  no  doubt  many  of 
them  were  opposed  to  the  reduction.  They 
had  also  seats  in  the  council,  and  voted 
in  the  apportionment  of  their  own  salaries. 
He  was  glad  to  say,  however,  that  many 
of  them  approved  of  what  Government 
proposed.  One  of  the  originators  of  the 
University,  Mr.  Warburton,  highly  disap- 
proved of  the  examiners  being  also  Mem- 
bers of  the  Council. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  whether  any 
report  had  been  made  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  former  grant  had  been  expend- 
ed.  He  had  always  been  opposed  to  the 
system  of  the  council  appointing  Members 
of  their  own  body  to  the  office  of  exami- 
ners, which  was  a  paid  office,  and  the 
salary  settled  by  themselves.  He  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
call  for  a  report  in  future,  and  would  take 
care  not  to  submit  any  other  estimate 
without  the  House  being  made  acquainted 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  former 
grants  had  been  spent  by  means  of  a 
report.  He  wished  to  see  the  names  of 
the  examiners^  in  order  that  he  might 
know  if  they  were  really  Members  of  the 
Council ;  for  he  could  not  countenance 
a  system  under  which  a  man  might  appor- 
tion a  salary  to  himself.  He  was  one  of 
the  first  supporters  of  the  University,  but 
he  must  say  the  expense  had  very  greatly 
exceeded  his  anticipations,  and  might  be 
reduced  with  advantage  to  the  establish- 
ment. 

Mr.  G.  JV.  Wood  said,  the  Members  of 
the  council  had  been  asked  to  undertake 
the  duty  of  examiners ;  they  did  not  seek 
the  office. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply— Registration.]  On  the 
question,  that  the  sum  of  30,000/.  be 
granted  for  defraying  the  allowances  and 
expenses  of  revising  barristers. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know,  whether 
the  decisions  of  those  Gentlemen  had 
been  more  uniform  last  year  than  they 
had  been  in  the  previous  ones  ?  In  for- 
mer times  take  any  ten  of  them  upon  any 


one  question  and  they  would  find  five  of 
one  opinion  and  five  of  a  contrary  one. 

Mr.  Cripps  had  had  the  honour  of 
being  appointed  a  revising  barrister,  and 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  and  the 
House,  that  the  conflicting  decisions  did 
not  arise  so  much  from  ignorance  on  the 
part  of  the  barrister  as  from  the  obscurity 
of  the  act  of  Parliament — some  of  the 
clauses  of  the  act  were  utterly  irreconcil- 
able. If  the  Government  were  to  apply 
their  minds  to  the  formation  of  a  good 
registration  bill,  they  would  much  bene- 
fit the  country ;  of  course  he  could  not 
expect  it  in  the  present  Session,  but  if  the 
law  were  much  simplified  they  could  do 
with  much  fewer  barristers,  and,  of  course, 
the  vote  would  not  be  so  large. 

Sir  J,  Graham  did  not  intend  to  recede 
from  his  pledge.  It  was  his  intention, 
before  the  end  of  the  Session,  to  ask 
leave  to  bring  in  a  registration  bill.  Whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman  would  think  it  a 
good  one  or  not  he  did  not  know,  but  it 
would  most  likely  lead  to  a  uniformity  of 
decision,  inasmuch  as  it  would  contain  a 
provision  for  constituting  an  appellant  tri- 
bunal. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply  —  Collections  for  the 
Museum.]  On  the  question  that  the  sum 
of  4,740/.  be  granted  to  enable  the  trustees 
of  the  British  Museum  to  purchase  certain 
collections  now  offered  to  them. 

Dr.  Bowring  wished  to  know  why  all 
the  money  required  for  the  Museum  should 
not  appear  under  one  head  ? 

Lord  Stanley :  The  Government  were 
quite  aware  of  the  ordinary  current  ex- 
penses of  the  Museum ;  but  when  particu- 
lar offers  were  made  of  particular  collec- 
tions, which  it  was  for  the  advantage  of 
the  public  should  be  accepted,  then  a 
specific  vote  became  necessary. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  thought  some  of 
these  collections  were  purchased  at  prices 
far  exceeding  their  value.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  received  any  reports  relative  to 
the  value  of  the  collections  previous  to 
their  purchase,  from  persons  who  were 
qualified  to  form  a  just  opinion  of  their 
worth  ;  and  if,  that  was  the  case,  whether 
there  was  any  objection  to  present  those 
reports  to  the  House  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer  said, 
that  the  opinion  of  parties  competent  to 
judge  of  the  value  uf  these  collections 
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quetttbed  for  parposee  of  education,  which  man  as  any  to  pass  a  judgment  upon  it. 
are  misappropriated,  and  which  may  be  ,  He  was  also  much  delicchted  to  hear  the 
made  available.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
the  GoTemment  to,  ioTesttgate  this  matter,  '  Graham),  and  he  had  risen  simply  for  the 
and  to  apply  to  the  purposes  of  national  I  purpose  of  correcting  what  he  believed,  if 
education  every  fund,  which  in  equity  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  to  speak  again, 
law  may  be  made  answerable  to  this  sacred  he  would  admit  lo  be  an  error,  that  the 
use.  If  we  should  find  it  difficult  to  carry  |  compromise  was  not  dictated  by  the  poli- 
out  these  views  with  reference  to  educa-  |  tical  opponents  of  the  late  Government, 
tion  into  effect,  it  is  our  intention  to  trust '  but  that  it  was  the  result  of  mature  consi- 
to  the  liberality  of  Parliament  for  an  addi-  i  deration  of  the  then  Government  with  the 
tional  g^nt.  I  heads  of  the  Church,  it  being  deemed 

Sir  J^.  Inglis  said,  that  he  admitted  the  l  essential  to  so  important  a  measure  as  that 
force  of  the  rebuke,  and  his  justiBcation    of  public  education,  that  there  should  be 


must  be  that  he  followed  the  example  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
Mr.  Vernon  Smith  was  too  much  rejoiced 


perfect  unanimity  between  the  Government 
and  Parliament. 

Sir  James  Grahetm  would  gladly  retract 


St  the  roaaner  in  which  the  right  hon.  ;  the  word  <*  dictation,"  but  he  must  repeat 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  spoken  out,  that  the  minute  in  council  was  a  compro- 
to  wish  to  say  anything  in  contradiction  to  ^  mise,  and  that  that  compromise  resulted 
what  he  had  stated,  except  on  one  point,  i  from  the  resistance  offered  by  the  then 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  be  in  '  opposition  to  the  proposals  made  by  the 
difficaUy  as  to  the  object  of  the  hon.  I  then  Government. 
Member  fbr  the  University  of  Oxford.  |  Mr.  JVyse  was  much  pleased  that  the 
Now  It  appeared  to  him,  that  the  only  ;  Government  had  determined  upon  estab- 
object  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was,  that  the  .  lishing  the  system  of  a  normal  school. 
Government  should  revert  to  the  opposi* '  He  had  always  anticipated  that  a  light 
(ion  which  was  given  to  the  Government  j  would  flow  in,  and  that  a  period  would 
npon  this  subject  in  1838.  There  was  ;  arrive  when  both  sides  of  the  House  would 
one  expression  which  had  been  used  by  the  be  anxious  to  assist  In  the  spread  of  edu- 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  in  cation,  and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  her 
reference  to  this  question,  to  which  he  i  Majesty's  Ministers  were  the  most  forward 
(Mr.  V.  Smith)  objected.  It  was  that  |  in  advancing  those  measures  which  they 
the  ninate  of  councn  of  1839  was  a  com-  had  formerly  opposed.  He  thought  the 
promise.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  abuse  system  should  be  one  of  a  most  compre- 
of  words.  A  compromise  must  consist  of  hensive  kind.  Not  only  those  schools 
Biutaal  concessions;  but  when  the  Govern- j  which  were  under  the  immediate  cogni- 
ment  of  1839  brought  forward  their  pro*  zance  of  the  council  should  be  the  subject 
position,  they  did  it  with  as  much  good  '  of  inspection,  but  private  establishments 
faith  as  they  proposed  it  in  1838.  They  should  be  invited  to  place  themselves 
brought  their  proposition  forward,  believ- ',  under  the  same  inspection,  and  should  be 
ing  that  it  was  the  utmost  measure  the  included  in  the  report  of  the  inspectors  to 
country  would  receive  from  the  Govern-  Parliament.  He  begged,  in  conclusion, 
nent.  He  hoped  the  present  Government  '  to  express  his  sincere  joy,  at  the  recent 
were  prepared  to  act  up  to  that  proposi-  j  declaration  of  the  noble  President  of  the 
tion.  He  conceived  that  the  hon.  Baronet  Council  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia* 
the  Member  for  Oxford,  wished  to  create 
dissention  between  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  President  of  the 
Council  opon  this  subject.     He,  however, 


ment. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SupptY  —  London  University.]  — 
On  the  question  that  4,516/.  be  granted 


trusted  that  upon  the  question  of  educa-  |  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  expenses 
tion,  the  noble  I^rd  (Lord  WharnclifFe)  of  the  University  of  London, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  !  Mr.  G.  W.  Jvood  inquired  whether  the 
Oraliam)  would  move  on  hand  in  hand,  vote  was  the  same  as  last  year,  and  if  not 
He  exceedingly  admired  the  speech  of  the  |  why  it  had  been  diminished, 
noble  Lord  the  President  of  the  Council ;  |  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
indeed,  it  was  admired  by  the  Marquess  (here  ^f  as  a  diminution  in  the  voteof  687/. 
of  Laasdowne,  who  was  as  competent  a  .  Communications  had  been  had  with  the 
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for  the  Bishop  of  New  Zealand,  in  order 
that  the  principle  might  be  brought  before 
the  House  for  discussion  in  a  more  sub- 
stantial form.  Many  colonies,  some  of 
them  entirely  Protestant,  had  no  Episcopal 
establishment,  and  they  at  any  rate  had 
equal  need  of  one  with  New  Zealand.  He 
was  not  arguing  that  no  bisphoprics 
should  be  established,  but  what  he  con- 
tended for  was,  that  they  should  not  be 
paid  for  by  the  mother  country,  but  by  the 
colonies  themselves.  He  had  also  another 
objection  to  the  manner  of  supporting  this 
bishopric.  He  had  often  heard  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies object  to  placing  the  payment  of  the 
church  on  estimates,  and  he  was  surprised 
at  his  proposing  this  vote.  He  had  great 
objections  on  religious  grounds  to  such  a 
mode  of  payment.  The  vote  might  be 
agreed  to  one  year  and  refused  the  next. 

Lord  Stanley  could  assure  the  right  hqn. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  not  laying  down 
any  general  principle  in  this  instance,  or 
assenting  tu  the  principle^  which  he  con- 
demned as  much  as  any  man,  of  making 
the  clergy  of  the  Established  Church  de- 
pendent on  the  voles  of  this  House  for 
their  stipends.  He  begged  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  grounds  on  which  he  proposed 
the  vote.  On  the  31st  of  December,  1840, 
an  official  letter  was  written  by  the  direc- 
tion of  Lord  John  Russell,  then  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  to  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury,  in  which  it  was  slated  that 
the  subject  of  constituting  bishoprics  in  the 
colonies  had  engaged  much  of  his  at- 
tention, and  afier  mature  inquiry  he  in- 
tended to  advise  her  Majesty  to  found 
bishoprics  in  the  Colonies  of  New  Brunsr 
wick,  Van  Diemen's  Landt  and  New  Zea- 
land ;  and  that  his  opinion  was  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  should  make  provision 
for  each  of  them  to  the  extent  of  600/.  per 
annum,  *'  which  charge  shall  appear  io 
the  estimates."  To  that  letter  an  official 
answer  was  written  from  the  Treasury, 
which  stated  that  their  Lordships  did  not 
object  to  the  proposed  application  to  Par- 
liament for  provision  of  stipends  to  the 
bishoprics  io  question  to  the  extent  of 
600/.  each.  As  to  the  noble  Lord  having 
reconsidered  the  question,  it  was  certainly 
true  that  no  vote  was  taken  ou  the  esti- 
mates: but  it  was  equally  true  that^  so 
far  from  the  noble  Lord  having  given  up 
his  intention,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  found, 
when  he  came  into  office,  not  only  thtft 
a  decision  was  taken  to  appoint  a  Bishop 


for  New  Zealand,  but  that  the  rev.  Mr. 
Selwyn  had  been  appointed — that  lie  was 
prepared  to  set  out,  and  that  the  patent 
was  in  course  of  preparation,  on  the  pro<> 
mise  of  Lord  John  Russell  that  he  should 
go  out  on  that  provision  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary estimates  which  was  intended  to  be 
proposed  in  the  former  year»  and  which  (he 
right  hon.  Gentleman  supposed  he  had 
persuaded  the  noble  Lord  to  abandon. 
On  the  lOih  of  November  last,  be  stated 
to  the  Treasury  that,  under  the  circues- 
stance  of  Lord  J.  Russell's  promise,  and 
of  the  bishop's  patent  being  in  prepara* 
lion,  he  conceived  they  were  bound,  in 
good  faith  and  honour,  to  make  good  the 
promise  of  their  predecessor,  and,  however 
objectionable  he  thought  the  placing  of 
bishops*  salaries  on  the  annual  estimates 
of  Parliament,  he  was  of  opinion  that, 
in  this  case,  they  had  no  alternative  but  to 
fulfil  an  engagement  which  was  formally 
and  officially  entered  into  by  the  noble 
Lord.  But  he  went  further  than  this,  for 
on  an  application  to  him  by  the  com- 
mittee for  establishing  bishoprics  in  the 
colonies,  including  New  Brunswick  and 
Van  Diemen's  Laud,  he  stated  that,  with 
every  desire  to  forward  their  views  of  ap- 
pointing bishops,  and  placing  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  the  different 
colonies  under  the  superintendence  of 
constituted  authorities,  yet  where  there 
was  no  colonial  fund  and  no  contributions 
from  the  society  for  that  purpose,  he  cooid 
not  take  upon  himself  to  propose  to  Par- 
liament to  place  an  annual  vote  for  colo- 
nial bishops  on  the  estimates,  and,  there- 
fore, he  declined  to  submit  to  Parliament 
a  vole  of  600/.  for  the  Bishop  of  New 
Brunswick,  or  for  the  Bishop  of  Van 
Diemen's  Land.  The  Bishop  of  Van  Die« 
men's  Land  bad  been  appointed  by  joint 
contributions  from  the  colonial  fund  and 
the  voluntary  society.  Another  had  been 
recently  appointed  for  the  MediterraoMBS 
and  by  the  assistance  of  the  puUic  and  of 
the  society,  with  aid  from  the  colonial  fund, 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  appoint  biahopa 
io  several  other  of  our  poasesaions ;  but 
be  still  retained  his  objection  to  ptacing  a 
vote  for  colonial  bishops  upon  tbe  esti- 
mates. Therefore  he  had  not  taken  a  vola 
for  any  other  colonial  bishop  tbao  New 
Zealand,  which  he  felt  bound  in  honour  U^ 
propose. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  an  insult  to  the  people  of  England  tjO 
call  on  them  in  their  present  state  of  dia^ 
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trett  Co  pay  money  in  this  sort  of  way,  and 
for  luch  a  purpose.  If  Lord  John  Russell 
had  made  Ihia  promise  to  Dr,  Selwyn, 
Lord  Jobn  RiiiieH  ought  to  pay  the  mo- 
aey  himself.  He  should  propose  as  an 
aaseiidmenti  *'  that  the  amount  of  the  vote 
should  be  reduced  by  874/.  13s.  l(f.,  the 
expenae  of  this  bishopric."  If  his  ameod- 
ment  were  rejected,  be  should  propose, 
that  Lord  John  Russell  be  called  on  to 
psy  the  amount.  He  believed  the  noble 
Lord's  aalary  was  all  paid  up,  so  that  they 
ooold  not  aeiae  upon  that.  The  bon. 
Member  concluded  by  moviog»  that  the 
vote  be  12»d4(M. 

Mr.  F.  Smtk  thought  it  better  on  such 
a  subject  to  abstain  from  party  allusions. 
He  had  made  no  attack  on  the  noble  Lord. 
On  this  point  he  did  not  agree  with  his 
DoUe  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell.)  He 
was  extremely  sorry  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  taken  this  occasion  to  make  a  mere 
oiiserable  personal  attack  upon  him. 

Lord  Stamle^  said,  he  had  made  no  per- 
sonal attack  on  the  right  bon.  Gentleman, 
la  coDsequeoce  of  the  observations  of  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman,  it  was  necessary 
hr  him  to  explain  the  precise  circum- 
staaces  under  which  he  was  called  on  to 
bring  forward  this  vote. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  it  to  be  understood, 
that  if  the  House  rejected  bis  amendment^ 
he  shoold  propose,  that  Lord  John  Rus* 
sell  do  pay  the  amount  which  he  had  pro- 
mised to  Dr.  Selwyn. 

Mr.  fV.  WiUiams  was  sorry  his  bon. 
Friend  bad  not  ol^ected  to  the  whole  vote. 
It  was  an  insult  on  the  oppressed  people 
of  thia  country  to  call  upon  them  to  con- 
tnbate  to  the  ecclesiastical  establishments 
of  the  cobnies. 

Mr.  Pnkvigiim  objected  to  the  incon- 
sistency which  appeared  on  these  esti- 
aatea,  that  while  this  country  was  paying 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Quebec, 
there  was  no  vote  whatever  for  a  Pro- 
testant Bisbop  of  Quebec.  No  duty  was 
more  iocombent  on  tbe  mother  country, 
in  hia  opinion,  than  to  support  the  Esta- 
blished Church  in  Canada. 

Viscount  Pabneriton  said,  he  should 
certainly  vote  for  granting  this  salary  of 
the  Bisbop  of  New  Zealand,  as  it  was  tbe 
pn^Msal  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell); but  be  did  not  vote  for  it  on  tbe 
ground  that  this  country  ought  to  pay  and 
maintain  ministers  of  religion  in  all  her 
cokmiea*  That  practice  ought  to  be  the 
eioepliooy  not  the  rule.    Bat  in  the  case 


of  New  Zealand,  where,  as  the  colony  was 
recently  founded,  there  existed  no  means 
of  making  provision  for  a  bishop,  be 
thought  it  was  right  that  the  purpose 
should  be  accomplished  by  a  vote  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  He  therefore  voted 
for  the  estimate,  not  wishing  that  this 
should  be  a  permanent  arrangement. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question , 
that  the  grant  be  1 2,340Z. :— Ayes  25; 
Noes  131 :  Majority  106. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

AIdam,W.  Philips,  M. 
Berkeley,  bon.  Capt. 
Beroal,  Capt. 
Broiherton,J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 

Colbornc,hn.  W.N.R.  Tancred,  H.  W, 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £.  Thornely,  T, 

Duncombe,  T.  Ward,  H.  G. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Greeoaway,  C.  WiUiams,  W. 

Hawes,  B.  Wood,  B. 
Bindley,  C.  tellers. 

Martin,  J.  Hume,  J. 

Morris,  D.  Smith,  V. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Plumridge,  Cant. 
Redington,  T/n. 
Rundle,  J. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M« 


Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bagge,  W. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brace,  Lord  £. 
Buckley,  B. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  A. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  U. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Cockburn,  rt.hn.  SirG. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Dick,  Q. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 


Egerton,  W.  T. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
French,  F. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gill,  T. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbarn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grirosditch,  T. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.  SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hutt,  W. 
IngUs,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyu;  Earl 
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Kemble,  11. 
KDatchbull,rt.hD.Sir£ 
Labouchere,  rt.  ho,  U. 
Lefroy,  A, 
Legb,  G.  C. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  bon.  Col. 
Lowtber,  J.  H. 
Lyall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
MackinnoD,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mainwaringy  T. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Milnesy  R.  M. 
Morgan,  O. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt  bon.  J. 
Northland,  Visct. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmerston,  Vi:ict. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  J. 
PigoU  Sir  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 


Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  bon.  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sibtnorp,  Col. 
Smyth,  SirH. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trollope,Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turnor,  C. 
Tyrell,  S.  J.  T. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Frenaantle,  Sir  T. 
Corry,rt.hn.H.T.L 


Original  questioo  agreed  to. 

Supply  —  Education  (Ireland).] 
Od  the  questioo  that  a  sum  not  exceeding 
50,000/.  be  granted  to  her  Majesty,  to 
enable  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  to 
issue  money  for  the  advancement  of  edu- 
cation in  that  country. 

Mr.  Plumptre  objected  to  the  grant. 
Very  few  Protestants  could  feel  themselves 
justi6ed  in  sending  their  children  to 
schools  under  the  present  system,  and  he 
was,  therefore,  strongly  opposed  to  the 
vote,  but  he  would  not  press  it  to  a  division. 

Mr  Lefroy  concurred  in  the  view  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Kent.  The  peti- 
tions from  the  clergy  of  Ireland  showed, 
that  they  were  desirous  to  obtain  a  share 
of  this  grant,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  an 
education,  founded  on  such  principles  as 
would  make  those  receiving  it  honest  men 
and  good  citizens. 

Mr.  Af.  «/•  0'C<mnelt  could  not  really 
see  what  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  looking  for,  except  that  those  public 
funds  should  be  devoted  to  the  edacation 
of  a  peculiar  sect.  He  should  be  the  lut 
man  to  disturb  the  harmonv,  which  hap* 
pil^  prevailed  at  present  in  both  countries 
(with  the  exception  of  a  small  section  of 
bon*  Members  opposite),  and  between  both 


parties  in  the  State,  on  the  subject  of  edu- 
tion.  He  believed  experience  bad  proved 
in  both  countries,  that  religion  was  not 
promoted  by  enforcing  peculiar  religioas 
opinions  in  a  system  of  education,  but  that 
it  was  far  preferable  to  impart  sound  know- 
ledge indiscriminately,  leaving  religions 
instruction  to  be  conveyed  thfoogh  the 
tenets  of  each  persuasion.  The  man  who 
doubted  the  efficacy  of  thu  plan,  must 
doubt  the  soundness  of  his  own  views  on 
religion. 

Mr.  Campbell  contended,  that  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  0*Connell)  was 
quite  wrong  in  supposing  that  any  change 
had  tsken  place  in  the  views  of  Gientlemen 
on  his  side.  If  he  thought  it  necessary  to 
divide  the  House,  he  was  sure  he  should 
have  a  large  number  voting  against  this 
grant,  on  the  ground,  that  the  Scriptures 
were  garbled  in  the  national  schools. 

Captain  Jones  objected  to  this  grant, 
because  the  system  it  went  to  support  was 
a  complete  failure.  He  knew,  that  Pro- 
testants did  not  send  their  children  to 
these  schools,  because  the  Scriptures  were 
not  used  in  a  complete  form. 

Mr.  V.  Smith  must  say  he  was  snr* 
prised,  that  the  noble  Secretary  for  Ireland 
left  the  system  of  Irish  edncatwn  to  be 
defended  by  those  at  his  side.  The  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  too,  was  nnacoonnt- 
ably  silent  when  his  own  measure  was 
attacked.  How  was  it  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor-general,  who  was  so  ac- 
tive an  opponent  of  this  grant,  was  now  a 
perfect  mute,  and  that  they  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  his  opinion,  if  some  in- 
discreet person  on  his  own  side  did  not 
force  a  division.  This  was  certainlf  a 
great  night  for  education  !  First,  the  pro- 
posal  of  the  Whig  Government  of  1839,  as 
regarded  England,  was  adopted.  [Sir  /. 
Orakam :  No ;  it  was  a  compromise.]  At 
all  events,  the  Tories  receded  from  the 
high  ground  they  originally  took  when 
they  acceded  to  the  prop|Osal  of  1839,  and 
it  was  denounced  now  with  all  the  original 
bitterness  of  party  animosity  by  the  boo. 
Member  for  Oxford.  Then  came  the  vote 
for  education  on  the  most  liberal  princi- 
ples ;  and,  lastly,  this  Irish  grant,  which 
was  assented  to  by  all  parties,  or  which 
would  seem  to  be  so  if  some  inopportnno 
division  were  not  forced  on  by  Gentlemen 
opposite. 

Lord  Elioi  felt  that  the  Uant  of  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  waa  not  altogether 
andeservedi  for  he  ought  to  have  riseo  al 
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ao  eadier  period  to  reply  to  the  attacks 
which  were  made  on  this  system.    The 
Gentlemen  who  had  made  those  attacks 
bad  been  guilty  of  gross  misrepresenta- 
tioo,  and  he  thought  they  could  not  pos- 
sibly have  read  the  report  presented  to 
that  House.  Had  they  done  so  they  would 
baTe  perceived  that  the  secular  instruction 
of  the  schools  was  open  to  all,  and  that 
the  religious   instruction  was    given    at 
particular  hours  set  apart  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  at  particular  places  according  to 
the  direction  of  the  local  patrons  by  whom 
the  funds  were  mainly  provided.     That 
was  the  basis  of  the  system,  but  he  denied 
that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  had 
been  the  author  of  it,  because  it  was  em- 
bodied so  far  back  as  1812  in  a  report  on 
the  subject  of  education,  which   report 
was  signed  by  the  Primate  of  Ireland,  the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh,  the  Archbishop  of 
Cashel,  and  the  Bishop  of  Killala.     He 
must  also  deny  that  mere  garbled  extracts 
ftpm  Scripture  were  all  that  was  allowed 
to  be  read  in  the  national  schools.    The 
Scriptural  extracts  used  in  those  schools 
comprised  the  historical  books  of  the  Old 
Testament,  St.  Luke,  and  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles;  but  they  did  not  supersede  the 
use  of  the  Scriptures ;  and  he  must  say 
that  the    accusation   made  against  the 
board,  of  garbling  the  Holy  Scriptures, 
was  entirely  unfounded.      In   1824  the 
commissioners  reviewed  all  the  education 
societies  which  had  previously  existed,  and 
they  found  them  totally  inadequate  for 
the  purposes  of  education.    They  said, 
that  owing  to  the  system  of  teaching  the 
Scriptures  without  note  or  comment,  the 
lystem  which  was  adopted  by  those  socie- 
ties, the  children  were  absolutely  ignorant 
of  the  very  principles  of  religion,  that 
they  were  ignorant  of  the  meaning  of 
what  they  read,  and  that  they  learned  it, 
like  parrots,  purely  by  rote.    This  was 
the  opinion  of  men  of  impartiality.    It 
was  stated  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
that  Protestant  children  generally  did  not 
attend  the  national  schools.     Now,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  there  was  no 
unwillingness  or  dislike  to  attend  them  on 
the  part  of  any  portion  of  the  people ;  and 
that,  where  there  was  a  non-attendance 
of  Protestant  children,  it  was  owing,  he 
nuch  regretted  to  say,  to  the  influence 
of  the  Protestant  clergymen,    who,   no 
doubt,  were  actuated    by  conscientious 
notifeSi  believing  as  they  did  that  the 
pieseat  system   was  one    which    they 


could  not  fairly  countenance.  But  the 
fact  was,  that  the  people  had  most  wil- 
lingly sent  their  children  to  be  instructed 
in  those  schools,  from  which  thev  had  in 
many  instances  been  withdrawn  by  cler- 
gymen. Mr.  Hall,  who  was  probably 
known  to  roost  hon.  Members,  stated  in 
his  pamphlet  that  the  system  was  a  total 
failure,  but  he  went  on  to  say  that  it  was 
admirably  well  managed,  and  that  it  was 
only  in  consequence  of  the  unwillingness 
of  the  clergy  to  co-operate  that  it  was 
rendered  ineffective.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  in  some  places  there  were  only  four 
or  five  Protestants  to  100  Roman  Catho- 
lics, but  then  in  other  places  the  prepon- 
derance was  just  as  much  in  favour  of  the 
Protestant  children.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  take  the  trouble  of  looking  to  the 
character  of  the  population,  they  would  at 
once  see  the  cause  of  that.  The  average 
number  of  Protestants,  compared  with 
that  of  the  Catholics,  was  not  more  than 
4  or  5  per  cent.,  while  many  of  those  Pro- 
testants were  in  easy  circumstances,  and 
beyond  the  necessity  of  availing  them- 
selves of  the  benefit  of  the  national  edu- 
cation. He  asserted  then  that  a  very  fair 
proportion  of  the  Protestant  children  did 
receive  education  under  the  present  sys* 
tem ;  and  he  could  assure  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  he  had  received  reports 
from  authority  which  fully  bore  him  out 
in  stating  that  a  fair  proportion  of  Pro* 
testants  compared  with  the  rest  of  the 
population  did  attend  the  national  schools. 
He  would  not  state  positively,  but  he 
believed  that  one-eighth  of  those  who 
attended  the  schools  were  Protestants* 
Looking  to  the  nature  of  the  population, 
and  considering  that  a  large  proportion  of 
the  Protestants  were  in  easy  circumstances, 
and  did  not  choose  on  that  account  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  system;  he  could 
not  admit  that  the  system  was  in  any  re- 
spect a  failure.  The  commissioners  stated 
in  their  report,  that  in  the  first  year  of  its 
operation  the  number  of  schools  was  759, 
in  the  next  year  1,206,  that  in  the  last 
year  the  number  had  increased  to  no  less 
than  2,377,  and  that  the  number  of  chil- 
dren to  whom  instruction  was  imparted 
in  those  schools  was  281,345,  and  the 
number  was  continuing  to  increase.  In 
the  month  of  September  last  he  attended 
the  examination  of  the  inspectors,  and 
nothing,  he  assured  the  House,  could 
have  been  more  satisfactory  than  the 
statement  which  they  made  respecting 
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the  8Ut€  of  those  schools.  The  system,  as 
all  who  were  acquaioted  with  it  must  know, 
was  what  was  called  *'intellectuar'— a 
system  by  which  the  minds  of  the  children 
were  cultivated  to  a  high  degree.  The 
books  were  well  adapted  to  that  object, 
and  were  drawn  up  with  considerable 
talent  and  ability,  and  the  teachers  were 
men  who  were  in  every  respect  qualified 
for  poblic  instruction.  Upon  the  whole, 
he  must  sav,  that  the  result  of  bis  inquiry, 
and  he  had  taken  no  small  pains  to  inform 
himself  on  the  subject,  was  that,  under  all 
the  circunatances  of  Ireland,  a  system 
better  adapted  to  the  wants  of  the  people 
of  that  country  could  not  be  adopted. 

Sir  W.  Somerviile  said,  that  he  had  lit- 
tened  with  the  sincerest  pleasure  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord 
had  most  correctly  described  the  working 
of  the  system, .  and  he  had  also  correctly 
stated  the  reason  why  its  operation  was  in 
some  cases  limited,  that  reason  being  that 
tbc  clergy  of  the  Established  Church,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  had  cooadentioualy  con* 
sidered  it  to  be  their  duty  to  oppose  the 
system.  Something  had  been  said  about 
**  raising  the  people  of  Ireland."  Did  not 
that  mean  depressing  them  to  their  former 
GonditiOB,  whea  no  Catholic  could  educate 
bis  cbiMren  ?  [Ckeers  from  the  Opp^m 
tUhm  benchesJ]  This  cry,  at  all  events,  was 
most  Irequeotly  in  the  mouth  of  that  party 
who  Hrst  prevented  the  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation from  receiving  instroctioa  according 
to  their  own  religious  tenets,  and  then  re- 
proached them  for  turbulence  and  ferocity. 

Mr.  Jmeksom  said,  he  was  persuaded  the 
committee  woald  foel  that,  considering 
the  position  in  which  he  now  stood,  and 
the  part  he  bad  for  so  many  years  taken 
in  reipifd  to  the  education  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland  upon  Scriptural  principlefl^  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  remain  silent  on  the 
present  occaetoo,  more  especially  when  it 
was  recollected  that  he  had  been  so  potnl- 
edly  aUuded  to  from  both  sides  of  the 
House.  The  hen.  Genttsman,  and  those 
who  fteted  with  him,  were  anakHis  to  call 
bka  (the  Solicitor*geaeral)  up  in  this 
debate,  hoping  that  some  party  advantage 
might  be  gained  by  eliciting  points  of 
daeagreement  upon  this  all-important  ques- 
tion, between  the  present  Oovemroent  and 
aeaae  of  its  moel  sleady  friends  and  sup- 
porters. He  (the  Solicitor-general)  deeply 
regretted  that  he  should  be  placed  in  apoei- 
tien  wh^hcempelled  btm  to  rise  iaaf  parent 
(^ppoeitiMi  toi  htf  Migests's  Gownmen^ 


but  he  did  so  under  a  deep  and  solemn 
conviction  of  imperative  duty.  He  did 
not,  however,  rise  to  oppose  the  present 
vote,  which  was  to  place  50,000i.  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
for  the  purposes  of  education  in  Ireland, 
and  he  did  hope  that  at  least  some  portion 
of  it  might  be  applied  in  promoting  edu- 
cation in  that  country  upon  sound  prin- 
ciples. He  was,  however,  bound  to  say, 
that  even  had  this  been  a  vote  directly  to 
the  National  Board  of  Education  in  Ire- 
land, decidedly  as  he  disapproved  of  their 
system,  he  should  not  feel  justified  in  giv- 
ing his  vote  for  withholding  the  grant  at 
this  period  of  the  Session.  He  thought 
that  it  would  be  manifestly  unjust  that 
the  board  should  have  been  permitted  to 
reckon  upon  the  continuance  of  the  annual 
grant  which  they  hid  enjoyed  for  some 
years,  and  to  enter  into  engagements  and 
incur  liabilities,  but  he  fervently  entreated 
the  Government  and  the  House  moet 
carefully  and  candidly  to  reconsider  the 
whole  <iuestion«  He  spoke  under  ii»- 
pressions  of  imperative  duty,  when  he  de« 
dared  the  noble  Lord  most  utterly  to  have 
been  in  error  on  the  subject  of  the  Kildare 
school  system.  The  aew  syatem  had  not 
been  justified,  but  the  contrary,  by  the 
inquiry  of  the  commimioo.  That  com- 
mission consisted  of  Mr.  Frankland  Lewie, 
well  known  in  that  House — Mr.  Glasford, 
a  Scotch  gentleman  of  great  talent  and 
respectability— the  late  lasDented  Judge 
Foster-— Mr.  Anthony  Blake,  a  Roman 
Catholic  gentleman  of  much  talent,  but  who 
aeted  with  perfect  impartiality  throughout 
the  inquiry — and  Mr.  Grant,  an  English 
gentlenmn,  who  he  believed  was  at  the 
English  bar.  His  noble  Friend  bad 
stated  the  matter  as  if  that  commission 
of  ioqnirv  had  been  unanimous  in  their 
report;  the  fact,  however  was,  that  two 
of  the  able  and  enlightened  members  of 
the  Board  had  dissented,  and  had  supu 
plied  the  grounds  and  reasons  of  tbeir 
diesent,  from  the  condusions  anived  at 
by  their  brethren.  The  dissentients  were 
Judge  Foeierand  Mr.  Glasford.  Now,  be 
(the  Solicitor-general),  on  the  part  of  the 
Protestant  people  of  Ireland,  and  of  the 
Roman  Caiholic  population  also,  most 
earnestly  but  respectfully  called  upon  his 
right  hon.  and  noble  Friends  composing 
her  Majesty^s  Government,  to  take  into  ac- 
count the  propriety  of  carefully  consider- 
ing thia  great  question.  It  was  one  of  the 
mioet  momentoiu  importances    He  would 
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not  diafciiBse  his  opiniout  upon  it.    Tbey 
were  oot  taken  up  hastily,  nor  did  they 
eoiaDate  from  any  unkind  or  uncharitable 
feeling  towards  any  portion  of  the  com- 
mnoity,  or  towards  an>  human  being. 
On  the  contrary,  he  trusted  be  might  say, 
with  perfect  truth  and  sincerity  that  they 
sprang  from  the  most  aoxioos  desire  to 
promote,  by  the  best  means,  the  temporal 
and  eternsJ  interests  of  all  classes  and 
denomioalioas  of  his  countrymen.    With 
regard  to  the  Kiklare^place  Society,  what 
were  the  facta  ?  When  the  Parliamentary 
grant  waa  withdrawn  from  that  valuable 
iastitotaoD,  in  the  year  1832,  there  were, 
scoordiog    to  his   recollection^— and  he 
begged  to  be  understood  as  only  speaking 
from  recollection,  not  recently  refreshed  as 
to  the  Bumbers — (for  he  had  reason  to 
beliefe  that  this  n>te  would  not  have  been 
brought  forward  to-night)T^but  according 
to  his  recoHection,  there  were  then  up- 
wards of  1,500  schools,  containing  more 
than  IdOyOOD  scholars,  in  connection  with 
that  society ;  and  he  could  say  that  a  very 
Urge  number  of  them  were  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  persuaMon.     He  believed  that  at 
no  period  were  there  so  few  as  one-half  of 
of  the  scboiars  in  those  schools  Roman 
Catholic.     What  was  the  state  of  fact  in 
1824,  at  the  unfortunate  period  when  the 
coamiaaton  of  inquiry  was  set  on  foot  ?    At 
iha  period  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
sad  priesthood  in  Ireland,  anxious  to  put 
down  scriptural  education,  and  to  obtain 
granta  of  pubUomoneyforscboolsunder  their 
own  control,  «sed  every  effbft  to  withdraw 
the  ehiidfien  from  the  schools  of  the  society. 
Thecommisaioo  called  for  returns  from  all 
ashoola    as  to  the  number  of  children 
receifiag  iastnictioo   therein,  and    they 
required  these  returna  to  be  made  by  the 
clergy  of  all  persoasioiis,  distinguishing 
bow  many  were  Protestant  and  how  many 
Boflsaa  Catholic  ;  and  the  clergy  were 
apprized  that  they  must  be  prepared  to 
verify  these  letarna  upon  oath.     There 
coaid  be  no  doubt  therefore  of  the  cor- 
lectaess  of  these  returns^  so  far  as  they 
went ;  and  the  proof  of  their  accuracy  as 
to  the  relative  proportion  of  Protestant  and 
RosBaa  CathoUc  children  la  the  schools  of 
the  Kildare-place   Society  was  this;—* 
tbat  the  returns  made  by  the  Protestant 
eleigy  aad  Roman  Catholic  cleigy  cor- 
responded to  a  small  fraction  in  the  results : 
aad  they  showed,  that  at  that  period  of 
peraeeatioB— for  he  coojd  call  it  no  less— 
«hea  the  pareats  of  Romaa  Catholic 


children  were  denounced,  and  the  rites  of 
the  Church  withheld  from  them,  if  they 
did  not  withdraw  their  children  from  the 
seriptural  schools— at  that  period  the  re- 
turns showed  that  a  majority  of  the  chil- 
dren in  the  schools  of  the  Kildare-plsoe 
Society  were  Roman  Catholic.  This, 
then,  was  really  a  united  system  of  educa- 
tion, and  he  challenged  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  £liot)  to  produce  from  the  reports 
of  the  commissioners  anything  which  was 
calculated  to  disparage  the  conduct  or 
exertions  of  the  managers  of  the  Kildare- 
place  Society.  They  did,  undoubtedly, 
require  as  a  fundamental  principal,  that 
the  Sacred  Scriptures  without  note  or 
comment,  should  be  used  in  its  schools. 
This  was  '*  the  head  and  front  of  their 
offending."  But  this  did  not  impede  its 
efforts  for  the  spread  of  education.  Quite 
the  reverse ;  for  he  (the  Solicitor-general) 
could  say  with  truth,  that  the  poor  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  were  desiroua  of 
access  to  the  Scripturea.  Bearing  ta  mind 
the  facta  he  had  stated,  he  most  earnestly 
but  respectfully  called  on  the  Government 
to  consider  whether  it  were  not  a  matter 
of  the  most  grave  and  awful  responsibilily 
to  exclude  from  contact  with  the  Scriptuiea 
•wthe  Scriptures  of  truth,  whieh  teaoh  the 
way  of  salvation—  the  yoath  of  the  country, 
the  great  mass  of  the  population,  in  that 
season,  too,  when  the  mind  and  the  heart 
are  mo^t  susceptible  of  impression !  Hia 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Elic^)  spoke  of  the 
large  proportion  of  Protestants  attending 
the  national  schools.  There  might  be 
many  Protestants  in  those  schools;  but 
for  the  most  part  they  were  In  separate 
schools,  not  united  with  Roman  Cathdica 
in  receiving  instruction.  In  some  schools 
there  waa  not  a  aingle  Protestant ;  ia 
others,  not  a  single  Roman  CathoUc  was 
to  be  found.  Now,  the  main  inducement 
for,  and  object  of,  this  new  board  waa  de- 
clared to  be  the  establishment  of  a  anited 
system.  In  thia  there  had  been  a  failure^ 
He  believed  it  was  in  the  very  town  re- 
presented by  the  boa.  Baronet,  hia  bon. 
Friend — if  he  would  allow  him  ao  to  de- 
nominate him*-(Sir  William  Somervilk), 
viz.>  Drogheda,  in  which  there  were 
two  schools,  at  opposite  sides  of  the 
street,  circumstanced  just  aa  he  had 
described.  The  great  mass  of  the  Pro<« 
testaot  people  of  Ireland  were  opposed 
to  this  new  system,  both  clergy  aad 
laity.  It  waa  quite  true  that  he  had 
presented  a  large  mwdi^er  of  petitioa*  iq 
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that  Houie  on  the  subject  of  education ; 
bat  he  must  correct  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell)  in  his  statement 
that  these  petitions  did  not  complain  of 
the  present  system ,  and  only  sought  aid 
for  the  Church  Education  Society.  On 
the  contrary,  they  one  and  all  stated  their 
conscientious  objections  to  any  system  of 
education  of  which  the  perusal  of  the 
Sacred  Scriptures  did  not  form  a  part. 
They  objected  likewise  to  the  constitution 
of  the  board,  as  being  unfavourable  to  the 
Church ;  and  that  the  working  of  the  sys- 
tem, instead  of  tending  to  heal  animosities 
in  Ireland,  had  greatly  aggravated  them. 
He  believed  that  he  (the  Solicitor-general) 
and  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bandon  (Lord  Bernard)  had  presented  pe. 
titions  from  every  parish  in  the  united 
dioceses  of  Cork,  Cloyne,  and  Ross, 
against  this  system.  The  clergy,  also, 
of  this  diocese,  petitioned  and  protested 
against  it*  They  could  not  conscientiously 
participate  in  any  plan  of  education  from 
which  the  Scriptures  were  excluded. 
Were  they  to  be  censured  for  this  con- 
scientious disapproval  of  these  national 
schools?  Did  they  merit  the  rebukes 
bestowed  on  them  by  the  noble  Lord? 
It  was  in  the  highest  degree  creditable  to 
them,  in  his  judgment,  that  they  did 
withhold  their  countenance  and  support 
from  such  a  system  of  national  education, 
impoverished  as  they  were.  [Cheers]  Yes, 
— yes,  impoverished ;  your  course  of  po- 
licy has  grievously  impoverished  them. 
**  I  believe,''  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen. 
tleman  concluded,  "  two-thirds  of  the  be- 
nefices of  Ireland  were  under  300/.  a  year 
when  the  clergy  were  deprived  of  one- 
fourlh  of  their  income.  But  impoverished 
as  they  have  been,  there  are  in  the  diocese 
I  hBve  named,  which  constitutes  the  county 
of  Cork|  210  schools,  containing  between 
8,000  and  9,000  scholars,  who  are  sup- 
ported by  voluntary  contributions,  mainly 
of  the  clergy.  They  are  in  connection 
with  the  Church  Education  Society,  and 
even  in  those  schools  in  which  direct 
instruction  in  the  catechism  and  formu- 
laries of  the  Established  Church  is  given,  a 
considerable  number  of  Roman  Catholic 
children  is  to  be  found.  But  now  I  put  it 
to  the  British  House  of  Commons,  I  put 
it  to  the  enlightened  men  who  compose 
her  Majesty's  Government,  is  it  fitting 
that  the  only  portion  of  the  community 
practically  exdnded  from  the  benefit  of 
the  public  educational  funda  should  be  the 


humble  Protestants  of  Ireland,  and  those 
Roman  Catholics  who  wish  to  obtain 
scriptural  instruction  ?  This  ought  not  to 
be  so ;  and  I  again  implore  the  most  se- 
rious consideration  of  my  right  hon.  and 
noble  Friends  near  me  to  this  all-impor- 
tant subject.  The  House  will  forgive  me, 
I  am  sure,  for  this  trespass  upon  them. 
I  confess  I  feel  warmly,  and  could  not 
withhold  the  honest  expression  of  ray 
opinion,  although  I  have  the  misfortune  to 
differ  from  those  with  whom  on  so  many 
other  subjects  I  entirely  agree. 

Lord  Eliot  said,  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  much  misunderstood 
him  if  he  thought  that  he  meant  in  any 
way  to  depreciate  the  character  of  the 
Protestant  clergy  of  Ireland.  In  regard 
to  the  schools,  all  he  had  meant  was,  that 
other  means  of  instruction  ought  to  be 
provided  for  those  children  whose  parents 
did  not  like  to  let  them  attend  those 
schools. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  after  what  had 
taken  place  to-night,  he  would  not  suffer 
the  matter  to  rest  here,  without  expressing 
a  hope  that  the  Irish  Government  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor-general  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Jackson)  would  feel  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  promote  the  g^ceat  and  para- 
mount object  of  the  Legislature  in  its 
previous  acts,  namely,  the  general  dif- 
fusion of  information  and  education 
throughout  Ireland.  He  had  witnessed 
with  concern  what  he  must  consider  a 
positive  and  unqualified  attack  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  upon  the 
noble  Secretary  and  the  Government  of 
Ireland  for  its  conduct  in  respect  to  these 
seminaries.  The  course  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor-general 
for  Ireland  was  widely  different  from  that 
which  would  be  taken  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  this  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House,  who  were,  he  believed,  most  anx* 
ious  to  give  their  best  support  to  her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  in  carrying  out  a 
liberal  system  of  education  for  Ireland. 
He  rejoiced  at  the  announcement  which 
had  that  night  been  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  believing 
as  he  did  that  it  conveyed  the  sentiments 
of  the  Government  generally  upon  this 
important  subject. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
^licitor-eeneral  had  been  so  long  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Kildare-street  Society,  that  there 
could  be  no  surprise  at  his  defending  it. 
The  Govemmenti  with  the  responsibility 
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attached  to  it«  and  feeling  respect  for  the 
opinions  of  those  who  supported  them^  had 
given  their  mature  consideration  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  their  opinion  was,  that,  notwith- 
standing   many    difficultiesj    the   present 
system  was  one  which  gave  the  greatest 
amount  of  sound  religious  instruction  to 
Ireland.      He   regretted    the   opposition, 
founded  as  it  was  on  sincere  motives,  which 
had  been  offered  to  the  system.     The  Kil. 
dare-street  Society  had  been  conducted  in  a 
most  liberal  manner,  and  that  very  liberality 
had  prevented  the  attaining  many  of  the 
objects  it  professed  to  gain.     The  rule  call- 
ing together  a  number  of  children  of  differ- 
ent persuasions,  and  causing  them  to  read 
the  Scriptures  without  explanation,  had  the 
effect  of  making  the  language  of  Scripture 
sink  more  into  the  memory  than  the  heart. 
A  strong  feeling  having  been  manifested 
against  the  Kildare-street  Society,  he  (Lord 
Stanley)  felt  that  the  effect  of  that  educa- 
tion would  be  to  exclude  a  great  deal  which 
should  have  been  introduced  in  a  school 
purely  Protestant.     He  felt   the  present 
system  contained  the  best  solution  of  the 
difficulties,  and  gave  the  greatest  amount 
of  Scriptural  education  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.    He  regretted  that  a  certain  want 
of  co-operation^  on  the  part  of  many  Pro- 
testants, had  interfered  with  the  beneficial 
working  of  that  system,  and  had  led  to  a 
partial  failure  of  it ;  but  he  believed  that, 
notwithstanding   those  disadvantages,  the 
system  had  done  much  to  sofl^n  religious 
animosity  in  that  country ;  and  if  they  lost 
aoioething  from  that  want  of  co-nperation, 
he  was  sure  that  they  had  gained  much  in 
the  improvement  of  those  schools,  which 
the  Protestants  had  established  in  a  more 
ezdosive  system,  arising  from  the  spirit  of 
rivalry  which  the  Government  system  of 
education  had  introduced.     He  knew  that 
many  of  his  hon.  Friends  thought  that  a 
better  system  might  have  been  introduced ; 
he  did  not  call  upon  them  to  sacrifice  their 
opinions ;   but  he  said  that  there  was  no- 
thing inconsbtent  in  those  hon.  Friends  of 
his,  if  they  found  that  that  system,  mixed 
with  evil  though  it  were,  had  really  advanced 
education  in  Ireland,  and  had  taken  a  deep 
root  in  that  country,  giving  a  silent  vute  in 
£ivour  of  that  system,  though  they  would 
have  preferred  another.    He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  House  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  divide  on  the  question ;    but  if  it 
were,   his  opinions  remained  unchanged, 
and,  having  approved  of  the  introduction  of 
that  system,  in  the  first  instance,  as  the  best 
adapted  to  the  circumstances  of  that  country, 


he  should  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 
present  vote. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  that  the  wide  differences 
between  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  Members 
of  the  same  Government^  were  very  remark- 
able ;  the  Solicitor-general  for  Ireland  as 
strongly  opposed  the  present  system  as  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  sup- 
ported it ;  and  he  must  say  that  the  reason 
given  by  the  Solicitor-general  for  support- 
ing this  vote  was  more  creditable  to  his 
talents  as  a  lawyer  than  to  his  candour. 
He  was,  however,  rejoiced  to  find  that,  of 
that  great  party  which  had,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, almost  to  a  man,  opposed  the  present 
system,  but  a  few  individusis  now  continued 
that  opposition.  The  system  had  worked 
^mosl  successfully ;  it  was  realising  the  most 
sanguine  anticipations  of  its  friends,  remov- 
ing religious  animosity,  and  teaching  Irish- 
men of  all  persuasions,  from  their  youth,  to 
regard  each  other  as  brothers. 

Viscount  Sandon  rose  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  expressing  the  opinion  which  he 
entertained,  in  common  with  many  on  that 
side  of  the  House*  He  had  imposed  this 
system  from  the  beginning,  because  he 
thought  it  not  likely  to  produce  happy  re- 
sults in  a  country  circumstanced  as  Ireland 
was;  but  that  opposition  having  failed, 
and  the  system  having  been  established  a 
considerable  time,  he,  for  one,  should  be 
most  unwilling  to  disturb  a  great  question 
like  that^  without  being  able  to  substitute  an- 
other system  more  likely  to  succeed ;  and  he 
confessed  that  he  was  not  aware  of  any  such 
system.  Believing,  therefore,  it  would  be 
honestly  administered,  he  would  be  sorry  to 
disturb  it ;  but  he  must  say  that  he  thought 
it  the  duty:of  Grovemment  to  assist  the  ex- 
ertions made  by  the  Established  Church  of 
Ireland,  in  the  cause  of  education,  by  other 
means  than  setting  up  a  rival  system.  He 
might  quote,  in  favour  of  that  view,  the 
practice  in  England  of  giving  money  to  two 
societies ;  and  he  earnestly  hoped  that,  in 
another  year,  the  Government  would  take 
this  matter  into  its  serious  consideration. 

Mr.  M.  /.  GConndl  could  not  help 
complaining  of  the  allusion  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor-general  of  Ire- 
land, when  he  spoke  of  Mr.  Blake  as  giving 
impartial  evidence,  although  a  Catholic. 
Such  an  observation  evidenuy  showed  that 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  was  still 
strongly  imbued  with  the  ascendancy  feeL 
ings  which  he  derived  from  his  education. 
The  language  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ibrmed  a  singular  contrast  to  that 
used  by  the  Members  of  the  Government.  It 
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was  rumoured  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  to  be  transferred  to  an- 
other place^  and  he  therefore  regretted  it 
the  more  tliat  he  should  giro  expression  to 
mich  an  uncharitable  expression. 

Mr.  Jackson  said^  that  if  he  had  used 
the  expression  imputed  to  him»  it  was  not 
in  the  sense  which  the  hon.  Member  con- 
ceived. He  had  never  intended  to  attack 
the  Roman  Catholics^  for  he  believed  that 
the  statements  of  Gentlemen  belonging  to 
that  religion  were  entitled  to  as  much  re- 
spect and  credit  as  those  belonging  to  any 
other  church. 

Mr.  Ward  was  astonished  at  the  conduct 
of  the  noble  Lord,  after  the  scruples  which 
he  had  expressed,  with  respect  to  this  vote, 
on  fbrmer  occasions.  The  noble  Lord's  ex- 
ample had  been  followed  hy  several  other 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side,  who  now 
declined  opposing  a  vote  they,  on  so  many 
former  occasions,  objected  to.  It  appeared 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  had   skulked  out  of  the  House. 

glries  of"  Order."]  He  was  not  aware 
at  he  was  disorderly,  but  he  would  then 
say  had  stolen  out  d  the  House.  [^Lmtd 
cries  qf  •*  Order"  and  "  Chair."]  Who, 
exclaimed  the  hon.  Member,  calls  me  to 
order? 

Lord  Stanley  r  I  rise  to  call  the  hon. 
Member  to  order.  I  am  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  wilK  on  reflection,  be  satisfied  that 
he  was  out  of  order,  and  that  he  will  regret 
having  used  the  language  that  fell  fhim 
him.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
feel  that  it  was  not  orderly  or  proper  to 
apply  the  terms  skulking  or  stealing  out  of 
the  House  to  another  hon.  Member.  It 
vras  not  possible  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  had  left  the 
Houae. 

Mr.  Ward  would  merely  then  say,  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  stolen  away.  £Loud 
cries  af  "  Order,*^  He  would  appeal  to 
the  Chair  as  to  whether  he  was  out  of 
order. 

The  Chairman  (Mr.  Greene)  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  must  be  Ailly  aware  that 
there  was  not  much  difference  between 
skulking  or  stealing  away.  On  reflection, 
he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
persist  in  his  expressions. 

Mr.  Ward  observed,  then  he  would  say 
that  the  hon.  Member  and  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  generally  opposed  this  grant 
had  walked  out  of  the  House.  He  was  as- 
tonished that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  not  now  divide  against  this  grant, 
after  they  had  made  such  serious  complaints 


on  the  subject.  He  confessed  that  he 
should  have  entertained  greater  respect  for 
the  hon.  and  learned  SSicitor-general  fot 
Ireland,  if  that  hon.  Member,  entertaining 
the  opinion  that  he  did,  had  resigned  his 
office  rather  than  pursue  the  course  that  he 
had  that  night  done.  He  could  not  help 
thanking  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretanr 
for  Ireland,  for  his  generous  and  able  speech 
on  that  occasion,  in  which  he  had  expressed 
his  determination  to  abide  by  the  system. 

Lord  Clements  complimented  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  the 
speech  which  he  had  that  night  addressed 
to  the  House— a  speech  which  would  create 
as  much  satisfaction  in  Ireland  as  the  speech 
of  the  Solicitor-general  for  Ireland  would 
create  dissatisfaction^  He  approved  of  the 
system  of  education  proposed,  believing  that 
it  would  do  a  great  deal  of  good  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Murphy  said,  that  it  had 
been  stated  in  the  course  of  the  debate  that 
no  division  had  ever  taken  place  on  this 
question,  but  on  a  reference  to  Hansard  he 
found  that  a  division,  led  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Kent,  took  place  on  this  question  in 
June.  1840.  The  system  of  education 
adopted  in  the  national  schools  was  ap.. 
proved  of  by  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  he 
trusted  that  a  division  would  shew  who 
those  were  that  opposed  it. 

The  committee  then  divided :— Ayes  94 ; 
Noes  0 :  Majority  94. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Agliooby,  H.  A. 
Ainiworth,  P. 
Antrobus,£. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Bateson,  R. 
Berktley^  hon.  Capt. 
Bradfhawy  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bnrrougbes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  A. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
(*oortenav,  Lord 
Cowper,  hon«  W.  F, 
Cripps,  W. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
£lioi.  Lord 
£scott,  B. 
Farnbam,  £.  B. 


Fellowes,  £• 
FeigusoD,  Sir  R.  A. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FfoUiott.  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Oill,T. 
Oore^  M. 

Goulburoi  rt.  hon.  II. 
Qraham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Orogan,  £. 
Hsmilton,  W.  J. 
Hardiage,Tt.hn.Sir  H, 
Hawes,  B. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Henley,  J.  W: 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hindley,  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Haghes,  W.  B. 
Jermyn,  £arl 
Jones,  Capt. 
KnatcbuU,  rt.hn.Sir£. 
LaboQchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
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Rnshbrooke,  Col. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  bon.  F. 
Smith,  right  hn.  R.  V. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somenrille,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M . 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thornley,  T. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vesay,  hon.  T. 
Wawn,  J.  T, 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  O.  W. 
Wyse,  T. 
Young,  J, 


Leicester,  Earl  of 

Lincoln,  Earl  of 

I.owthery  J.  H. 

Mainwaring,  T. 

Masterxnan,  J. 

Morgan,  O. 

Morris,  D. 

Morphy,  F.  S. 

Newry,  Viact. 

Nicholl^  rt.  hon.  J. 

Morreys,  Sir  D.  J. 

O'Brien,  A.  S. 

CKCoDnell,  M.  J. 

0*ConorDon 

PMike,  C.  W- 

FaduQgton,  J.  S. 

PbilfiMy  M. 

Plamtfe,  J.  P. 

RMhleigh,  W.  tellbiIs. 

Redtogton,  T.  N.  Fremantle,  Sir  T^ 

Rundley  J.  Pringle. 

Telierifar  the  Noes, 

Bemal,  Capt.  Ward,  H.  G. 

The  House  renumed  on  the  question  that 
tile  resolution  be  reported  on  Monday. 

Mr.  Lefrof^  saidt  that  he  had  never  given 
a  vote  with  greater  pleasure  than  that 
wUcfabe  had  just  recorded  in  favour  of  the 
readntion ;  and  his  pleasure  was  the  greater 
because  he  bad  shared  in  defeating  the  un^ 
worthy  oppodtiim  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield. 

Mr.  Ward  said^  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
impute  unworthy  motives  to  any  one,  and 
ocrtainly  not  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
county  of  Longford;  but  he  oould  not 
help  noticing  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kent,  who  voted  against  the  grant  on  the 
last  division,  had  not  refused  to  support  it 
to-night.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  result  of  the  division,  if  for  no  other 
reason  than  the  satisfaction  it  had  given 
him  of  seeing  the  hon.  Member  for  Kent 
leootding  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  grant. 
He  only  regretted  that  the  rieht  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Member  for  Oxford  University, 
had  been  cautious  enough  to  walk  out  of 
the  House  before  the  division  took  place. 

Mr.  PUtnmtre  sdd,  that  the  only  reason 
why  he  voted  in  favour  of  the  grant  to- 
night was,  because  he  was  determined  not 
to  be  driven  to  adopt  the  course  which  the 
hoD.  Gentleman  opposite  wished  him  to 
take.  In  order,  however^  to  maintain  his 
ooDsistency,  he  beeged  to  give  notice  that 
he  would  oppose  the  grant  on  the  bringing 
up  of  the  report* 

Captain  Bemal  bM,  that  he  had  con- 
sented to  act  as  teller  because  he  had  been 
determined  to  show  up  to  the  country  the 
ineoosistent  condnct  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 


Viscount  Sandon :  All  that  I  wiU  say  is, 
that  it  was  a  very  bad  joke,  and,  like  all 
practical  jokes,  will  not  raise  the  character 
of  those  who  practised  it.  The  absence  of 
their  leader  has,  I  suppose,  caused  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  play  these  pranks. 

Sergeant  Murphy  thought  that  the  ex- 
Iraorduiary  difference  of  opinion  which  had 
been  exhibited  between  two  Members  of 
the  Government  was  also  to  be  attributed 
to  the  absence  of  their  Lord  and  master. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  on  Monday. 

House  adjourned  at  three  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Saturday,  July  16,  1842. 

MINUTC8.]  Bills.  PubOc^-^Reeeitted  ike  Royal  Assent,-^ 
Protection  to  her  Majesty's  Person ;  British  Paswasiom 
Abroad:  Stock  In  Trade;  Sudbury  Disflrandiisement 
(Witneasea  Indemnity);  London  Bridge  Appraachetand 
Royal  Exchange  Avenues. 

8*-  and  paaed  :*WickIo«r  Harbour  i  Camboakav  and 
MuixUrk  Roada. 

Private.  — Rteeived  the  Soyal  AeeeiiL—  London  and 
Greenwich  Railway  (No.  5.);  Leeds  Burial  Oroundis 
Leeds  Imiiroveinent  t  LifOpocri  ImprovinwBt ;  ToKteth 
Park  Paving  and  Sawefigo  (No.  9);  Patarson*^  Estate; 
Davidson's  Estate;  DukeoTClevelandliEstata;  Viscount 

Fitswilliamt  Estate ;  Ver^  Divorae^ 

Af^ourned. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  16, 1842. 

MiiruTflfl.}  BiLLB.  PtiUk.-'^^ONMii/^Ml,-- tunatie  Asy- 
lums I  Fisheries  (Ireland). 

PsTiTioirs  PiiBUNTBo.  FnUD  EleetoR  of  Belflnt,  ngiiult 
the  Issue  of  »  New  Writ  Itar  BeUssk  bcfbie  tte  Rcgistn- 
tioo  abaU  be  r«visad.-«Fiani  Cork*  for  ttw  Abolition  of 
Night  Work  in  the  Bakhig  Trade.— Flom  Carlisle,  for 
Medieal  Reftmn.— Fhxn  the  Oanrtntkm  of  Baighs  (Sool- 
land)  for  tha  Repeal  oftba  Com^iwa. 

Riots  zn  the  Staffordshire  Col- 
lieries.] Mr.  Ricardo  asked  the  right 
hon.  Geutlemao,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Departmeut,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment  had  received  any  intimation  of  the 
disturbances  in  Staffordshire. 

Sir  J,  Oraham  said,  that  reports  of 
some  disturbances  which  had  recently 
occurred  in  the  pottery  districts  had 
reached  the  Government,  but  he  was 
happy  to  state  that  there  was  nothine  of 
an  alarming  nature  in  those  reports.  The 
necessary  precautions  had  been  taken  for 
the  preservation  of  the  peacci  for  wbich 
purpose  a  small  military  force  had  been 
found  sufficient. 

Mills  AND  Factories.]  hutijishtey 
wished  to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Bare* 
net  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Department, 
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whether  Goveroment  intended  to  intro. 
duce  a  bill  this  year  for  altering  and 
amending  the  act  relative  to  mills  and 
factories. 

Sir  J.  Qraham  said,  it  was  not  the  in* 
tention  of  (xovernment  to  introduce  such 
a  measure  this  Session.  [Lord  Aihley : 
"  Hear.*^  He  understood  the  cheer  of 
his  noble  Friend.  It  was  true  that  lie 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  had  informed  his  noble 
Friend  in  private,  that  it  had  been  the 
intention  of  Government  to  introduce 
such  a  bill ;  but,  considering  the  advanced 
stage  of  the  Session,  the  state  in  which 
public  business  now  stood,  and  the  thin 
attendance  of  Members,  he  did  not  think 
himself  bound  by  any  pledge  given  in 
private. 

Licensed  Lukatic  Asylums.]  On 
the  motion  that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
the  further  consideration  of  the  report 
upon  this  bill  be  proceeded  with, 

Mr.  Howes  suggested  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  measure,  as  one  requiring 
further  discussion. 

Lord  G.  Somenet  replied,  that  the  bill 
was  framed  for  the  purpose  of  procuring 
additional  information,  in  order  to  legislate 
permanently  upon  the  subject. 

House  in  committee. 

On  the  first  clause, 

Lord  Ashley  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
measure  would  tend  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  pauper  lunatics  through- 
out  the  kingdom.  He  had  formerly  en- 
tertained some  doubts  as  lo  the  practica- 
bility of  carrying  out  the  system  of 
non-restraint,  but  those  doubts  bad  been 
removed  by  a  visit  which  he  had  lately 
made  to  the  Hanwell  Asylum.  Having 
witnessed  this  system  pursued  there,  he 
felt  that  he  could  not  sp^ak  too  highly 
either  of  the  system  itselt  or  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  carried  oat  by  the  talented 
superintendent,  Dr.  Connolly. 

Bill  passed  through  committee. 

House  resumed. 

Fishbribs(Irelahd).]  Captain 7oims 
urged  the  propriety  of  allowing  te  b  II  to 
stand  over  till  next  Session. 

Lord  Eiiot  could  not  consent  to  the 
proposition.  The  present  state  of  the  law 
m  Ireland  with  respect  to  fisheries  was 
most  anomalous  ana  unsatisfactory ;  and 
as  to  the  bill  now  before  the  House,  the 
general  feeling  in  Ireland  was  in  its  fa» 
vour. 


Bill,  with  amendments,  patssd  through 
committee. 

House  resumed,  and  adjourned  at  five 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  July  \B,  IB42. 

UtKVTttu]    BiLjj.  PM^Iicb— 9*-  Bukiuptqr  ttm  AnMad* 
mnt  t  County  Gourti  (EqgtaBd). 


3*-  and  p«nd:— Den  Foiert  BrrWriwrifil  Diitrielti 
RaUwayi. 


PnTTioai  PiuMBirm).  By  Lofd  Conmham,  fhmi  JcAry 
Harrey  and  oChcn  ImprlMMd  te  Debt,  Ibr  ttie  AboUdaB 
at  ImpiiioiUMnt  tar  IMbU-^tam  HotaM 
agaimt  Uie  Tithei  Coounutatkio  BOL— By  Lotd 
moot,  fton  Uie  Gaaiogwold  Union,  te  AltccaCioo  at  Ow 
Poor-law  AnMBdment  Aet-^nm  die  Sheriff  of  f  anrni 
■hire,  to  aumpt  Unt  County  fkom  the  Opcialkm  at  tha 
County  Cottiti  BUL— By  Loid  Hatherion,  ftom  CoOkn 
of  PUkington  and  other  plaeoit  liy  the  MaiqueM  of  Lod- 
dondonry.  Lord  Brougham,  and  Lord  Bwhwdalt,  tam  the 
Ootwood  Culbery.  the  Fnonala  Worken  of  the  Cteian 
Company  Colliery  and  othen.  «gdnit  parti  of  the  IObh 
and  CoUieriai  BUL— By  theManitten  of  Loadowne.  ftom 
r.eiiBH  of  Coal  Minae  in  ButlamuiUi,  Cartletan.  and 
other  plaoei,te  CompaHatlaB.—Fnm  the  North  Walm 
Provincial,  Medioal,  and  Sai|ieal  AwociatioBt  ani  by 
Lord  Gampben.  from  the  Prorincial,  Medieal.  and  8uiw 
gieal  AiwrtatiOB,  ^dnit  the  prapomd  Medieal  Retem 
without  further  Inquiry.— By  the  K«l  of  Glei^n.  fton 
the  Corporation  of  London,  tOt  meana  to 
Smoke  nuiianee#— By  Lord 
die  AboUtion  of  Slavery  to 
and  Sciendfle  InatitutioB.  to 
from  Tawi  -  Pimm  die  Britiih  and  Fonlgn  Aatt-Stavery 
Society,  te  die  Sinnaimiiai  of  die  Stave  tMta.>-By 
lAird  WhanieHflb,  from  Leedtt  Sir  Ini|niry  into  tte 
lie  DiitnH,  and  ReiieC^PRn  Silk  Wavwa  of] 
Said,  te  ProtaetioB. 


Public  Distress.]  Lord  Whamcliffe 
said  he  had  to  present  a  petition  from  the 
mayor,  aldermen,  and  burgesses  of  Leeds 
The  petitioners  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion  of  their  Lordships  to  the  distress  uo« 
der  which  so  many  of  their  fellow^towns- 
men  were  now  suffering,  and  had  been 
for  the  last  four  years.  That  distreu,  if 
any  doubt  existed'with  respect  to  it,  could 
be  placed  beyond  all  dispute  by  the  re- 
turns relating  to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  the 
rates  for  which  had  been  doubled  since 
1838.  These  were  for  the  in*door  poor, 
but  the  increase  in  the  number  of  out* 
door  paupers,  in  the  sane  time,  and  the 
incresMd  espeose  atleodiog  oo  tbem,  were 
enormous.  The  petitioners  prayed,  that 
their  Lordships  would  adopt  sooo  asea* 
sures,  for  the  purpose  of  ioqairiog  into 
the  causa  of  the  distress,  with  the  raw  of 
devising  some  remedy. 

The  Earl  of  Radmar  would  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  who  presented  this  petition 
whether,  with  snch  a  strikmg  illnstralion 
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of  the  diitreis  of  the  country  before  him, 
he  coold,  as  a  Member  of  the  Govero- 
ment,  advise  her  Majesty  to  allow  Parlia- 
ment to  separate  without  endeavouring  to 
find  some  means  of  relief  for  the  poor  by 
means  of  advances  (as  we  understood  the 
Doble  Earl)  for  the  purpose  of  giving  them 
employment?  It  was  true  we  had  now 
rery  fine  weather,  and  employment  was  to 
be  had  by  many,  but  the  fine  weaiher 
coold  not  last  for  more  than  a  couple  of 
months  more«  and  then  people  would  be 
as  bad  or  worse  off  than  ever. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  could  not  advise  the 
adoption  of  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
Doble  Earl.  He  had  hopes,  that  trade 
would  get  better,  and  more  general  em- 
ployment would,  of  course,  follow.  As 
to  inqoiry  into  the  causes  of  the  distress,  he 
did  not  see  what  good  that  would  now  do, 
for  (as  we  understood  the  noble  Lord)  the 
repeal  of  the  Gorn*law  would  only  make 
matters  worse. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  should  like  to  hear 
the  grounds  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
rested  his  hopes  of  trade  getting  better, 
and  on  which  hopes  the  Government 
seemed  resolved  to  do  nothing,  and  not  to 
recommend  to  Parliament  to  do  anything. 
They  used  to  hear  talk  long  ago  of  the 
*' omnipotence"  of  Parliament,  and  they 
had  it  on  no  less  an  authority,  he  believed, 
than  that  of  Blackstone,  that  Parliament 
could  do  anything  except  turning  a  man 
into  a  woman,  or  a  woman  into  a  man ; 
bat  it  appeared,  now,  that  Parliament 
coold  not,  or  would  not,  do  anything,  and 
in  tbe  meantime,  the  people  were  suffer- 
ing—suffering severely. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Law  REroRMS.]  The  Lord  Chancel- 
lor rose  to  call  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  three  bills  which  he  had  laid 
on  the  Table  some  time  ago,  relating  to 
certain  alterations  in  the  laws  of  bank- 
mptcy,  to  cases  of  lunacy,  and  to  county 
courts.  With  the  concurrence  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friends,  who  intended  to 
take  a  part  in  the  discussion,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  whole  of  these  should  be  consi- 
dered as  one  for  the  purpose  of  such  dis- 
cussion. With  respect  to  the  first  of 
these  measures,  that  relating  to  bank- 
ruptcy, it  would  be  in  the  recollection  of 
many  of  their  Lordships,  that  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  who  had  preceded  him 
on  the  Woolsack,  had  issued  a  commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  bank- 
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rupt  laws.  The  commission  so  appointed 
proposed  various  alterations  in  the  law  ; 
of  these,  he  (Lord  Lynd hurst)  had  adopted 
many,  and  so  had  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Cottenham)  near  him,  in  the  bill  which 
he  had  brought  in.  On  these,  there  could 
be  no  difference  between  them,  and  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  them  for  consi- 
deration in  the  committee.  The  part  of 
the  bill  to  which  he  would  particularly 
direct  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  re- 
lated to  the  administration  of  the  bank- 
ruptcy laws.  When  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Brougham)  held  the  great 
seal,  he  introduced  a  measure  which  pro- 
posed very  extensive  alterations. and  re- 
forms in  the  laws  relating  to  bankruptcy. 
The  manner  in  which,  up  to  that  time, 
those  laws  had  been  administered,  the 
lists  of  commissioners,  and  the  way  in 
which  they  frequently  acted  as  counsel  in 
one  cause,  and  judges  in  another,  were  at 
that  time  matters  of  loud  and  general 
complaint.  Into  the  justice  or  injustice 
of  those  complaints,  he  would  not  then 
stop  to  inquire.  It  would  suffice  to  not- 
ice, that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
bill  abolished  the  whole  of  those  com- 
missioners, and  appointed  in  their  place 
six  gentlemen  of  the  bar  of  considerable 
legal  experience  and  acquirements.  In 
addition  to  these,  there  was  an  appoint- 
ment of  official  assignees,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  look  after  the  assets  that  had  be- 
longed to  the  bankrupt,  and  should  be 
collected  for  his  creditors.  The  great  ad- 
vantages which  had  resulted  to  the  trad- 
ing world  from  this,  might  be  judged  of 
from  one  or  two  facts.  Since  the  ap- 
pointment of  those  official  assignees, 
there  had  been  collected  upwards  of 
2,000,000/^.  of  outstanding  debts,  which, 
but  for  their  zeal  and  assiduity,  would 
never  have  found  their  way  to  the  pock- 
ets of  the  creditors — and  on  old  commis- 
sions, some  of  which  went  as  far  back 
as  1810,  there  had  been  collected  assets 
which  amounted  to  between  300,000/.  and 
400,000/.  for  the  benefit  of  the  creditors. 
It  had  been  complained  of  that  two  of 
those  official  assignees  had  not  acted  as 
they  ought  to  have  done  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties.  Upon  that  he  would  only 
say  that  the  matter  was  under  investiga- 
tion by  the  proper  authorities ;  but  let  him 
observe,  that  in  such  extensive  changes 
as  had  been  made  by  the  bill  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  it  should  not  be  a 
matter  of  surprise  to  find  one  or  two  not 
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acting  88  they  ought.  Let  h!m  add,  how- 
ever, io  justice  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  had  made  those  appointmentB, 
that  if  any  of  them  were  deficient  it  had 
not  arisen  from  the  want  of  due  diligence 
on  his  part  in  selecting  properly  qualified 
persons.  He  had  availed  himself  of  the 
best  aid  within  his  reach.  He  had  sent 
the  applications  of  the  several  candidates 
for  examination  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
East  India  Company,  the  Governor  and 
Deputy-governor  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  to  other  gentlemen  equally  well  versed 
in  commercial  matters,  and  fully  compe- 
tent to  judge  of  the  fitness  of  the  candi- 
dates from  their  knowledge  of  them,  and 
he  believed  that  the  appointments  gave 
general  satisfaction.  Indeed,  the  working 
of  the  whole  system,  under  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  bill,  had  been  spoken  of 
in  terms  of  deserved  praise  by  the  trading 
community  of  London.  That  system,  ex- 
cellent as  it  was,  only  extended  to  the 
metropolis,  which  included  a  district  of 
forty  miles  round  it,  but  from  the  experi- 
ence which  was  had  of  its  working,  the 
conclusion  had  been  come  to  that  it  would 
he  desirable  to  extend  it.  This  could  be 
done  by  extending  the  commissions  100 
miles  beyond  London.  To  do  this  it  was 
not  proposed  to  draw  a  radius,  but  to  take 
in  certain  counties  which  lay  about  that 
distance.  This  would  increase  the  busi- 
ness by  one-fifth,  but  still  it  could  be  per- 
formed without  inconvenience  to  the  com- 
missioners. Then  the  question  arose  aa 
to  what  was  to  be  done  with  respect  to 
the  country  commissioners.  That  was  a 
question  which  was  attended  with  some 
difficulty.  In  some  counties  there  was 
one  commissioner,  in  other  counties  there 
were  two,  and  in  others  there  were  none. 
The  consequence  was,  that  it  frequently 
occurred  that  professional  men  were  called 
upon  to  execute  a  business  with  which 
they  had  little  or  no  acquaintance.  In 
some  places  it  not  un frequently  happened 
that  the  commissioner  was  personally  con- 
nected or  had  pecuniary  transactions  with 
the  parlies  who  came  before  him.  In  one 
instance  it  occurred  that  there  were  upon 
the  commission  one  petitioning  creditor, 
t#o  other  creditors,  and  two  debtors. 
Another  inconvenience  was,  that  the  com- 
missioners living  at  such  a  distance  from 
each  other,  great  delay  took  place,  and 
considerable  expense  was  incurred,  in 
bringing  them  together.  The  intention, 
then,  was  to  establish  five  central  points 


at  five  great  towna  beyond  the  LondoQ 
district,  vested  with  the  same  power  which 
was  at  present  reposed  in  the  London 
commissioners.  They  would  perform  the 
same  quantity  of  duty  now  performed  by 
the  London  commissioners,  having  a  simi- 
lar range  and  a  similar  jurisdiction.  It 
would  be  desirable,  then,  to  add  to  Ums 
remuneration  of  the  commissioners,  be- 
cause where  there  were  increased  duties, 
it  would  be  but  just  that  the  remuneVatioD 
should  also  be  enlarged.  The  plan  which 
he  was  now  suggesting  was  his  own,  but 
whilst  he  was  revolving  it  a  memorial  was 
forwarded  to  the  Government  signed  by 
650  of  the  most  eminent  traders  and  mer* 
chants  of  London,  suggesting  a  similar 
plan.  With  respect  io  the  abolition  of 
imprisonment  in  execution,  which  was 
suggested  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
it  was  a  question  of  great  importance,  but 
it  did  not  necessarily  or  properly  form  an 
essential  part  of  the  measure  which  he  was 
then  propounding  to  their  Lordships.  His 
wish  was,  not  to  encumber  his  bill  with 
any  doubtful  proposition,  but  to  let  e8ch 
measure  stand  or  fall  upon  its  own  merits. 
The  next  measure  to  which  he  would  ad- 
vert was  that  relating  to  the  law  establish- 
ing lunacy.  The  question  had  already 
been  considered,  and  the  outline  of  the 
bill  had  been  stated.  This  bill  he  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  by  commissioners  also, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  the 
metropolitan  district  to  extend  over  a 
space  of  twenty  miles  beyond  London.  At 
present  those  who  had  the  administration 
of  the  law  had  not  that  amount  of  experi- 
ence which  the  nice  and  delicate  investi- 
gations upon  which  they  had  to  enter 
would  necessarily  require.  The  alteration 
which  he  proposed  was,  that  there  should 
be  two  commissioners  for  carrying  the  law 
into  execution,  not  only  in  the  metropoli- 
tan district,  but  throughout  the  country. 
For  this  purpose  he  considered  that  the 
two  would  be  quite  sufficient.  There  was, 
another  evil  which  the  bill  was  intended 
to  do  away  with,  namely,  the  payment 
of  the  commissioners  by  fees— a  prac* 
tice  which  was  calculated  to  lead  to  a 
prolongation  of  the  inquiry.  Another 
evil  was  the  expence  incurred  in  inquisi- 
tions, and  in  the  interval  between  the 
inquisition  and  the  order  for  maintenance, 
which  was  occasioned  by  no  fault  in  the 
Master's-officc.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  read  several  instances  of  large  ex- 
penses thus  incurred,  and  the  dispropor- 
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lioa  which  the  expenses  bore  to  the  in- 
cotne  of  the  lanatic  :  in  one  ease  the  ex- 
pence  was  520/.,  and  the  income  only 
801.  a  year.    Sorely,  there  ought  to  be 
aone  mode  of  remedying,  he  would  not 
say,  abosM,  but  expenses  of  this  kind, 
arising  out  of  an  old  system  which  ad- 
■itlted  of  alteration.    The  expenses  were 
principally  incurred  in  the  Master's-office, 
ami  the  efil  might  be  obviated  by  em- 
powering the  commissioners  to  take  evi- 
dence viva  voce.     He  had  several  bills  of 
eosts  in  lunacy  ;  in  one,  "  In  re  Weaver," 
the  bill  amounted  to  2,104/.,  and  what 
did  their  Lordships  think  was  the  income 
of  the  lunatic  ?    The  present  income  was 
19/.  10s.  a  year.     All  the  inquiries  for 
which  these  expenses  were  incurred,  were 
of  a  most  simple  kind,  and  could  be  con- 
ducted in  a  simple  manner  before  com- 
nsissioners.     In    another    case,  "In   re 
Wood/'  the  committee  died,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  appoint  a  new  committee; 
afld  what  was  the  expence?     No  less 
ttian  134/.,  in  addition  to  the  other  costs. 
Then  it  was  necessary  for  the  committee 
to  pass  his  accounts  the  first  year,  and  the 
eosts  of  passing  the  accounts  was  25/. 
What  he  proposed  was,  that  two  commis- 
sioners should  be  appointed,  not  only  to 
pfsside  at  the  inquisition,  but  that  many 
of  these  inquiries  should  be  conducted 
onder  their  superintendence  by  viva  voce 
evidenoe.     He  had  conversed  with  many 
persona    in    the   profession    snd  in    all 
Iwancbes  of  it,  tnd  evert  one  had  been 
favourable  to  this  part  of  the  bill.    An- 
other part  of  the  bill  was  this  :--certain 
visitors  were  at  present  appointed  to  go 
roond  to  the  lunatics,  and  report  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  as  to  their  condition.  He 
proposed  that  the  commissioners  should 
be  added  to  the  nomber  of  these  visitors, 
80  as  to  give  them  a  continued  superin- 
tendence over  every  lunatic,  in  order  that 
his  comfort  as  well  as  his  property  might 
be  secured.     In   many  cases,  sRer  the 
appointment  of  the  committee,  nothing 
farther  was  done,  and  in  one  instance  a 
commissioti  hsd  been  tsken  out,  and  two 
yean  afterwards  the  party  found  lunatic 
was  met  with  in  a  public-house,  no  com- 
mittee hsving  been  appointed  and  nothing 
having  been   done   under   the  commis- 
sion.   He  proposed  thst  the  commissioners 
should  be  taken  from  the  highest  Members 
of  the  Bar,  and  that  they  should  have  a 
coostaot   superintendence  over  lunatics. 
By  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill  of  his 


noble  and  learned  Friend,  the  office  of 
clerk  of  the  custody  of  lunatics,  was  to 
be  abolished  after  the  death  or  resignation 
of  the  present  holder.     In  this  bill,  power 
was  given  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  grant 
compensation  and  abolish  the  office  forth- 
with, as  soon  as  means  were  found  for 
that  purpose.  Considering  that  there  were 
upwards  of  500  lunatics  under  the  charge 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  he  t)iought  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  think  he  had 
occupied  too  much  of  their  time  in  press- 
insf  the  subject  upon  Iheir  attention.    The 
third  measure  was  the  measure  of  the 
county  courts,    and   he  approached  the 
subject  with   some  hesitation.     He  had 
always  been  adverse  to  the  establishment 
of  local  courts,  but  he  had  found  that 
local  courts  were  constantly  applied  for, 
and  if  local  courts  were  to  be  it  was  better 
that  they  should    be  framed  upon  one 
(general  system,  than  that  they  should  be  in 
various  and  anomalous  shapes  asat  present. 
He  had  always  considered  the  great  evil 
of  local  courts  to  consist  in  local  judges, 
and  he  thought  if  local  judges  could  be 
got  rid  of  (as  he  thought  they  might  be  to 
a  great  extent),  it  would  be  wise  to  pro- 
pose a  measure  for  the  establishment  of 
local  courts ;  but  local  courts  should  not 
be  established  without  a  system  of  appeal. 
The  object  should  be  to  render  the  law 
administered  there  uniform  and  certain ; 
but  if  courts  were  scattered  over  the  coun-i 
try  without  a  power  of  appeal  from  them, 
or  with  a  limited  power  of  appeal,  there 
would  be  no  certainty  in  the  law  adminis- 
tered there,  and  no  man  would  feel  a  con- 
fidence in  them.  If  there  were  local  judges 
they  would  t>e  liable  to  local  influence, 
and   nothing  could   be   more   pernicious 
than  such  a  system.   The  judges  of  assize, 
in  ancient  years,  were  not  allowed  to  go 
on  circuit  into  the  counties  where  they 
were  born  or  in  which  they  dwelt,  and 
this  was  on  account  of  the  bias  they  might 
receive  from  local  influence  and  connex- 
ions.    It  had  been  said,  by  a  noble  Lord, 
that  it  was  a  reproarh  to  this  country  not 
to  have  an  institution  which  existed  in 
other  countries.     Rut  if  their  Lordships 
looked  to  other  countries,  and  saw  what 
was  the  operation  of  local  courts  there, 
they  would  think  it  a  matter  of  congratu- 
lation rather  than  of  reproach  and  regret 
that  we  were  free  from  this  evil.     Upon 
a  former  occasion  he  had  referred  to  the 
terms  in  which  M.  Royar  Collard  had  de- 
scribed the  local  courts  of  France.    Thst 
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learoed  person  had  characterized  them  as 
*'  more  inefficient  and  lest  respected  ** 
ib'tn  the  tribunals  established  before  the 
Res' oration.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
would  alter  as  little  as  po^^aible.  County 
coutts  were  a  purt  of  our  ancient  system 
of  judical  II  re.  They  were  presided  over  by 
the  county  clerk,  whose  jurisdiction  ex- 
tended to  40s  If  he  extended  their 
jiiri«diction  to  6L,  he  ihoiif^ht  that  sub- 
slant iaily  there  would  be  no  innovation 
They  might  he  held  in  any  part  of  the 
cnuriiy.  If  he  appointed  a  particular 
place,  and  ea%e  them  a  jurisdiction  to  the 
extent  of  51,  and  appointed  persons  of 
rcfipectability  and  learning  to  preside  over 
them,  as  he  proposed  lo  do  by  this  hill,  he 
thought  he  did  not  innovate  upon  this 
ancient  institution.  He  proposed  further, 
that  the  persons  appointed  to  be  judges  of 
these  courts  should  not  reside  in  the  pro* 
vinces  where  they  administered  the  law, 
but  that  they  should  make  circuits,  like 
the  judges  of  the  land,  into  the  provinces 
with  which  they  were  not  acquainted,  and 
where  they  had  no  local  connexions  or 
pre)udicei.  He  proposed  that  there  should 
be  six  or  eight  circuits  a-year,  to  be  made 
by  barristers  of  a  certain  standing,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Crown,  who  ahould  re- 
turn to  the  metropolif  after  the  circuits, 
where  they  could  mix  with  their  colleagues 
in  the  profession,  and  thus  there  would  be 
a  security  for  the  uniformity  of  the  law  they 
administered.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Cottenham),  whom  he  was  always 
proud  to  follow,  had  in  his  bill  suggested 
this  course.  Her  Majesty  in  Council  would 
appoint  the  times  and  the  places  for  holding 
these  courts,  so  that  the  principle  of  the 
measure  only  was  laid  down  in  this  bill. 
If  six  circuits  were  made,  each  judge 
would  have  to  dispose  of  300  cases,  and 
if  eight  were  appointed,  each  judge  would 
have  between  200  and  300,  which  might 
be  got  through  with  great  facility.  It  was 
not  necessary  that  he  should  enter  into 
any  of  the  details  of  the  bill— all  the  local 
courts  bills  which  had  been  passed  for 
several  years  contained  the  same  clauses 
— >in  principle  only  they  differed  from  this 
bill.  He  should  not  enter  into  a  contest 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  as  to 
the  merits  of  their  respective  plans.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  thought  it 
better  to  establish  a  number  of  local 
iiidges  (25  or  30)  in  different  parts  of  the 
kingdom,  which  he  had  always  objected 
'"'  and  he  thought  his  own  a  better  coorse 


His  noble  and  learned  Friend's  bill  woold 
render  it  necessary  to  appoint  fifty-two 
barristers  of  ten  years'  standing  to  transod 
the  duties  which  woold  devolve  on  theaa 
by  his  bill,  it  was  a  considerable  advan- 
tage, that  by  his  system  not  half  the  num« 
her  of  judges  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  have  tu  appoint  would  be  neceasary 
to  perform  the  duties.  For  himself,  he 
had  no  stomach  to  digest  the  appointment 
of  fifty  or  sixty  banisters,  of  ten  yean* 
standing,  with  salaries  of  1,500/.  a- year* 
He  had  thought  it  better  thus  to  anite  the 
three  measures  he  had  brought  before  their 
Lordships  in  one  discussion,  in  order  that 
they  might  dispose  of  them  at  once.  He 
moved  that  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Lord  Catienham  said,  that  it  woold  be  a 
satisfaction  for  their  Lordships  to  know 
that,  with  regard  to  the  principles  on  wbicb 
the«e  measures  were  founded,  there  was 
little  or  no  difference  between  his  noUe 
and  learned  Friend  and  himself.  As  far 
as  bankruptcy  was  concerned,  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  bad  borrowed  from 
his  bill.  In  fact,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  in  one  bill  bad  copied  sixty  claosea 
from  his  Bill,  and  in  the  other  lie  bad 
copied  seventy  claoses.  Therefore,  aa  far 
as  those  claoses  were  concerned,  there 
could  be  no  difference  between  his  noMe 
and  learned  Friend  and  himself.  The 
question  of  insolvency  his  noble  and  team- 
ed  Friend  had  entirely  omitted  from  bia 
measnre.  During  the  first  fonr  years  of 
the  reign  of  the  Qoeen,  no  less  than  thirty- 
eight  acts  had  been  passed  for  the  per* 
pose  of  establishing  local  conrta.  Tbi* 
showed  the  interent  which  the  people  took 
on  this  subject.  What  he  differed  from  bis 
noble  and  learned  Friend  about  was*  firaCf 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  these  varions  jo- 
risdictions  were  to  be  established ;  end 
secondly,  the  proposal  which  his  own  bill 
contained  of  uniting  the  laws  eflcctiog 
bankruptcy  to  the  laws  effecting  inaol* 
vency.  As  his  noUe  and  learned  Friend 
had  entirely  omitted  that  part  of  the  case, 
it  would  be  his  (Lord  Cottenham'a)  dety 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Hooae  to  it. 
It  appeared  to  him  strange  that  the  re- 
medial process  against  a  man  in  trade 
should  be  entirely  different  from  the 
process  against  a  man  who  was  not  in 
trade.  It  was  strange  that  the  mere  cir* 
cumstaoce  of  a  man*s  not  being  in  some 
business  shoold  caose  him  to  be  exclnded 
from  the  operation  of  the  benkmplcy  laws. 
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It  wai  by  appealing  to  the  result  of  the 
experiments  made  by  the  bill  which  had 
been  pawed  that  he  (Lord  Cotteoham) 
now  asked  them  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  that  bill,  and  to  abolish  imprisonment 
for  debt  in  execution.  If  they  adopted 
that  principle,  the  difference  between  the 
bills  proposed  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  and  by  him  would  be  greatly  di- 
minished. The  report  which  had  been 
laid  on  their  Lordships' Table  (and  he  need 
only  refer  to  the  names  appended  to  that 
report  to  ensure  it  their  respect  and  atten- 
tion), stated,  that  out  of  3,905  persons 
imprisoned  for  debt,  only  361  were  re- 
manded— that  was  to  say,  that  out  of 
nearly  4,000  persons  who  had  suffered 
imprisonment,  only  eight  and  six-tenths  in 
every  hundred  had  cases  made  out  against 
tbem  of  having  improperly  dealt  with  their 
property,  or  otherwise  so  misconducted 
themselves  as  not  to  be  entitled  to  their 
discharge.  Out  of  these  361  dividends  were 
paid  in  only  199  cases,  and  some  of  these 
dividends  amounted  to  only  3d,  in  the 
pound ;  and  yet  with  this  statement  be- 
fore them  it  was  now  proposed  that  a 
party,  however  ready  to  settle  to  the 
best  of  bis  power,  should  not  be  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors' 
Act  until  he  had  first  undergone  impri- 
sonment. Under  the  law  as  it  at  present 
stood,  however  honourably  disposed  the 
insolvent  might  be — however  disposed  to 
pay  what  he  could,  if  a  single  creditor 
declared  himself  unsatisfied,  this  unfortu- 
nate person  had  no  alternative  but  to  go 
to  gaol.  By  the  provisions  which  he  sug- 
gested this  state  of  things  would  be  put 
an  end  to.  What  was  the  expense  in- 
cnrred  by  the  fact  of  which  he  had  com- 
plained. It  appeared  that  the  expense 
of  discharging  these  persons,  3HI  only  out 
of  nearly  4,000  being  remanded,  and  divi- 
dends even  of  the  smallest  amount  having 
been  paid  in  only  199  cases,  was  86,970/. 
The  bills  which  he  (Lord  Cottenham)  had 
introduced  were  three  in  number,  relating  i 
to  bankruptcy  and  insolvency,  to  county 
courts,  and  to  lunacy.  He  must  direct 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  another 
point— -the  propriety  of  doing  away  with 
the  future  liability  of  insolvents.  The 
commissioners  bad  described  some  of  the 
evil  effects  which  arose  from  a  system 
which  went  practically  to  prevent  persons 
being  once  insolvent  from  afterwards  re- 
alising property.  [The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  read  an  extract  from  the  report  in 
fgpport  of  hit  position.]    Nothing  could 


be  worse  than  that  a  person  once  placed 
in  these  unfortunate  circumstances  should 
thereafter  be  incapacitated  from  posses- 
sing  property,  for  men  would  not  exert 
themselves  to  acquire  property  if  the  mo- 
ment they  had  succeeded  some  other  per- 
sons were  to  take  it  from  them.  Nothing, 
he  would  say,  could  be  more  cruel  to  in- 
dividuals, or  more  impolitic  to  the  State, 
than  such  a  system.  Let  them  only  re- 
collect that  4,000  annually,  or  40,000  in 
ten  years,  were  thus  precluded  from  ob- 
taining property.  Such  were  the  two 
principal  points  adverted  to  in  the  re- 
ports, and  all  the  reason  and  argument 
were,  in  his  opinion,  on  one  side.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  read  the  re- 
port, and  that  having  done  so,  they  would 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  right 
and  politic  to  carry  these  propositions  into 
effect.  If  this  was  done  there  would  then 
be  hardly  any  difference  between  the  law 
of  bankruptcy  and  that  of  insolvency,  and 
he  did  not  see  the  propriety  of  having  two 
systems — two  sets  of  machinery,  where 
there  was  no  difference  in  fact.  In  re- 
ality, two-thirds  of  the  insolvents  were 
already  subject  to  the  bankrupt  laws,  and 
if  there  were  means  to  pay,  the  expenses 
would  be  treated  under  it.  But  under 
the  present  system  there  was  one  treat- 
ment for  the  larger  trader,  and  another  for 
the  smaller  one.  With  respect  to  the 
machinery  of  the  bankrupt  and  lunacy 
laws,  he  (Lord  Cottenham)  did  not  defend 
the  defects  in  those  laws,  having  introduced 
bills  to  remedy  them.  But  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  not  adverted  to  one 
point — the  great  mass  of  business,  such  as 
commissions  from  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
with  bankruptcy,  insolvency,  and  other 
cases,  and  cases  relating  to  County  Courts, 
which  was  transacted  in  the  county  ;  and 
he  could  not  understand  whv,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  creditors  should 
have  frequently  to  go  100  miles  to  the 
commissioner.  [The  Lord  Chancellor: 
The  noble  and  leardbd  Lord's  own  b  II 
makes  Dublin  ihe  only  head  quarters  in 
Ireland,  though  that  city  i«  distant  from 
Coik  1*25  miles.]  He  was  not  spfakin^ 
of  the  way  in  which  they  mauMged  mat- 
ters in  Ireland — he  was  alludint;  to  Eng- 
land. He  did  not  see  how  the  business 
in  the  country  could  be  satisfaciorily 
transacted  with  the  whole  ot  England  and 
Wales  divided  into  only  five  disinct^,  ench 
district  being  placed  under  two  commis. 
sioners.  The  insolvent  commissioners, 
consistently  with  their  duties  in  London, 
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could  only  go  (bree  timos  a  year  for  the 
purpose  of  ditcharging  debtors— «nd  here 
was  one  great  grievance,  that  parties  en- 
titled to  their  discharge  should  have  to 
wail  for  months  for  the  arrival  of  the 
commissioner.  He  believed  that  the 
scheme  of  his  nobte  eiKl  (earned  Friend, 
so  far  as  the  Lunacy  Bill  was  concerned, 
would  be  altogether  impracticable.  With 
respect  to  the  measure  for  the  establish- 
ment of  coanty  courts,  he  thou^t  thai 
there  was  one  defect  in  the  Bill  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend.  He  thought 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  permanent  resident 
judge  in  ei^ery  principal  town*  in  addition 
to  those  judges  who,  nnder  the  Bill, 
would  have  to  go  circuit.  He  felt  that 
there  were  many  practical  objections  to 
the  details  of  the  measures,  which  would 
be  better  discussed  in  committee. 


spot,  would  bs  mnoh  more  MtiActery  to 
all  the  parties  who  were  now  iwtieHrd  to 
go  into  oourt  as  pkiintiffi  and  deHendaats 
tlMB  the  judges  of  assise,  and  the  expensive 
ssackinery  afeSending  suoh  a  aaode  of  triaL 
He  would,  at  the  same  tineb  five  the  partks 
the  power  of  appeal  upon  matSers  4if  law. 
They  should  agree  upon  a  caae^  in  order  to 
bring  not  the  facts*  but  the  kw^  befiBre  a 
prc^r  tribunal,  which  should  decide  upon  it. 
Suck  a  course  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
keep  the  law  uniform,  and  it  was  provided 
by  his  bill  of  1833.  He  saw,  also,  no  pos- 
sible objection  to  ^ve  the  voluntary  juiis- 
diction  to  the  local  courts,  even  in  we  pre- 
sent bill  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
The  County  courts  should  have  jurisdiction 
in  all  causes  whatever  by  consent  of  both 
parties,  as  had  been  given  to  the  Local 
courts  in  his  (Lord  Brougham's)  bill; 
and   he  still  continued  to  entertain  his 


Lord  Brougham  expressed  his  concur-  i  partiality  to  the  court  of  reconcilement, 
rence  in  much  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  I  Such  a  court  would  tend  greatly  to  prevent 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  la5t  ad-  i  parties  from  engaging  in  the  litigation  in 
J J  *v^  u n  ^-. : ^^.  1.-JI  which  they  were  now  too  frequently  in- 
volved, and  BO  far  from  being  as  had  been 
represented,  a  visionary  scheme,  it  liad  for 
half  a  century  been  tried  in  other  countries, 
Denmark  especially,  and  with  the  most  com« 
plete  success.  Bat  the  matest  point  of  dif- 
ference between  his  buls  and  those  df  his 
noble  Friend  was,  in  respect  of  a  resident 
judge  and  an  ambulatory  jndge ;  and  the 
more  he  had  reflected  on  theet/bject,  the  leas 
objection  oould  he  see  to  the  appmnftment  of 
a  locally  resident  judge.  One  of  Che  objec- 
tions raised  to  such  an  appeintmeat  was, 
the  different  description  of  law  that  nnat 
arise  in  eadi  district ;  but  that  would  he 
avoided  by  the  formation  of  an  oppeHate 
jurisdiction  that  should  govern  all  lh< 


dressed  the  House,  as  well  as  in  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolisack.  With  regard  to  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill,  as  might  easily  be  supposed, 
he  thought  its  extension  from  the  metropo- 
lis to  the  country  would  be  highly  beneficial, 
and  as  had  been  stated  by  his  noble  Friend, 
this  was  always  his  (Lord  Brougham's) 
intention  as  soon  as  time  should  have 
tried  and  proved  the  merits  of  the  system 
in  the  London  dutricL  The  measure,  when 
he  introduced  it,  was  admitted  by  him  to  fall 
short  of  what  the  country  districts  required. 
1 1  appeared  to  him  that  the  Lunacy  Bill  was 
also  a  great  improvement  upon  the  existing 
system,  and  would  much  tend  to  dimintsS 
the  expense  and  delay  to  whichparties  were 


at  present  subjected.     There  was  a  very  ma-    difierent  judicatures,  acoording  to  one 


terial  difference  between  the  two  County 
court  bills  brought  in  by  his  noble  Friends, 
and  that  which  he  had  introduced  to  their 
Lordships,  and  which  was  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  only  one.  His  bill  gave  a  much 
more  extensive  jurisdiction  to  the  local 
courts  in  matters  of  tort.  It  enabled  them 
to  try  all  actions  of  trespass,  such  as  assault, 
seduction,  malicious  arrest,  and,  in  fact,  all 
actions  whatever  upon  tort,  to  the  extent  of 
50/.  damages.  It  besides  gave  them  juris- 
diction in  actions  of  contract,  whether  by 
specialty  or  simple  contract,  to  the  extent 
of  UOl.  The  bill  of  his  noble  Friend  con- 
fined the  power  of  the  court^  to  actions 
upon  simple  contract,  excluding  specialty, 
and,  inactions  of  tort,  the  damages  were  to 
be  limited  to  20/.  He  still  entertained  the 
opinion  that  a  local  judge  constantly  on  the 


rule  of  law.  Another  objection  was»  She 
partiality  that  would  he  likely  to  eaiat  in 
the  breasts  of  the  judges*  from  local  con- 
nections, local  attachments,  and  intoraottiae 
vritfa  the  individuals  over  whom  they  sseae 
to  act  as  judges.  But  if  peneaa  of  respao- 
tability  and  eminence  in  the  professiQn  weae 
appointed,  if  they  acted  Judicial]^  with  the 
watchful  eye  of  the  bar  to  Whidi  they  he- 
longed  ever  over  them,  and,  above  idl,  if 
they  had  the  equally  vigilant^  althoiigh  not 
equally  discriminating,  eye  of  the  public 
ever  regarding  them,  it  would  be  impossihie 
that  anything  of  such  a  flagrant  kind  could 
happen,  as  that  of  showing  partiality  to- 
wards persons  with  whom  they  might  he 
living  in  habits  of  intimacy.  It  was  not 
found  to  be  the  case  in  countries  where 
the  experiment  was  not  bazacdous^  and  of 


I 


93r 


Law  Reforms. 


{JutY  18} 


Law  R^orms. 


238 


It  datei  but  where  sudi  a  law  bad 
alwam  exisled.  Tbe  whole  of  Scotland, 
time  out  of  mind,  had  been  under  the 
jim^eiioB  of  local  judges.  The  sheriff  of 
each  oountj  was  the  judce  ordinary,  as  he 
wtf  .eaUedy  ef  the  facAUiu.  He  oould  act 
in  all  cases,  a  very  few  excepted*  in  which 
the  Court  of  Seanon  alone  had  jurisdiction ; 
hut,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten  of  importance 
and  value^ibe  sheriff  was  the  ordinary  judge, 
wdth  an  appeal  to  <he  Court  of  Session. 
The  shnriffs  had  the  power  of  appointing 
deputies,  who  were  generally  attorneys 
pnctisiog  in  the  country,  to  preside  in 
iheir  courts ;  and  he  had  never  heard  of 
aof  ebaijge.of  corruption  or  partiality  being 
liroiighi  against  even  :tbe  sheriff  substi- 
tutes, mudi  less  against  the  sheriffs  who 
were  barristers,  as  he  proposed,  of  course, 
the  ioesl  judges  should  be.  It  was  most 
gBttlifying  to  him  to  reflect,  that  the  bill 
which  he  introduoed,  in  1883,  had  the 
imanimous  approbation  of  tbe  Commis- 
nonecB  of  Clommon  Law  Inquiry,  to  whom 
it  was  sobmittod  pieviously  to  its  being 
lunu^it]  forward,  with  two  enceptions ; 
one  relating  to  the  amount  over  which 
the  courts  were  to  have  jurisdiction,  and 
the  other  to  the  subject  of  legacies.  The 
commission  was  composed  of  very  eminent 
and  lescned  men,  and  induded  in  its  body 
the  names  of  Mr.  Starkie,  the  King's  coun. 
sd,  aad  well  known  also  for  his  able  peri- 
odical waitings.  Commissioner  Evans,  Mr. 
ScBJeant  Stephen,  Mr.  Justice  Wightman, 
and  the  present  Attomey*general,  Sir  F. 
PoUockj  who  all  approved  of  his  bill, 
«aMept  in  ^  two  cases  he  had  related, 
flsid  in  which  he  had  changed  it  to  meet 
their  objections.  He  still,  therefore,  en- 
tertained a  hope  that  be  should  live  to 
see  a  larger  proportion  of  that  measure 
ande  the  law  of  the  land  than  was  intro- 
shiced  in  the  measure  now  brought  forward 
hf  his  noUe  Friend,  which  he  admitted 
was  a  great  improvement  upon  the  pre- 
aent  law,  and  he  earnestly  hq[)ed  it  might 
fttss,  as  a  lery  large  step  towards  a  perfect 

rem.  He  also  trusted  that  imposonment 
debt  would  be  abolished  altc^ether,  and 
aheiild  soon  lay  before  their  Lordships  a 
■Masttte  for  effectiag  this  desirable  object 

Lord  Wmford  thou^t  that  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  was 
«nl«lled  io  ^  thanks  of  that  House  and  of 
IhecouBt^,  f<v  all  the  important  and  valu- 
aUe  duuiges  which  his  b^  would  effect. 
He  hegigpi  to  say  that,  for  bis  own  part,  he 
ahaiild  nlways  otgeet  to -one  local  judge^  and 
4#e  Judge  goiog  always  the  same  circuit 

Wilb  x&ua^  to  the  apptal,  he  thought 


the  best  which  could  be  devised  would  be 
to  follow  out  tbe  practice  of  tbe  tax  acts,  by 
drawing  up  special  cases  in  small  causes, 
and  then  there  would  be  a  unifonni^  of 
proceeding.  With  such  a^provision,  he 
could  see  no  objection  to  allow  parties  to 
litigate  causes,  in  the  local  courts,  to  any 
amount. 

Lord  Campbell  could  not  deny  that  there 
was  something  pood  in  these  measures ; 
seeing  that  one  bill  contained  sixty  clauses, 
and  another  seventy  clauses,  which  had  been 
taken  from  the  bill  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  behind  him ;  but  taking  the  whole 
as  a  system  he  was  sorry  he  could  not  ex- 
press his  approval  of  it.  He  objected  to  the 
present  biU,  that  it  stood  in  the  way  of  im- 
provement, and  it  would  be  difficult  to  tell 
who  would  be  subject  to  the  Bankrupt-law, 
and  who  were  not.  But  why  should  not 
the  insolvent  who  was  not  a  trader,  es- 
pecially on  making  a  distribution  of  his 
property  fairly  and  hone8tly,*^why  should 
he  not  be  entitled  to  be  discharged  ?  But 
see  the  difference  which  was  here  made  be- 
tween one  set  of  insolvents  and  another  set. 
The  bankrupt  might  have  incurred  debts 
to  the  amount  of  a  million  or  millions  df 
money,  yet  he  got  his  certiflcate  and  suf- 
fered no  imprisonment,  and  was  then 
allowed  to  begin  the  world  as  a  new  man. 
But  the  small  insolvent,  who  might  have 
incurred  debts  not  by  any  means  to  so  large 
amount, — ^he  had  no  commission  of  bank- 
ruptcy issued  against  him.  He,  poor 
man  !  must  go  to  prison — he  was  not  al- 
lowed to  make  a  surrender  of  his  effects, — 
he  must  undergo  the  degradation  of  incar- 
oeration,  and  it  was  not  till  he  had  been 
subjected  to  this  degradation  that  he  could 
be  discharged,  and  then  he  did  not  com- 
mence the  world  as  a  new  man,  for  all  his 
after-acquired  property  was  made  liable. 
Tbe  commissioners  who  had  drawn  up  that 
report  on  this  subject  recommended  that 
this  inconsistency  and  distinction  should  be 
abolished.  That  distinction,  however,  was 
perpetuated  under  this  bill.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  might 
say  that  this  point  could  be  reserved  for 
future  consideration ;  but  why,  he  would 
a^,  had  it  not  been  considered  in  this  Ses- 
sion ?  This  was  the  third  Session  the  bill 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  that  House, 
recommended,  as  it  had  been,  by  the  com- 
missioners, who  were  composed  of  legal  and 
mercantile  men.  If  this  matter  were  not 
considered  and  decided  this  Session,  he  des- 
paired oi  ever  seeing  such  a  favourable  op-* 
portunity  return.  This  bill  kept  up  the 
Court  c^  Review^  the  Bankruptcy  Court; 
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and  the  Insolvent  Debtor^s  Court,  and  there 
was  a  double  system  going  on^  not  onlj  in 
London  but  throughout  the  country.  His 
noble  and  le^jmed  Friend  would  have  no 
less  than  five  functionaries  employed  to 
carry  out  his  scheme ;  there  were  the  judges 
to  preside  over  causes  for  5L ;  then  those 
who  were  to  decide  cases  of  20/. ;  then 
there  were  the  lunacv  commissioners — the 

m 

bankruptcy  judges — and  the  judges  to 
whom  everything  which  came  from  the 
Court  of  Chancery  would  be  referred; 
there  would  be,  then^  five  different  sets  of 
functionaries  to  do  what  would  be  better 
done  by  one  set,  more  efficiently  and  with 
more  economy.  And  having  once  esta- 
blished these  five  sets  of  functionaries,  if 
hereafter  the  Legislature  should  try  to  con- 
solidate or  amalgamate  their  offices,  what 
would  stand  in  the  way  of  effecting  that 
object  ?  Why,  these  parties  must  be  com- 
pensated, and  there  would  naturally  be  a 
great  reluctance  to  throw  this  charge  on 
the  public.  He  must  again  object  to  the 
distinction  drawn  between  bankrupts  and 
insolvents.  Why  should  not  the  insolvent 
be  absolved  from  his  obligations  on  sur- 
rendering his  property,  and  be  enabled 
afterwards  to  support  himself,  and  become 
a  useful  member  of  society  ?  He  would  not 
then  enter  into  the  question  of  Imprison- 
ment for  debt  on  execution ;  he  had  had 
great  satisfaction  in  carrying  the  imprison- 
ment for  Debt  BiU  through  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  was  sorry  that  in  their 
Lordships'  House  its  operations  was  confined 
to  arrest  on  mesne  process.  Half  a  loaf, 
however,  was  better  than  none  at  all.  This, 
therefore,  he  hoped,  was  but  an  instalment 
of  a  debt  which  was  due  to  the  public.  He 
would  ask  why,  after  four  years'  experience, 
they  had  not  extended  the  operation  of 
that  act  to  the  imprisonment  on  execution 
as  well  as  mesne  process  ?  As  to  lunacy, 
the  existing  defects  of  the  law  would  have 
been  remedied  by  the  bills  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  near  him  (Lord  Cottenham). 
He  thought  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  demonstrated  that  these  commissioners 
would  be  unable,  because  they  would  have 
tio  time,  to  attend  to  the  various  duties 
vested  in  them.  But  he  should  think  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
would  hardly  persist  in  canying  this  bill ; 
it  would  be  better  for  him  to  defer  the 
whole  matter  until  he  should  have 
thoroughly  digested  the  report  then  on  the 
Table,  and  he  thought  that  would  make  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  a  convert  to  their 
opinion,  that  there  shonld  be  no  distinc- 
tion between  insolvents  and  bankruptSi  but 


that  they  should  be  placed  under  the  same 
law.  Then,  as  to  the  proposed  improve- 
ments in  county  courts,  he  objected  to 
having  one  judge  for  cases  of  5L  and  an- 
other for  causes  between  5/.  and  20/.  It 
would  be  better  to  have  one  judge  to  dp  all 
this. 

The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  county  courts  to  which  an  objection  had 
been  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  already 
existed,  and  that  aU  the  bill  did  was  to  ex* 
tend  their  jurisdiction  from  40s.  to  51.  The 
new  county  courts  did  not  exist,  and  their 
jurisdiction  was  to  extend  from  51.  to  20L, 
so  as  to  form  a  set  of  superior  tribunals. 
As  for  the  accusation  that  had  been  levelled 
against  the  bill,  that  he  had  borrowed  it 
from  a  somewhat  similar  measure  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  the  notion  was 
ridiculous,  for  both  his  noble  Friend  and 
himself  had  had  recourse  to  one  common 
source,  namely—  the  report  of  the  law-com- 
missioners, from  the  evidence  and  results  of 
which  he  as  well  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  had  extracted  much,  if  not  all,  that 
was  valuable,  and  had  embodied  it  in  the  bills 
which  he  and  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
respectively  introduced  into  their  Lordships' 
House.  In  point  of  fact,  both  the  bUls 
which  had  been  brought  into  their  Lord- 
ships' House  had  been  drawn  by  the  same 
person,  namely — Mr.  Holroyd.  It  had 
also  been  said  during  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate that  the  commissioners  of  bankruptcy 
were  not  numerous  enough  to  transact  the 
business  of  the  court  within  100  miles  of 
the  metropolis ;  at  all  events  experience 
proved  that  they  were  sufficiently  nu- 
merous to  transact  ail  the  business  of  the 
court  within  40  miles  of  London.  It  was 
likewise  asserted,  that  ten  commissioners 
would  not  be  equal  to  the  performance  of 
the  country  duties  of  the  bankruptcy  courts. 
So  far  was  this  from  being  true,  that  the 
number  of  bankruptcy  cases  throughout  the 
country,  taken  altogether,  did  not  amount 
to  those  of  the  metropolis.  This  fact  was 
proved  by  the  returns.  Then,  again,  as  to 
the  lunacy  commissions  issued  in  the  coun- 
try, taking  the  average  the  number  of  lu- 
nacy commissions  amounted  to  forty  in  the 
course  of  the  year ;  of  these  one-fifth  only 
were  contested,  and  of  the  remainder,  so 
vast  a  proportion  of  cases  were  tried  in 
London,  that  one  commissioner  was  quite 
sufficient  to  dispose  of  ail  the  country  cases 
of  lunacy.  With  respect  to  the  nature  and 
importance  of  the  cases  which  were  to  be 
tried  under  the  present  bill,  all  he  could 
say,  as  far  as  the  soundness  of  the  judg* 
ments  were  concerned  waS|  that  such  caaoa 
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wrere  always  txied  by  an  inferior  class  of 
Judgesj  eren  in  the  metropolis ;  for  the  su- 
perior judges  had  always  quite  enough  to 
do  in  their  respectiye  courts.  The  judges 
who  would  be  appointed  in  the  new  count> 
courts  to  try  the  5Z.  to  20^  causes  would 
be  persons  selected  from  the  most  practised 
and  able  banisters  in  Westminster-hall,  and 
tbeyj  in  addition  to  their  general  knowledge 
oi^  the  law  and  of  the  forms  of  practice, 
would  have  the  merit  of  being  perfectly 
fiee  from  all  local  influence  in  the  courts 
to  which  they  might  be  appointed.  In 
oondusiony  he  begged  to  say  that  he  had 
acted,  in  bringing  in  the  bill  before  their 
Lordships,  upon  what  he  conceived  to  be 
a  sound  principle  of  legislation;  and  he 
had  also  endeavoured  to  accomplish  what 
was  easy  of  attainment,  postponing  what 
was  matter  of  difficulty  for  after  consi- 
deration. 

Bill  was  read  a  second  time. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  July  18,  1842. 

MorvrM.]   Bilu.    PubOe.-^V-   Cuttoms  Act  Amend- 
•  aocoti  Simp  Duties  Aabnilatkn  I  Stimp  Duties  Repeal; 
Amtmid  Taxes  Relief;  Exchequer  Bills  Pxeparation. 
9**  Lunatic  Asylnma  (Ixdand);   Court  of  Exchequer 
(BDsbmd). 

Pfi9aie.^i  '  Orawftvd^  Estate. 
Rtparttd, — ^L^gan  Navigation ;  Cowardli  Divorae ;  Wide 
Streeto  (Dntalin)  s  Mervy  Conservancy. 
3*-  ndpasMd^-Eail  of  Devon's  Estateii 

psnnoira  PasasiiTsn.  By  Mr.  Dunoombe,  Dr.  Bow* 
liflf,  and  Lord  R.  Grosvenor,  ftom  London*  Sligo,  and 
Chester,  egsinst  the  Toteooo  Regulations  BilL—By  Mr. 
D.  Baiday,  and  Mr.  Hutt,  ikom  Sunderiand.  Berwick- 
upon-Tweed,  Gateshead,  and  TynenKmtb,  for  the  Re- 
ten  of  the  Medical  Profession^— From  Cork  and  Wdls, 
iW^nst  any  Anther  Grant  to  Maynooth  College.— From 
KiUala,  and  BaDiaakiery  Dispensary,  against  placing  such 
brtitotions  under  the  control  of  the  Poor-law  Commis- 
aioncn.— From  Pottemewton,  Rawdon,  Leeds,  Armley, 
Chapal,  ABerton,  Wortley,  Beeston,  Hemslet,  Bramley, 
Ftenley,  Holbedc,  and  Heading.«um-Builey,  agafaist  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  BilL— From  Parochial  Sdiool- 
naslen  of  Abertaiff,  Ac  Amdiorath^  their  condition.-^ 
By  Mr.  Vmios,  ftom  Leek,  Ohrvan,  Dameiham,  Ipstone, 
and  Shrewsbury,  for  «  Repeal  of  the  Com-faiws.— By 
Captain  Jonei,  ftom  Dromore,  j^gainst  the  Present  System 
of  Natfamal  Education  (Ireland)*— By  Sir  R.  Inglis,  ftom 
the  AxdkdeaoDnry  of  Wells,  for  Church  Extenskm.^ — 
Tnm  the  Corporation  of  Leeds,  for  an  Inquiry  bito  the 
Existiqg  Distress.— By  Mr.  Shid,  ftom  the  Patent  Offi- 
eoa  of  the  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Law  at  Dublin, 
for  Cttnpcnaation*— From  the  Archdeaconry  of  Wilts., 
foe  attoatuo  of  Parochial  Astessments. 


Church  Extiksiok.]  Mr.  Hawes 
begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  Peel)  whether  he  was  preptilred  to 
make  the  statement  which  he  promised, 
on  a  former  erening,  relatire  to  the  sub- 
ject o(  Charch  Estensioih 


Sir  R,  Peel:  I  recollect  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemao  saying  that  he  should  put  a  quess 
tion  to  me  on  the  subject,  and  if  he  doe 
so,  I  am  prepared  to  answer. it;  but  I  had 
certainly  no  intention  of  making  a  volun- 
tary statement  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hawes:  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
partly  answered  the  question  onThursday, 
and  promised  to  give  some  further  in- 
formation to-day.  However,  I  beg  now 
to  ask  him  what  are  the  intentions  of  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  Church  Exten- 
sion? 

Sir  R,  Peel :  I  wish  only  to  preserve 
that  order  in  our  proceedings  which  is  for 
the  general  convenience  of  Members. 
The  motion  of  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford  has 
given  notice  on  this  subject,  is  submitted 
to  the  House,  not  in  concert  with  the  Go- 
vernment, and  in  the  exercise  of  his  right 
as  an  independent  Member  of  Parliament. 
If  my  hon.  Friend  proceeds  with  his  mo« 
tion  I  shall  take  the  course  which  I  did 
last  year.  The  motion  last  year  was 
brought  forward  without  consulting  me, 
and  I  voted  in  favour  of  it,  that  is,  in 
favour  of  the  House  resolving  itself  into  a 
committee  to  consider  the  subject  of  spi- 
ritual destitution,  and  to  determine  on  the 
terms  in  which  an  address  to  the  Cirown 
might  be  drawn  up.  I  told  my  hon.  Friend 
it  was  impossible  for  me  to  resist  the 
consideration  of  such  a  subject,  at  the 
same  time  reserving  to  myself  a  discretion 
as  to  the  terms  of  which  an  address  should 
be  composed.  I  shall  pursue  the  same 
course  at  present,  if  my  hon.  Friend  should 
persevere.  At  the  same  time  I  must  say 
that,  independent  of  such  an  engagement 
as  that  pledge  would  imply,  her  Majesty's 
Government  is  deeply  impressed  with  the 
policy  and  necessity  of  taking  this  question 
into  consideration,  so  far  as  several  most 
populous  districts  are  concerned;  and  I 
shall  be  perfectly  prepared  to  consider  the 
subject  during  the  recess,  binding  myself 
in  no  way  whatever  as  to  the  particular 
mode  of  fulfilling  the  object,  but  being 
prepared  at  a  very  early  period  next  Ses- 
sion to  state  the  view  which  the  Govern- 
ment may  take  on  the  question.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  thinks  at  this  advanced 
period  of  the  Session,  and  when  so  many 
measures  are  to  be  disposed  of,  he  can 
advance  the  cause  he  has  at  heart  by 
pressing  the  discussion,  he  will,  of  course, 
do  so.  I  have  now  given  an  answer  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  question.    I  should, 

perhaps^  stato  that  when  I  yoted  for  mj 
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bon.  Friend'«  motioD  last  year,  I  left  to 
the  Executive  lo  provide  for  the  resuk  of 
the  resolution  of  the  House ;  but  if  the 
abstract  proposition  were  now  aflBrmed,  f 
sbould  not  feel  justified,  at  tbis  period  of 
tbe  Session,  in  •ubmittiog  any  vote  for 
fhe  purpose.  60,  tbat,  in  a  practical 
point  of  view,  the  question  would  remain 
wbereit  is,  whether  my  hon.  Friend's  mo- 
tion were  af^reed  to  or  negatived. 

Sir  li.  Ih^Us  hoped  tbe  House  would 
aHow  him,  though  it  was  ifregular,  to 
make  a  few  observations.  He  was  fully 
sensible  .of  tbe  disadvantage  under  which 
be  laboured  in  bringing  forward  tbis 
asocion  at  present.  But  tbe  d«lay  was 
inevitable.  When  it  was  stated  by  bis 
fight  hon.  Friend  that  be  would  take  the 
subject  into  bis  consideration,  •ooupliog 
tbat  announcement  with  tbe  /act  tbat  he 
promised  tbe  same  aupport  as  he  had 
ibraief4y  given,  he  could  not  but  think 
(bat  he  sbould  beet  consult  tbe  inieieei  of 
•be  gwat  question  which  be  had  under^ 
token  if  he  left  k  where  it  now  was — in 
the  bands  <of  ber  Majesty's  Government. 

Maoistratea  or  Cheltenham.] 
Mf.  Hoebwok  said,  tbat  as  a  person  named 
Hdyoafce'bad  been  conMnitted  at  Cbeken- 
ham  in  an  improper  manner,  he  wished  io 
know  whelbcr  the  right  bon.  Secretary  for 
tbe  Home  Department  had  ai^y  objeotion 
to  produoe  ibe  correspondence  which  had 
lalMn  place  on  the  subject. 

Sir  /.  Gruhtmi  replied,  tbat  be  fek 
called  00,  in  diacbarge  of  his  duty,  to 
inquiie  iota  the  circumstances  of  the  com- 
miiment  in  question.  He  found  tbat 
serious  irregularities  bad  been  committed, 
and  be  expressed  bis  opinion  to  tbat  effect. 
But  as  legal  proceedings  were  likely  to 
reauk  out  of  what  occurred,  be  did  not 
tbink  k  would  lie  judicious  in  tbe  boo. 
and  learned  Oeotleman  to  press  for  tbe 
prododioa  of  the  conespondeooe. 

doV'IHICT    or     THE     IrISH    GoVXiRN^ 

laaifT.]    Tbe  Order  of  tbe  Day  for  a 
Committee  of  Supply  read. 

On  the  .qucation  that  the  Speaker  do 
BOW  ieave  the  ObaiTy —  j 

Mr.  Sheil :  I  gave  notice  tbat  I  should  j 
aaoae  lor  (be  correspondence  relating  to  . 
tbe  reetoiatkw  of  Mr.  St.  George  to  tbe 
■lagistfttcy,  and  that  at  the  aame  time  I  . 
sbMiM  impugn  the  general  policy  of  tbe  i 
Irish  Government,  of  which  -the  case  of! 
Mc«  St.  George  is  but  an  illustrationy  and] 

^Mifi tbaaiwilb  a  deftrlufe (Mm  Umm 


engagements  into  which,  on  their  accession 
to  office,  they  bad  deliberately  entered. 
I  thought  myself  bound  to  girc'thisno* 
tice,  because  it  would  have  been  unfair  to 
criticise  their  general  conduct  wkbout  a 
previous  declaration  of  my  purpose.  If  1 
had  omitted  to  do  sp^  it  might  have  been 
justly  said  that  to  a  mere  motion  for 
papers  I  had  appended  a  charge  of  wbidi 
no  warning  had  been  given.  Having 
given  notice  of  my  intention,  and  furnished 
tbe  noble  Lord  with  a  specification  of  tbe 
topics  to  which  I  ipean  to  advert,  it  can- 
not, at  all  events,  be  said  tbat  I  have 
taken  any  illegitimate  advantage  of 
him.  I  believe  that  some  of  those  with 
whom  I  am  in  tbe  habit  of  acting  do 
not  think  that  1  have  taken  a  judicioua 
cpurse  in  bringing  forwaid  a  ni»tter.pf  so 
much  importance  at  the  close  of  iba  Ses- 
sion, when  my  .noble  Friend  the  le^ider 
of  the  Opposition  is  absent^  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  tbe  Member  4or  tbe 
county  of  Cork  has  been  under  the  neces- 
sity of  returning  to  Dublin,  to  perform 
the  duties  of  bis  office,  and  ao  inaoy  of 
tbe  Irish  Members  are  away.  The  period, 
I  admit,  is  inopportune ;  but  I  felt  con* 
liftead  ^bat,  if  there  he  f^ood  teaaoo  dor 
condemning  ibc  Irisb  Governm^ty  fhe 
Session  ougb.t  not  to  be  4iU$Mred  .tP  puss 
without  directing  the  public  attaaiioa  to 
the  ground^  of  impotatioo,  ai^d  that,  al- 
though these  .beocbpa  acp  OMigjaratMy 
deserted,  the  -coiHitry  would  4om  its 
judgment,  not  by  nuf|ibfsca»  1»vt  by  fftfts, 
tbat  over  im«^orUiaa  facta  <wouM  M  iast 
psevall,  and  that  akhou^h  there  «re  inaoy 
who  think  that  littb  la  to  te  eiumot^ 
from  a  Pariiamai»t  coaetitialad  like  4be 
present  (thank  God  it  is  not  tmaiort4)i 
yet  froip  the  iaflu^c^  of  |MibUc  opioipn 
It  WBM  ceasoaaUe  to  aapaci  that  ladsass 
would  -be  uHtmataly  obtained.  If  an  er- 
roneous iiotiopy  founded  on  i^itQcaK^d 
protestatiofM,  has  gone  abroad,  tbat  ire- 
land  has  been  impartially  goveriie^  H  is 
right  that  proaf  oc  given  tbat  tba  Isiah 
exeootive  are  etiU  pursuing  the  old  Tory 
Uack>  vd^ifib  will  ia^vitably  coi^duct  tbtm 
to  tbe  reaults  to^vhiob  it  led  iwfofie.  I 
flMke  tbose  obavgee  to  your  #Mes,  and  I 
give  you  the  opportunity  of  repelling 
them.  The  course  I  have  taken  may  be 
rash,  but  it  is  frank  and  fair.  €k>  for  you 
will  give  aie  credit,  and  in  the  oonfidenoe 
tbat  although  you  >may  not  listen  to  me 
with  favour,  you  will  bear  me  with  en- 
duranoe,  1  proceed  iQ  atate  tiia  pledges 
which  yoa  gate  oa  «alflriDg  into  M^ 
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t«  addiKe  the  efideDce  iyy  wbicfa 
their  violttioA  can  be  established.  It  k 
m  iha  seeoUecttoa  of  every  eae  of  «•,  that 
upon  a  great  bisloricai  occasioR,  when  he 
aanooaoed  the  oMtives  which  i educed  him 
ao  wlwyiib  the  task  assigned  to  him  by 
fcea  Soasnaigii,  the  right  hon.  Baroaet,  the 
Fkst  Lord  of  the  TresMiryt  ii^enaoasly 
aeknovMged  that  Iretead  eonstitnied 
his  gseat  4iSe«itj.  Ireland  alwsys  was, 
iaelaiKi  is^  and  Iselaail  wiM  always  eon- 
Hone  lo  he  the  chief  ^iifficuky  df  every 
Miaister  who  coatianes  to  adhere  to  the 
policy,  in  leference  to  the  government  of 
Isdaad,  to  which  the  vast  majority  of  her 
fepseseaaativsa  aie  opposed.  Ireland  is 
iiod  ta  you  hy  such  ligaments  as  acts  of 
Par lianieDt  can  sappiy ;  bnt,  in  many  im- 
imiaaat  regards,  inland  is  still  separate 
aad  apart,  and  the  iMinister  by  wham  a 
policy  is  pareaedin  reference  to  Ireland, 
fcpugaant  lo  the  feelings  of  the  great 
awjority,  ia  whom  power  is  deposited, 
a4ieh  n  an  Iri^  Padiament  could 
be  omntataad  lisr  aa  hour,  mast  of 
■sity  meet  with  difiicolties  at  every 
slap,  asid  nAatever  may  be  bis  ostentible 
aucoess  for  a  aeason,  roost  he  discomfHed 
aa  last.  To  govern  England  throogh  a 
sn^nty  «f  Iriah  Memhm  is  impossible ; 
te  gpiesn  Iseland  tfarongh  a  majority  of 
&igliA  Meaibeni  is  arare  than  hard.  Two 
yaara  after  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
BHide  the  dadaiatioo  to  which  I  have  f^ 
lanodf  he  came  into  oiioe  with  a  vast 
aeeessioa  of  power,  and,  reverting  to  tUat 
dadarntion,  aonooneed  that  he  would 
mpfwnma  iha  chief  dtficalty  by  the  po- 
Key  of  'coaeiliation  and  of  peace.  The 
•able  Lasd  opposite,  an  amiable  diplo- 
BBaiist,  was  named  fiacretary  for  .Ireland. 
lia  .piaaaedsfl  to  Oomwall,  and,  having 
haea  proposed  by  the  brother  of  Lord 
Roilasciie,  delivered  a  spaeeh  full  of 
woUe  saDtimaots,  ia  which  he  declared, 
that  Irelaad  should  not  be  governed 
Ibiaag^  A  tparty.  tDhe  words  are  so  im- 
t,  that  I  eaaaot  refmin  from  read* 


^*fhe  Government  would  pc^  coart  to  no 
petty  ia  Ireland:  it  would  endeatour  to  do 
pHlMS  to  all.  It  would  oat  be  the  Govern- 
OMai  oCa  pefty^butof  the  entire  Irish  people.*' 

IRieaeadiBirable  pnofessions  were  echoed 
hy  ^LaH  de  Crsay,  who,  as  representative 
af  ihe  ^aaaa,  was  reaaived  with  anasked 
laapsot  by  tba  liberal  pavly  in  Ireland. 
MFhan  1  mad  the  apeeoh  of  the  noble 
Iietd,«Bd'tfie)aiiawarsoflmd'de  Grey  to 
'.adiaoaaei.  1  ^aonrittdad  tbik  a 


new  and   most  fortunate  era  for  Irelaod 
had  arrived;    that  all  the  great  princi- 
ples on  which  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
founded,  would  be  carried  at  onee  into 
effect,  chat  aU  the  odious  demarcations  of 
sect  and  oarty  would  he  efaced,  that  the 
system  or  eaciasion,  whether  religious  or 
political,  would  be  otierly  abamloned  ; 
that  to  the  great  offices  of  State,  men  of 
aH  parties  aad  of  all  creeds  would  be  ad- 
missible; that  the  patronage  of  the  Crown 
would  he  equally   and    tndisci^iminfttdy 
diffused ;    that  the    Grovemment    wouW 
place  itself  in  sympathy  with  the   na- 
tion ;   and  that  the  affairs  of  the  €kate 
woald  he  carried  on  by  men   lAo  en- 
joyed the  confidence  and  the  afiections 
of  the   great  majori^  of  the  peopfle.    I 
thought,  that  as  the  English  majority  of 
the  right   b<m«  Baronet    was    so  large, 
he  would  consider  himself  independent 
ef  Irish  Toryism ;  that  he  cotfid  affbrd 
to   aet    without    reference  to   the   pas- 
sions af  that  section  of  his  aupporters ; 
that  he  would  treat  the  menaces  of  ^icta* 
torial  journalism  with  disregard ;  and  that, 
by  a  total  abstinence  from  party,  he  would 
not  only  endeavour  to  appease  •Che  resent- 
ment, but  to  win  the  confidence  and  the 
attachment  of  the  country,  for  whose  in- 
terest he  professed  to  enteriain  a  peculiar 
ease.    1  could  not  bring  myself  to  conjec- 
ture, that  after  such  declarations  as  those 
to  which  I  have  referred,  the  old  eyslem  of 
ascendancy  would  be  partially  restored, 
that  the  great  officers  of  the   law,  the 
leading  iunctionaries  of  the  country,  the 
judges  of  Irhe  land,  would  be  selected  from 
thehotbed  of  faction,  that  Catholics  vrould 
as  formerly  be  excluded  from  juries,  that 
justioe  would  be  brought  sgaiu,  by  a  recur- 
renae  to  the  praotioes  with  which  we  were 
once  so  fatally  familiar,  into  uHer  disre- 
pute, that  the  aooient  persecutions  of  the 
press  would  be  revived,  and  that  the  Attor- 
ney»geoeral  with  all  hie  'terrors  would  be 
let  loose  upon  ns.    I  remembered,  indeed, 
that  before  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
carried,  we  were  ofikan  told  that  justice 
should  he  impartially  administetod,  that 
in  the  formation  of  jtiries  no  offensive  die* 
tinetioDs  should  be  adopted,  and  that  to 
all  offices  to  which  Catholics  ware  admis- 
sible they  should  'he  indisoriminately  pro« 
motad.    I  recollected,  that  notwitbatand- 
iog  all  these  protestatjoos,  yet  from  the 
old  footine  of  aseendeocy  no  deviation 
was  ever  committed<^that  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  was  tainted  in  itsaoufoea— 
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gliog  for  their  freedom  no  expedieot,  how- 
ever illegitimate,  was  omitted — that  from 
every  office  to  which  accett  was  given  ua 
by  the  law  we  were  excluded,  and  that 
the  profestiona  which  we  had  in  proapect 
did  bat  embitter  the  wrongs  which  were 
Inflicted  upon  as.  But  I  coneetted  that, 
now  that  a  vast  change  had  taken  place — 
now  that  the  Conservative  Government 
coald  afford  to  use  their  Irish  auxiliaries 
as  they  oaght  to  be  treated — now  that  they 
were  secure  of  a  majority,  whatever  course 
they  took  in  Ireland,  professions,  for  which 
there  could  not  be  any  illicit  motive,  must 
needs  be  honest,  and  that,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  declared,  not  only  the  old  mis- 
deeds of  ascendency  would  not  be  perpe- 
trated, but  that  the  great  experiment  of 
governing  Ireland  without  reference  to 
party  would  be  tried.  1  state  with  pain, 
but  it  is  fatally  true,  that  in  every  one  of 
these  fond  anticipations,  I  have  been  de- 
ceived. Of  the  practical  application  of 
the  principles  of  Toryism  no  sort  of  miti- 

Etion  has  taken  place,  and  as  far  as  the 
cecutive  is  concerned,  they  act  as  if  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation  had  never  been  car- 
ried.  You  have  been  in  office  for  a  year. 
In  that  period,  how  many  of  the  professors 
of  the  national  religion  have  you  promo- 
ted ?  To  what  office,  have  you,  who  told 
us  that  you  would  govern  Ireland  without 
party,  advanced  a  single  member  of  that 
community,  which  in  numbers,  in  wealth, 
in  intelligence,  and  in  power,  is  every  day 
making  so  iresistible  a  progress  ?  Instead 
of  selecting  from  the  seven  millions  which 
you  were  to  govern  with  so  ostentatious  an 
impartiality — men  who,  placed  in  high 
station,  would  be  seen  by  their  country  as 
the  conspicuous  proofs  of  your  magnani- 
mous sincerity.  You  have  not  appointed 
a  single  Roman  Catholic  to  any  one  office 
of  high  trust  and  honour ;  and,  in  place  of 
keepingyour  engagements,  you  have  acted 
in  a  apirit  of  partisanship,  so  clear  and  so 
indisputable,  that  the  difficulty  consists, 
not  in  stating  in  what  instances  yon  have 
broken  your  undertaking,  but  in  what 
single  particular  you  have  adhered  to  it. 
You  will  not  call  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
O'Leary,  by  Sir  Edward  Sugden,  to  aome 
small  place  (I  do  not  remember  what)  a 
proof  of  impartiality — you  will  not  call  the 
employment  of  a  few  Catholic  barriaters 
in  circuit  busineasy  worth  some  twenty 
pounds  n  year,  a  proof  of  impartiality 
what  earsa  the  country  for  these  miser 
able  and  paltry  nominatioaa  7  The  country 
^  ooka  to  Um  oAcea  Ihioag^  whieh  a  gmi 


social  and  moral  inflnence  is  exereiaed, 
which  are  connected  with  the  Govemmeot 
of  the  country,  and  which  impart  weight 
and  influence  to  the  whole  community— 
with  which  the  individoab  who  are  the 
objects  of  high  promotion  are  connected. 
You  may  tell  me  that  yon  eonld  not  be 
reasonably  expected  to  retain  the  law 
officers  employed  by  your  antagoniata. 
Did  yon  not,  in  1835,  retain  Mr.  Black* 
burne,  who  waa  Attorney-general  to  the 
Whigs;  and  did  you  not  also  retain  Mr. 
Serjeant  Green  as  counsel  to  the  Castle  f 
I  will  not  inquire,  why  you  removed 
Mr.  Pigot,  because  he  was  distinguish- 
ed by  the  order  of  his  political  feel- 
ings; but  why  did  yon  not  preaa  Mr« 
Monahan,  the  Catholic  counsel  to  the 
Castle,  to  retain  his  office !  The  Evemng 
Mail  expressed  a  belief  that  the  nobjb 
Lord  opposite  would  endeavour  to  effect 
the  retention  of  Mr.  Monahan,  bat  de- 
nounced his  purpose.  Mr.  Monahan,  who 
was  not  in  Parliament,  who  had  done 
nothing  to  excite  animosity,  who  ia  moat 
distinguished  as  a  lawyer,  waa  not  ao- 
lictted  to  retain  office,  and  Mr.  Brewste 
was  substituted  in  his  place.  Sir,  I  am 
not  only  disposed,  but  anxiona  to  do  joa- 
tice  to  a  political  advernry ;  and  in  ref<^ 
rence  to  Mr.  Brewster's  appointment, 
which  excited  a  great  aenaation  in  Ira* 
land,  I  think  it  tight  to  aUte,  that  the 
allegation  that  Mr.  Brewster  was  a  mem 
her  of  Brunswick  clubs  and  Cooaervative 
auociations  was  untrue ;  but  he  is  a  vehe- 
ment politician,  for  which  I  do  not  Uama 
him.  He  haa  as  much  right  to  his  opiniooa 
as  I  have  to  mine.  I  do  not  think  myself 
entitled  to  find  fault  with  him  Ibr  hia 
politics;  but  I  consider  myself  juatified  in 
saying  that  the  Government,  in  subatitatinf 
a  strong  Tory  for  a  Catholic  council  at  the 
Caatle,  did  not  adhere  to  their  engage* 
ment.  If  the  noble  Lord  bad  not  told  ua 
that  Ireland  should  not  be  governed 
through  a  party,  and  if  Lord  De  Grey 
had  not  alao  been  liberal  of  protealatioo, 
we  should  not  have  saki  a  word  of  all  their 
appoiotmenta.  We  should  have  considered 
it  quite  natural  that  thoae  who  bad  ob* 
taioed  a  victory  over  the  Iriah  people 
shouM  act  upon  It.  It  ia  the  eootraat 
between  their  profeaskNia  and  their  pro* 
ceedings  that  givea  ua  the  chief  right  to 
complain,  and  makea  oa  rsaeot  the  deln- 
sioo  which  has  been  attempted  opon  os, 
Your  legal  appointasenta  were  all  of  tbe 
aame  character— of  emineoi  taleota— b«t 
of  the  MBW  chiiMtar.   Iha  hos*  Oefttk* 
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man  0|>poftite  was  named  Solicitor-gene- 
raly  and  Mr.  Warren  sergeant.  The  former 
atoocJ  as  candidate  for  the  University,  and 
was  proposed  by  the  latter.  Both  these 
gentlemen,  with  their  new  honours  fresh 
npon  them,  denounced  at  the  college 
httstings  the  national  education  system, 
to  which  the  Government  are  pledged, 
and  which  must  be  regarded  as  one  of  the 
principal  of  their  measures.  It  is  strange 
to  witness  two  of  the  leading  law  officers 
making  the  Government  by  which  they 
bad  just  been  promoted  the  object,  in  a 
moat  important  particular,  of  unqualified 
condemnation.  With  regard  toMr.Warren, 
a  aingular  incident  occurred.  The  Tory 
party  thought,  that  although  he  and  the 
late  lamented  Mr.  West  were  of  the  same 
politics,  yet  that  the  sacrifices  of  Mr. 
West  gave  him  a  higher  claim.  Sir  Ed- 
ward Sugden,  on  account  of  the  eminence 
of  Mr.  Warren  at  the  Bar,  gave  him  his 
support;  but  the  clamour  raised  by  the 
ultra  party  was  so  great,  that  Lord  De 
Grey  did  not  think  it  inconsistent  with  his 
dignity  as  viceroy,  to  eipress  his  regret 
that  anything  should  have  occurred  to 
give  displeasure  to  the  supporters  of  that 
amiable  gentleman.  Upon  the  decease  of 
Mr.  West,  who  was  regretted  by  all  par- 
ties, on  account  of  his  personal  merits,  a 
vacancy  occnrred  for  the  city  of  Dublin. 
Mr.  Gregory  started  as  the  Tory  candi- 
date, and  Lord  Morpeth  was  set  up  as  his 
antagonist.  The  gentleman  whom  I  have 
mentioned  attended  the  Protestant  Ope- 
rative  Association,  where,  having  declared 
himself  an  opponent  of  Maynooth  and  of 
the  education  systemt  the  Rev.  Mr.  Gregg, 
well  known  by  hia  invectives  against  the 
Catholic  religion,  moved  a  resolution  in 
bis  favour.  The  Government  adopted  him 
as  its  candidate,  and  the  noble  Lord,  who 
holds  an  office  in  the  Castle,  canvassed  in 
his  behalf.  I  do  not  stop  to  comment  on 
the  noble  Secretary's  fidelity  to  his  profes- 
sions in  this  transaction,  but  proceed  to 
the  statement  of  an  incident  connected 
with  the  election,  to  which  I  attach  a  good 
deal  of  importance,  as  illustrative  of  the 
policy  to  which  the  Government  were  de- 
termined practically  to  adhere.  The  Irish 
MoDicipal  Bill  was  in  operation  ;  the 
sberiffs  of  the  old  and  profligate  corpora- 
tion were  still  In  office ;  the  Government 
were  entitled  to  appoint  new  sheriffs, 
under  the  Municipal  Bill,  and  by  a  special 
davte  in  the  act  of  Parliament,  the  power 
which  was  vested  in  the  old  corporations 
had  not  been  transferred  to  the  new,  but 


was  deposited  in  the  Government.  The 
old  corporation  having  ceased  to  exist, 
there  was  every  reason  to  have  new  func- 
tionaries, in  place  of  those  who  derived 
their  authority  from  a  most  corrupt,  and, 
at  that  time,  an  exhausted  source.  The 
sheriffs  were  accused  of  having  acted  a 
most  scandalous  part  in  the  preceding 
election;  a  memorial  was  presented  to 
Lord  Eliot,  in  which  an  application  was 
made  to  him  to  cause  new  sheriffs  to  be 
named.  If  the  nomination  was  to  take 
place  through  the  town-council,  there 
would  have  been  just  reason  for  not 
complying  with  that  entirely;  but  the 
call  on  the  Government  to  appoint  two 
men  of  high  character,  of  whom  the 
selection  should  rest  with  themselves,  was 
surely  a  reasonable  one ;  the  application 
was  sustained  by  a  statement  by  Mr. 
Smith,  a  gentleman  of  unimpeachable  cha- 
racter, that  he  had  seen  a  deed  by  which 
one  of  the  sheriffs  transferred  his  autho- 
rity to  the  other.  The  noble  Lord,  in  his 
reply,  stated  that  the  Government  would 
not  appoint  new  sheriffs ;  that  the  sheriff 
who  was  alleged  to  have  transferred  his 
authority  by  deed,  denied  that  he  had 
executed  a  deed,  and  that  Lord  Eliot  was 
convinced  that  no  improper  obstruction 
would  be  given.  Did  the  noble  Lord  now 
think  that  no  impro|>er  obstruction  was 
given  at  the  last  election  ?  But  do  not 
imagine  that  the  matter  rests  there. 
When  Lord  Eliot's  answer  was  communi- 
cated, a  document  was  transmitted  to  him 
which  set  all  doubt,  as  to  one  of  the 
sheriffs,  at  rest.  Mr.  Brown,  one  of  the 
sheriffs,  when  the  Whigs  were  in  office, 
was  anxious  to  be  made  a  knight,  and 
wrote  the  following  extraordinary  letter  to 
Mr.  Eiffe  :— 

"  My  dear  Eiffe — I  regret  I  cannot,  owing 
to  my  official  duties,  go  to  London  with  you 
this  night,  but  I  beg  of  you  to  deliver  the  en- 
closed letter  to  my  friend  Mr.  Archbold.  In 
soliciting  from  the  present  Government  the 
honour  of  knighthooo,  I  conceive  I  have  very 
cansiderable  claims  on  them*  In  the  first 
place  I  am  determined,  come  what  may,  to 
act  in  every  way  possible  according  to  their 
wishes ;  and,  were  there  no  other  circumstan- 
ces in  my  favour,  the  immense  reduction  I 
have  been  enabled  to  make  (through  so  happy 
a  selection  of  a  grand  jury)  in  tlie  taxation  of 
the  city  of  Dublin,  ought  to  entitle  me  to 
their  consideration.  'Die  very  considerable 
influence  I  possess  in  the  county  of  Dublin, 
equal  to  thirty  votes  in  a  contested  election, 
shall  be  at  their  service,  and,  although  it  may 
not  be  due  to  the  candidate  from  them,  indi- 
vidual exertion  on  my  behalf  shall  he  exerted 
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C tided  I  gtl  the  qMpro  quo,  Pnj  let  ne 
ir  the  remAi  of  your  personal  comroaniea- 
tioB  with  Mr*  Arohbolo,  and  accept  of  the 
assurance  of  my  positive  promiste  to  fulfil  any 
pledge  made  on  my  behalf  by  you^  appertain- 
}Dg  to  the  honour  solicited  ;  and  belieTe  me  to 
remain  most  sincerely  yours,    "  A.  Brown. 

"  C.  Eiffe  Esq.,  Dame  Street/* 

One  would  imagine  that  this  composi* 
tioa  would  induca  the  noble  Lord  imine« 
diately  lo  take  atept  lo  substitute  aooiher 
sheriff;  but  instead  of  doing  so,  in  order, 
i  suppose,  to  exiricale  himself  from  a 
difBcoity,  he  thought  it  better  to  abseond  ; 
and  although  Parliament  was  not  to  meet 
•mil  Febrnary^  he  set  off  for  England.  It 
la  to  be  presumed  that  the  nOble  Lord  felt 
abashed  at  the  transaotioo,  and  delegated 
Ihe  task  which  he  shrunk  from  performing 
to  Mr«  Lueas,  another  of  the  functionaries 
selected  by  an  impaftial  Governmenr.  On 
the  trery  same  day  on  which  Lord  Eliot's 
letter  was  dated,  Mr.  Lucas  wrote  an  inti* 
nation  that  Mr.  Eiffh's  letter  hsd  msde 
a*  ebsDge  in  the  opinion  of  the  Lord- 
Itcuienant.  With  the  results  of  the  last 
election  the  House  is  acquainted.  How 
IboSe  results  were  effected  is  equally  noto* 
riou8«  But  it  may  be  said  that,  where  a 
vote  in  Parliament  was  to  be  secured, 
allowance  for  a  departure  from  your  pro* 
fessions  should  be  ri^ade  s  that  your  elec- 
tion sins  are  v6nial,  and  that  you  should 
be  absoWed  from  them  without  penance, 
and  that  when  in  the  sberifik  of  the  lite 
eorporatioD  you  fbaad  instruments  so  ae- 
eommodatingi  the  temptation  to  resort  to 
ihemt  was  irresistible.  Let  ua  then  pass 
to  what  yon  will  consider  matter  of  grafe 
Scousaiion*  In  his  answers  to  the  nume* 
rous  addresses  which  were  presented  to 
him  on  his  arrival  in  Ireland,  Lord  de  Grey 
expatiated  again  and  again  upon  the  im* 
partial  administration  of  justice*  The 
impartial  administration  of  justice  was  the 
burden  of  all  his  manifestos.  Lord  de 
Grty  appeared  to  think  that  protestations 
6h  thtt  hend  were  peculiarly  requisite,  and 
that  his  government  was  exposed  to  sus- 
picions which  it  was  necessary  to  antici- 
pate. He  thought,  I  presume,  that  when 
a  great  transfer  of  power  had  taken  plaee 
in  Irslandi  and  the  government  for  the 
many  bed  tieen  suoce^ed  by  the  govern- 
ment for  the  few,  an  apprehension  would 
not  unnaturally  arise  amongst  the  great 
mass  of  the  people,  that  the  suirit  of  fac- 
tion would  find  its  way  bacic  into  our 
coufts  of  Justice,  and  that  jnries  would  be 
seleeledf  and  that  |udges  wonM  be  nomi- 


nated, upon  a  prineiple  repugnant  to  the 
pure  administititioo  of  the  law*  A  judge 
in  Ireland  Is  invested  with  great  and 
political  influence ;  to  that  influence,  the 
Registration  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo* 
site  (I  do  not  know  whether  it  has  been 
abandoned)  would  make  e  most  signal 
augmentation.  Looking  at  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  in  every  point  of  view,  I  can 
scarcely  imagine  a  greater  cslamity  than  a 
judicial  partissn.  Look  at  him  on  one  of 
the  Irish  northern  circuits.  With  what 
exultation  on  one  side,  and  with  what 
dismay  upon  Ihe  other,  in  a  court-house 
crowded  with  factious  hundreds  to  ihe 
roof,  must  those  excited  men,  who  are 
actuated  towards  each  other  by  the  fiercest 
antipathies,  look  upon  the  man  who,  at- 
tired in  his  robes  of  oflSce,  and  sested 
high  on  the  bench  of  justice,  presents  a 
memorial  in  his  own  person  or  our  civil 
feuds,  and  revives  by  his  presence  the 
banefVil  recollection  of  the  worst  conten- 
tions by  whioh  we  have  been  distracted. 
'*  He  is  one  of  us,"  whispers  an  Orange* 
man  to  his  confederate.  **  What,  is  he 
sworn  ?'*  «'  No  ;  but  his  heart  is  Orange 
to  the  core."  "  Whet  chance  Is  there  of 
jostioe  V  exclaims  the  father  of  the  mur- 
dered Catholic,  for  whose  slaughter  he 
calls  for  vengeance  on  the  meii  ^  blood. 
These  suspirions  mav  be  utterly  unjnit, 
but  they  are  inevitable,  for  the  people 
cannot  be  persuaded  thai  a  man  who  has 
been  tsken  hot  and  reeking  from  the  en- 
oounter  of  party  can,  by  a  sudden  proeesa 
of  refrigeration,  cool  down  at  onoe  to  the 
cold  judicial  temperament— thit  the  mo- 
ment ne  puts  the  ermine  on,  all  his  pas* 
sions  will  be  laid  aside.  When  yon  talk 
of  the  impartial  adssinisimiion  of  jnstiee, 
you  must  mean  something :  you  do  not 
intend  to  imply  a  vague  and  valueless  ex« 
pression,  destitute  of  all  practical  signifi- 
cation ;  yon  must  intend  to  convey  to  us 
an  assurance  that  in  the  administration  of 
the  law,  men  free  from  all  suspicion  of 
political  bias,  and  who  have  not  been  pro- 
minent as  partisans,  shall  be  promoted  by 
you.  From  these  general  observations,  I 
turn  to  the  conduct  of  the  Qovemment, 
and  to  their  realisation  of  thoae  piolbs- 
sioas  of  which  they  were  so  profuse. 
Judge  Johnson,  who  had  omitted  to  go 
circuit  several  times  under  the  late  Go« 
vemment,  resigned  on  theacoession  of  the 
Tories,  and  gave  them  an  opportunity  of 
carrying  their  virtuous  declarationa  in 
effect.  To  prove  that  Ireland  wee  not  to 
be  governed  through  nflketion,  to  pitvn 
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that  ih^  adiUiniBtration  of  jaiftice  wa^  to 
be  iih^artial^  to  ptove  that  the  profesfiions 
of  my  Lord  de  Grey  were  not  rtiere  im- 
poature^  to  profe  t)iat  to  vehement  par- 
tisanihip  no  encouragement  was  to  be 
gtteDf  to  prove  that  to  the  old  itsources 
of  Toryiem  yoa  would  disdaiki  to  resort,  to 
pt6ve  to  the  Catholics  of  Irelatid  that  they 
ought  to  place  th^  most  unqualified  confi- 
dence in  the  honesty  of  your  declarations, 
and  the  purity  of  your  views,  as  successor 
to  Judge  Johnson — whom  did  you  select  ? 
If  to  the  peerage,  to  which  his  fortune  was 
adequate — if  to  the  House  of  Lords,  where 
dn  Iri^  appeah,  totally  unconnected  by 
party',  he  could  by  hiis  knowledge  and  his 
talents  have  been  eminently  serviceable, 
in  reward  for  his  political  services,  which 
I  do  not  mean  to  dispute^  you  had  raised 
Mr.  Lefroy,   I  should    not    have    com- 

Cained :  his  abilitiea,  his  ecqutrements 
a  capacity  to  do  good  in  a  proper  place, 
I  freely  admit ;  or  even  if  you  had  taYried 
a  tittle,  if  you  had  first  appointed  some 
man  less  conspicuous  in  party,  and  pre- 
pared the  way  for  his  elevation  by  previ- 
ously reconciling  the  country  to  a  step  so 
lio1d>  by  counteracting  the  impression 
afbicb  it  wati  Yik^ly  to  ptodoce,  by  sotn«f 
IfberaT  promotTdns^  the  case  would  have 
feen  different ;  but  that,  with  your  pro- 
fessions still  fresh  upon  your  lips,  the  ink 
in  wlrich  Lord  de  Grey's  answers  were 
iodited,  being  scarcely  dry,  you  sboirldi 
fhMD  the  entire  mass  of  the  Irish  bar,  have 
flitfde  choic6  of  a  gentleman  so  conapicu- 
6isi  for  th^  [Tan  Which  he  had  attedon 
tfirery  <^estion  by  which  Ireland  has  been 
agitated,  for  the  last  twenty  years^  was  a 
BBost  earraordinary  proceeding.  I  bear,  1 
protest^  no  ill-will  to  Baron  Lefroy.  I 
cannot  injure  him  by  an  attack;  you  can- 
flOt  bbrt  him  by  a  defence.  He  is  beyond 
ibe  reach  of  both.  If  I  run  the  risk  of 
doing  him  the  slightest  harin^  I  should 
abstain  from. all  reference  to  his  name; 
but  it  \^  legitimate  and  just^  wheie  to  the 
individual  in  question  no  injury  ean  accrue, 
to  animadvert  upbil  the  breach  of  pledges 
whith  is  involved  bv  hia  promotion.  I 
ha^e  no  fight  to  cdndemn  him.  but  I  have 
f very  fight  to  censure  you ;  I  doubt  not 
that  he  has  always  acted  a  conscientious 
part ;  bot  his  appoinrment  is  not  upon  that 
acoonnt  the  leas  a  departure  from  your  en- 
gagameota»  and  a  violation  of  those  pledgee 
#kibh  t^bbtae  askfed  yoo  to  make,  which  w^te 
perfectly  voluntary  upon  your  part.  Into 
wl^icb  you  tntfcted  without  deliberation, 


and  which  you  have  abandoned  Mih  di<«> 
credit.  To  another  of  your  judicial  pM- 
motions  I  shall  have  oecasion  to  adveif, 
in  referring  to  a  trial  in  Which  he  presided ; 
but  first  let  me  direct  the  a^ention  of  (h« 
House  to  the  facta  oiit  of  which  it  arosi^, 
and  to  the  course  pursued  in  the  fortHuw 
tion  of  juries  under  the  ansj^ces  of  the 
Actorney<-{^«neral.  I  am  well  aWare  that 
English  gentlemen  feel  some  surprise  at 
the  constant  complaints  which  ate  nladu 
by  Roman  Catholics,  that  in  the  novth  erf 
Ireland  juries  are  almost  excloaively  com- 
posed of  Protestants,  and  that  we  shotfkt 
attach  importance  to  the  religioar  of  pet" 
sons  who  are  to  arbitrate  upon  ouV  Irves ; 
but  if  you  consider  the  unhappy  slale  of 
the  north  of  Ireland,  you  will  not  ber 
astonished  at  our  thinking  that  a  de^p 
wrong  is  done  us  in  this  regard.  Amongst 
those  classes  from  whom  jurors  are  taken, 
there  exist  strong  religious  and  poHtieal 
animosities,  and  as  trtala  eon«tant4y  ev isa 
from  the  colttsron  of  Protestants  and  Ca- 
tholics, it  is  rooM  onj'nst  that  the  juriM 
should  be  taken  almost  exddili^ely  fttm 
one  side.  The  OraOge  JSooiety  is  as  an 
association  ostensibly  dissolveci;  but  al* 
though  it  is  represented  as  extineti  its 
spirit  still  walks  abroad.  If  this  system 
prevails  to  any  eat^nt  to  tbia  hour,  you 
should  not  consider  it  strange  that  the 
Catholics  of  the  north  of  Ifeland  should 
desire  that  some  of  thei^  brethreti  lb  be- 
lief should  take  part  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  and  that  they  shoutd  strongly 
object  to  the  excloaive  colour  by  which 
ordinary  juries  ara  aharacieriaed.  Nol 
very  Idng  aeo,  when  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Metnberfot  Gateshead,  arl'aigned  the  COfi- 
dfici  of  the  fight  hot).  Bftronet,  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  in  th6 
appointment  of  municipal  justices^  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  insisted)  that  the  pura 
administration  of  the  law  required  that 
men  of  both  pkrties  should  be  placiid  to* 
gather  on  the  behch,  arid  that  he  had  dohe 
no  more  than  correct  what  hfe  considered 
a  great  evii,  by  modifying  the  exclusive 
character  of  the  municipal  magistracy.  If 
there  wes  any  justice  in  these  remarks^ 
how  mach  more  applicable  they  are  to 
thosa  tribunals  in  Ireland,  whfere  party 
triaU  are  of  unfortunate  recurrence,  and 
where  the  lives  of  our  fellow-feubjects  are 
at  stake.  I  have  made  these  observations, 
in  order  that  the  House  may  justly  appre- 

Iciate  the  effeet  produced  in  the  north  of 
iH^land  by  the  courste  puiaued   by  Mr. 
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Blackburne,  ber  Majesty's  Attorneygene 
ral  for  Ireland.  I  was  considering  the  pro- 
priety of  bringing  the  conduct  of  the  Irish 
Government  before  the  House,  in  order  to 
obtain  accurase  information,  I  applied  to 
Mr.  0*Hogan,  a  gentleman  of  distinguished 
ability,  who  bad  been  counsel  for  the  next 
of  kin  in  the  case  of  M'Ardle's  murderers, 
and  for  Francis  Hughes,  in  another  case, 
which  produced  a  great  sensation  in  Ire- 
land. Mr.  O'Hogan  will  be  admitted  to 
be  a  gentleman  of  great  consideration,  and 
of  most  distinguished  ability.  Sir,  the 
statement  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  0*Hogan  is 
to  this  effect : — 

^  1.  The  Down  Case. — Four  men  were  in- 
dicted before  Judge  Crampton  for  the  murder 
of  Hugh  M'Ardle.  Tliey  were  Protestants. 
The  deceased  had  been  a  Catholic.  The  mur. 
der  was  one  originating  in  party  strife.  The 
trial  was  fixed  for  nine  o'clock  on  a  Monday 
morning,  but  at  that  hour  a  trifling  case  was 
called  on  and  a  common  jury  sworn  without 
notice  or  obserration.  The  persons  charged 
with  the  murder  were  then  arraigned,  and  their 
agent  declared  that  he  would  not  exercise  the 
right  of  challenging,  but  was  content  with  the 
jury  in  the  box.  The  agent  for  the  next  of  kin 
states,  that  he  had  got  the  panel  from  the 
Crown-solicitor  on  the  preceding  evening  of 
the  assises,  to  mark  the  names  of  persons  who 
ought  to  be  challenged  by  the  Urown — ^that 
amongst  the  names  which  he  did  so  mark,  were 
those  of  some  of  the  persons  so  empanelled — 
that,  in  court  be  urged  the  necessity  of  chal- 
lenging those  persons — that,  as  to  one  of  them, 
the  Crown-solicitor  himself  strongly  stated  to 
the  Attorney-general,  who  conducted  the  pro- 
secution, the  propriety  of  bidding  him  stand 
by,  but  that  the  Attorney-general  positively 
refused  to  allow  any  challenge  whatever  to  be 
made.  The  result  was,  that  the  jury  in  the  hox 
was  allowed  to  try  the  case.  It  consisted  of 
eleven  Protestants  and  one  Catholic,  and  ac- 
ottitted  the  prisoners,  alUiough  the  evidence 
(oT  the  prosecution  was  certainly  of  the 
strongest  kind,  and  the  charge  of  the  judge  was 
more  calculated  to  procure  a  conviction  than 
any  I  have  ever  heard  delivered  in  a  ca- 
pital case.  The  agent  for  the  next  of  kin 
nas  not  been  able  to  state  to  me  the  names  of 
the  persons  to  whom  he  objected,  or  the  spe- 
cific grounds  of  objection  which  he  urged,  nut 
thev  had  regard  to  the  known  party  feelings 
and  political  prejudices  of  the  individuals  whom 
he  desired  to  have  excluded  from  the  jury. 
The  defence  for  the  Attorney-general,  made  in 
Parliament  and  by  the  press  rested  in  a  great 
degree  on  the  ground  that  the  counsel  for  the 
next  of  kin  did  not  object  to  the  jury.  Mr. 
Holmes  and  I  were  counsel  for  the  next  of  kin. 
Until  the  last  moment  the  Attorney-general 
would  not  allow  the  agent  to  retain  me,  and  it 
was  not  till  the  Court  was  actually  sitting  that 
he  brought  me  the  brief^  and  told  me  the 


Attorney-general  had  at  last  allowed  him  to 
do  so.  I  went  at  once  to  the  Court-house,  but 
when  I  got  into  Court,  the  jury  had  been 
sworn,  the  prisoners  given  in  charge,  and  the 
arrangements  completed.  Mr.  Holmes  came 
into  Court  along  with  me,  so  that  neither  he 
nor  I  had  any  opportunity  of  objecting  to  the 
course  adopted,  and  neither  of  us  can,  with 
any  truth,  be  said  to  have  sanctioned  the 
adoption  of  it.  The  only  person  in  a  position 
to  object— the  agent  for  the  next  of  km — did 
object,  as  I  have  stated,  but  in  vain." 

"2.  The  Armagh  case.— Francis  Hughes 
had  been  twice  tried  for  the  murder  of  Tho- 
mas Powell.  Two  jurors  had  disagreed  about 
the  case.  Hughes  was  a  Catholic.  Powell 
had  been  a  Protestant  The  first  jury  was 
composed  often  Protestants  and  two  Catholics. 
One  of  the  Catholics  would  not  find  a  verdict 
of  guilty.  The  ten  Protestants  and  the  other 
Catholic  (this  is  material)  were  understood  to 
have  wished  to  convict.  They  could  not  agree 
and  were  discharged.  The  second  jury  was 
composed  of  nine  Protestants  and  three  Catho- 
lics. It  is  understood  that  the  Catholics  and 
one  of  the  Protestants  were  for  an  acquittal, 
the  rest  for  a  conviction.  They  also  were  dis- 
charged. Hughes  was  put  upon  his  trial  for 
the  third  time  at  the  last  spring  assizes.  The 
trial  was  fixed  for  nine  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
but,  as  in  the  Downpatrick  case,  other  prisoners 
were  arraigned  at  that  hour,  and  a  common 
jury  was  sworn  without  challenge  or  observa- 
tion. This  jury  was  composed  of  ten  Protes- 
tants and  two  Catholics.  When  Hughes  was 
put  to  the  bar,  his  agent  said  that  he  would 
consent  to  take  the  jury  in  the  box,  vrithout 
challenge,  if  the  Crown  solicitor,  as  he  had 
done  in  Downpatrick,  would  also  abstain  from 
challenging.  This  was  peremptorily  refused, 
and  the  panel  was  called.  The  panel  was 
then  called.  The  prisoner's  counsel,  White- 
side, Napier,  and  I,  proposed  to  challenge  for 
cause,  and  to  ask  the  jurors  whether  they  had 
expressed  opinions  hostile  to  the  prisoner? 
We  had  been  allowed  to  do  so  at  the  former 
trial,  and  every  man  who  admitted  the  expres- 
sion of  such  opinions  had  been  set  aside. 
Now  the  Crown  counsel  objected  to  the  question 
altogether,  and  insisted  that  the  expression  of 
such  an  opinion  should  not  exclude  from  the 
jury-box.  The  matter  was  argued,  and  the 
judge  ruled  that  the  question  could  not  be  put, 
and  that  the  expression  of  such  an  opinion 
did  not  disqualify  the  jurors.  He  put  us  to 
prove  their  expression  of  hostile  opinion  by 
extrinsic  evidence,  which  we  had  not  to  pro- 
duce, and  many  persons,  who  would  have  been 
excluded,  had  the  declaration  of  adverse  feel- 
ing been  enough  to  exclude  them,  and  had  the 
Crown  and  the  Court  allowed  us  to  inquire 
into  the  facts  from  themselves,  were  sworn 
upon  the  jury.  The  calling  of  the  pand  pro- 
ceeded, and  the  Crown  challenged  every 
Catholic  who  was  called,  until  a  jury  had  been 
sworn.    There  were  ten  Catholics  called.*' 

Mr.  O'Hogan  proceeds  to  state  that  the 
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jury  having  been  thas  constructed ,  the  trial 
proceeded,  Hughes  was  convicted  and  exe- 
cuted. It  is  not  denied  that  ten  Catholics 
were  set  aside  by  the  Crown .  Six  are  alleged 
to  have  been  publicans ;  but  the  rule  laid 
down  by  Chief  Baron  Brady  was,  that  ordi- 
nary publicans,  especially  those  living  in  re- 
mote situations,  shonld  be  set  aside.  One  of 
the  Catholics  set  aside  in  Hughes's  case 
has  a  spirit  licence  indeed,  but  he  is  a 
wealthy  man,  and  keeps  a  large  hotel  in 
Armagh.  But  these  four  Catholics  chal- 
lenged who  are  not  spirit  venders,  I  can- 
not conceive  why  they  were  set  aside. 
Sir,  as  I  understood  that  the  defence  of 
the  Attorney-general  rests  in  part  on  his 
having  followed  the  course  which  Mr. 
Pigot  had  approved,  I  applied  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  correspondence  between 
Mr.  Pigot  and  the  Crown  solicitor,  Mr. 
Hamilton,  but  that  correspondence  was 
refused.  Mr.  Pigot  did  not  consider  it 
to  be  consistent  with  his  duty  to  give 
me  the  correspondence.  I  cannot  tell 
exactly  what  took  place  between  him 
and  Mr.  Hamilton;  but  this  I  know,  that 
however  it  came  to  pass,  ten  Catholics 
were  struck  from  the  jury  under  the  pre- 
sent Attorney-general ;  that  under  Whig 
Attorneys-general  the  juries  were  not  ex- 
clusively Protestant,  and  that  through  the 
whole  of  the  north  of  Ireland  the  course 
pursued  by  the  legal  authorities  created  a 
great  ferment.  It  is  not  wonderful  no 
explanation  was  given  by  the  law  officers 
of  their  motives  for  striking  all  the  Catho- 
lics off.  If  they  had  a  justification  they 
did  not  give  it,  and  it  is  not  strange  that 
great  and,  I  will  add,  just  indignation 
should  have  been  produced.  To  all  classes 
of  the  Catholic  community  the  feeling 
which  was  excited  by  Hughes's  trial  ra- 
pidly extended,  and  the  Roman  Catholic 
Primate,  Dr.  CroUy,  the  head  of  the  Ca- 
tholic church  in  Ireland,  a  man  of  the 
most  moderate  politics,  a  most  determined 
antagonist  of  the  repeal  of  the  union,  a 
man  not  likely  to  be  readily  under  the  in- 
fluence of  rash  popular  emotion,  roused 
and  awakened  by  what  he  considered  a 
monstrous  injustice,  addressed  a  petition 
to  this  House,  which,  whether  you  con- 
aider  the  nature  of  the  statements,  or  the 
character  and  functions  of  the  eminent 
man,  deserves  your  most  solemn  considera- 
tion. I  recollect  that  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  stated  in  this  House, 
that  the  Catholic  clergy  in  the  south  of 
Ireland  had  zealously  and  most  efficiently  I 
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co-operated  with  the  Government  in  their 
efforts  to  put  down  disturbance.  The  spi- 
rit evinced  by  that  powerful  and  influential 
body  ought  to  be  an  inducement  to  the 
noble  Lord  to  give  heed  to  the  solemn  ad* 
monition  given  him  by  the  man  who,  al- 
though as  poor  as  an  apostle,  is  regarded 
by  the  Catholic  millions  within  his  sacred 
supervision  with  more  respect  than  if  he 
rolled  in  all  the  pomp  and  gorgeousness 
of  your  Establishment.  The  newspapers, 
naturally,  inevitably  took  up  Hughes's 
case,  and  at  once  an  occasion  was  opened 
to  the  Attorney-general  to  indulge  in  his 
favourite  official  propensity.  The  Attor- 
ney-general is,  in  some  instances,  the 
most  inert,  in  others  the  most  formidably- 
active  of  public  functionaries.  Take  the 
case  of  Mr.  Biddulph  as  an  example.  Mr. 
Biddulph,  a  magistrate  of  the  King's 
County,  prosecuted  two  men  for  firing  at 
him  three  tiroes ;  at  the  last  trial  he  ad- 
mitted, on  his  oath,  that  he  had  advised 
the  men,  whose  lives  he  was  seeking,  and 
who  were  out  on  bail,  to  abscond.  That 
statement  was  made  by  Mr.  Biddulph^  in 
the  presence  of  special  counsel,  sent  down 
by  Mr.  Black burne  to  attend  the  trial; 
yet  Lord  De  Grey,  who  does  not,  it  seems, 
read  the  newspapers  (he  leaves  that  to 
the  Attorney-general),  never  heard  of  it, 
and  it  was  only  when  the  matter  was 
brought  forward  in  Parliament  that  Mr. 
Biddulph  was  dismissed.  But  for  any 
want  of  vigilance  as  a  Tory  magistrate, 
Mr.  Blackburne  makes  up  by  the  keen 
sagacity  with  which  he  peruses  the  press. 
From  1835  to  1841  there  were  six  Whig 
Attorneys-general,  and  during  that  entire 
time  not  a  single  prosecution  against  the 
press  was  instituted,  although  the  Tory 
journals  teemed  with  the  most  atrocious 
vituperation  directed  against  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Whig  Administration.  But 
Mr.  Blackburne's  views  of  the  freedom  of 
the  press  are  different.  His  political  his* 
tory  is  this :  He  had  signed  a  petition 
against  Catholic  Emancipation,  and  was 
made  Attorney-general  when  the  Whigs 
came  into  office.  When  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  and  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department  resigned  on  the  appropriation 
question,  the  right  hon.  Francis  Black- 
burne (declaring  that  the  office  of  Attor- 
ney-general was  not  a  political  one)  fel 
no  prick  of  conscience,  and  very  prudently 
stuck  to  his  office.  When  the  Tories 
came  in,  in  1 835,  they  found  Mr.  Black- 
burne Attorney-general,  and  Mr.  O'Logh- 
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len  (that   most  distinguished  judge^  to 
whom  no  praise  is  equal)  Solicitor- general 
— they  got  rid  of  the  Catholic  Solicitor- 
general,  but  they  saw  in  Mr.  Blackburne 
qualiBcations   which  reconciled  them  to 
him.     Never  was  there  in  Ireland  a  more 
terrific    functionary.       His    prosecutions 
were  almost  countless.    Although  Attor- 
ney-general to  the  Whigs,  he  had  en- 
deared himself  to  their  antagonists,  and 
on   the  present  Government  coming  into 
power,  he  was  reinstated  in  his  old  em- 
ployment, and  he  has  already  instituted 
one  prosecution  for  words,  and  two  prose- 
cutions ag&inst  the  press— one  against  the 
Netvry  Exafninet^  and  the  other  against 
the  Belfoit  Vindicator.  The  article  in  the 
Bel/ant  Vindicator  is  strong,  but  not  a 
great  desl  more  so  than  Dr.  Crolly's  pe- 
tition ;  and  with  articles  fully  as  virulent, 
and  a  great  deal  more  false,  the  Tory 
press  in  both  islands  almost  daily  teems. 
Mr.  Blackburne  having  instituted  a  prose- 
cution against  Mr.  Du0y,  the  proprietor 
of  the  Belfast  Vindicator^  and  the  bills 
having  been  found,  a  special  jury  was 
impanelled.    The  course  adopted  in  em^ 
panelling  a  special  jury  is  this---forty* 
eight  names  are  furnished  by  the  clerk  of 
the  Grown,  of  which  the  defendant  strikes 
off  twelve  and  the  Crown-solicitor  twelve. 
The  lilt  of  tvrenty-four,  aAer  this  process 
is  gone  through,  is  called  the  reduced  list. 
In  the  list  of  forty^eight,  there  were  nine 
Catbolicfl.    The  allered  libel  related  to 
the  exclusion  of  Catholics  from  the  jdry 
ID  Hughe's  case,'  it  involved  a  question  of 
Catholic  and  Protestant.    You  may  hate 
reasons  to  give  for  the  constitution  of  the 
jury  io  Hughe's  case,  but  for  your  pro* 
ceedings  in  the  libel  case,  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  discover  a  pretence.    You  struck  off 
eight  Catholic  jurors  out  of  the  bine,  and 
you  left  only  one  Catholic  on  that  special 
jury  by  which  a  publication,  touching  a 
question  in  which  the  feelings  of  Catho- 
lics are  most  immediately  involved,  was 
to  be  tried.     I  have  here  the  names  Of 
the  special  jurors  whom  you  struck  off, 
and  with  the  exception  of  one  (the  pro- 
prietor of  a  Whig  paper),  I  see  no  justifi* 
cation  for  your  conduct -^l  say  yonr  con« 
duct,  because  the  act   is   that   of  the 
Attorney^general,  and  of  the  Crown^so- 
licitor  who  are  i6  your  employment.    The 
Catholics  struck  off  all  men  of  reepecta«< 
bility  and  of  station*    Was  it  n6t  yotir 
dutyi  as  you  profess  to  govern  Ireland 
without  reference  t^  party,  and  td  be  de- 


voted to  the  impartial  administration  of 
justice,  to  take  care  that  on  this  trial,  at 
least,  for  a  libel,  there  ihould  be  a  just 
admixture  of  Roman  Catholics?    Th^re 
are  seven  millions  of  Catholics  in  Ireland, 
and  on  a  special  jury,  sworn  to  try  a  case 
between  the  Crown  and  the  subject,  one 
Catholic  Is  left  oh.     We  are  seven-eighths 
of  the  population,  and  we  are  a  twelfth  of 
the  jury.    The  trial  proceeded,  and  the 
Attorney-general,   addressing  himself  to 
the  jury,  with  one  Catholic  in  the  box, 
stated  the  alleged  libel,  and  then  inli«ted 
that  whether  the  libel  was  true  or  not, 
Was  not  the  question — declared  that  h^ 
would  not  prove  the  falsehood  of  the  libel, 
and  insisted  that  the  defendant  Could  not 
rely  on  its  truth*     Why  then  prosecute? 
What  effect  would  the  conviction  have 
on  the  public  mind  ?    Could  it  have  the 
most  remote  tendency  to  establish  what 
was  really  the  matter  in  issue  between  the 
country  and  the  Attorney-general,  namely, 
that  the  Attorney^general  had  violated  hit 
duty.    The  case  for  the  defendant  was 
moit  ably  stated  by  Mr.  O'Hogan.    That 
gentleman,  notwithstanding  the  intimation 
given  by  th6  Attorney-general,  wai  pro^ 
ceeding  to  refer  to  the  facts  which  took 
place  at  Armagh;  but  when  h6  uttered 
these  Words,  ^'  but  the  fact  could  not  be 
controverted,  that  while  eleven  Protesianta 
were  on  the  jury  on  the  trial  of  a  Prdtest- 
ant,  when  a  Roman  Catholic  came  to  be 
triad  elsewhere,  his  jury  consisted  of  Pro- 
teitanii,'^  tha  Solicitor-general,  who  want 
over  specially  t6  attend  the  trial,  inter- 
posed, and  insisted  that  the  truth  as  a 
defence  could  not  be  even  stated.    The 
chief  justice  informed  Mr.  G^Hogan,  that 
as  the  truth  was  not  a  defence,  he  would 
avoid  any  statement  which  he  COoId  not 
prove.    Mr.  O'Hogan  was  not  even  per^ 
mitted   to  state  the  facts  t  evidence  of 
those  facte  was  excluded,  and  the  chief 
justice,  the  publication  only  having  been 
proved,  delivered  what  certainly  was  "a 
charge  ••  to  the  jury.    Chief  justice  Penne- 
father  was  appointed  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  his  high  office.    He,  t66, 
had  signed  petitions  against  emancipation  x 
and  ai  a  proof  that  Ireland  was  tiot  to  be 
governed  through  a  party,  he  Was  raised 
to  the  highest  place  on  the  common  law 
bench.     It  ie  well  known  to  every  Gentle- 
man In  this  Houie,  that  F6i's  celebrated 
act  empowers  the  judge  in  a  libel  ciiie  (o 

give  hfs  opinion  '<  as  in  other  criminat 
caies ;"  and  in  other  criminal  cases  judgtfs 
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are  not  in  the  habit  of  lieli^^ering  impas- 
sioned appefeils  to  the  jury,  and  of  resort- 
ing to  the  langtiage  of  vehement  deela- 
mation.  Chief  justiee  Pennefkther  was  a 
▼ery  distinguished  advocate  at  the  bar, 
and  his  forensid  habits  appear  to  have 
been  as^Miated  with  his  judiciai  attributes. 
He  said,  that  it  vrAi  of  no  sbrt  of  conse- 
quence whether  the  f^tits  stated  in  the 
publication  were  true  or  nbt,  thAt  the 
Attorney-general  was  not  Stibject  to  the 
M^nizanbd  of  the  press;  and  then,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  right  to  give  his  ojpinion  as 
in  otb&r  efimlnal  cases,  he  ^aid, 

'*Was  there  ever  a  more  diobolicial  libel 
than  that  ?  In  my  opinion  never  I  I  am  not 
Xo  decide  the  question,  but  I  am  to  give  joii 
my  opiniori  and  that  i$,  that  this  is  a  grdss  and 
itofttnous  Hbel|  and  that  is  not  mincing  the 
matter.** 

Sir,  t  believe  thht  this  language  fttehled 
the  entire  of  the  Irish  bar,  even  the 
TbH  patty  in  Ireland  did  not  apprbve 
6t  it,  they  sikv9  in  it  a  formidable  pre- 
t6dehf.  I  do  iiot  believe,  that  there  is 
ft  Mat!  t)ii  the  Ettgliih  beneh  by  Whom 
8u0h  langiliige  Wolild  be  uttered.  But, 
Sir,  thehe  kfe  suggestion^  tttUde  in  the 
speech  of  Mh  BlackbUi^ne,  and  in  thfe 
charge  of  the  Ohief  Jastlce,  tta  flhich 
thiftre  il  biuch  trtith,  Iknd  whibh  deiierves 
the  edn»idet^tidn  bf  this  House.  Mr. 
totaekbufrne  atid  Chief  Justitie  P^iihefather 
^eriilt^  lh§t  it  in  befdfe  the  House  df 
COfaimbns  thftt  chtu>ges  Sgieiinst  kn  Ats 
tiifney-generftl  sht^old  be  ptefe^redi  Be 
it  id,  and  as  thdse  chkfgel  cahrtot  be  in- 
feslitllted  withbtit  li  eottiiiiittee  of  inquiry, 
if  you  desiHi  to  ttkceriikin  th^  truth  of  the 
illegations  Vi^hich  haVe  beeA  made  against 
Mr.  Bllicicburne,  you  Will  g^ant  a  commit- 
tee to  Ibqdire  Ibto  theni«    if  the  clreufii- 

stancei  are  complicated  i  if  mibute  details 
^fe  reqdired,  il  is  OHly  before  ft  eommittee 
that  a  satilfadtory  inVedttgatiOit  can  take 
piflfce.  HdW  t>t6mpt  wefe  the  House  of 
Lotds  in  gii^lbg  a  cdmmittee  to  inquire 
initi  the  course  purtued  by  Loi'd  Norman-* 
by'i  OdVei'flMent.  We  shell  sbe  the  noble 
Lofd  bi'oduc<S  Mk  Pigot*s  corredpondenee 
#ith  Mr.  Hatniltbn,  and  we  lihall  hear 
mueh  of  Catholic  piiblieans*  I  suppose 
thet  he  will  9M6  tell  us  why  eight  Catho- 
lids  Wefe  struck  off  fVom  the  special  jury, 
bnf  if  he  thinks  that  he  has  k  real  ease, 
lind  that  jaitice  is  on  hid  side,  let  him 
grant  art  inquiry  into  the  administration 
of  jtistice,  and  let  ui  see  whether  it  has 
been  M  imfiartial  as  We  were  told  so  often 


by  my  Lord  de  Grey  that  it  would  be ;  or 
whether,  on  the  contrary,  notwithstanding 
all  your  ostentaiious  professions,  you  ad- 
here to  the  old  Tory  system  —  govern 
Ireland,  a's  you  never  failed  to  do,  through 
the  intervebtion  of  party,  and  act  through 
your  subordinates  in  a  spirit  diametrically 
counter  to  the  principles  on  which  Catho- 
lic emancipation  was  founded.  Sir,  I  have 
gone  through  most  of  those  charges  against 
the  Irish  Government  of  which  I  have 
giveb  notice  to  the  noble  Lord,  with  the 
single  exception  of  that  lo  Which  t  com- 
menced by  adverting.  There  is  this  dis- 
tinction between  it,  that  if  you  have  a  de- 
fence, you  can  at  once  establish  it  by  lay- 
ing the  correspondence  before  the  House. 
I  impute  to  you,  in  Mr.  St.  George's  case, 
a  compliance  with  the  requisitions  of  the 
faetion,  which  you  occasionally  affect  to 
resist,  but  to  which  you  almbst  invariably 
boW  down.  In  the  year  1837,  Lord  Nor- 
manby  sent  Mr.  Croftob,  a  stipendiary 
magistrate,  to  Galway;  Certain  resolu- 
tionli  were  passed  by  the  magistrate^,  in 
Mr.  St.  George's  district,  condemhing 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Ci*ofton.  Mr. 
St.  George  was  not  content  with  passing 
reibluttonn;  he  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  Fbr  thli  letter,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
he  was  most  properly  dismissed.  In  De- 
cember last,  four  magistrates  applied  to 
Lord  Clanriearde  to  effbct  the  restoratibn 
of  Mr.  St.  George.  Of  these  four  magis- 
trates) three  had  eoiicurred,  With  Mr.  St. 
Geofge,  iti  passing  resolutions  against 
Lord  Normanby*  Lord  Clanriearde  re- 
commended the  restoratioh  of  Mr.  St. 
George.  Sir  Edward  SiJgden  insisted  on 
an  apology  being  made  for  hia  offensive 
letter.  Sir  Edward  Sugden^  although 
opposed  in  politics  to  Ldrd  Normanby, 
saw  in  him  the  representative  of  his  So- 
vereign ;  he  felt  that  before  MK  St. 
George  should  rt^sume  the  seat  of  justice^ 
he  should  retract  the  insulting  language 
Whidh  he  had  employed,  and  repair  the 
wanton  insult  whk:h  he  had  offered  to  the 
representative  of  the  Crown.  Lord  Clan- 
riearde comhionicated  the  conditions  on 
which  Sir  Edward  Sugden  insisted  to  Mr. 
St.  George,  and  a  most  positive  refusal 
Was  given  by  Mr.  St.  George  to  offer  any 
retraclation  whatsoever.  Mr<  St.  George 
concluded,  that  he  ^as  not  to  be  restored 
to  the  magistracy*  and  mad^  no  kind  of 
application  on  the  subject.  But  the 
matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Tory  press^ 
K  2 
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and  the  Chincellor  wat  denounced  for 
having  demanded  an  apology  for  an  in- 
sult offered  to  Lord  Nomanby.  Lord 
Normanby  wat  justly  enough  the  object 
of  their  special  antipathy  to  the  faction 
which  he  hsd  the  courage  to  defy  and  en* 
counter*  and  from  whatever  could  wound 
his  feelings  they  derived  an  unworthy  ex- 
ultation. The  pressure  of  the  whole  Tory 
press  was  brought  to  bear  upon  Sir  Ed. 
ward  Sugden.  Lord  Clanricarde  having 
heard  the  conditions  required  by  Sir  Ed- 
ward Sugden,  and  having  ascertained 
that  Mr.  St.  George  would  not  comply 
with  ihero,  did  not  interfere  any  farther. 
He  felt  the  justice  of  Sir  Edward  Sog- 
den's  demand,  and  he  saw  at  once  that  to 
restore  Mr.  St.  George,  after  he  had  re- 
fused an  apology,  and  thus  virtually 
re-asserted  all  his  imputations,  would  be 
an  affront  to  Lord  Normanby.  He  heard 
nothing  further  on  the  subject.  Sir  Ed- 
ward Sugden  made  no  communication  to 
him.  He  concluded,  of  course,  that  if 
anything  further  in  the  business  was  to 
be  done,  he,  as  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the 
county,  would  be  apprised  of  it,  and 
would  be  made  the  official  medium  of 
communication.  Who,  indeed,  could  con- 
jecture that,  having  required  an  explana- 
tion, which  was  refused.  Sir  Edward  Sug- 
den would  so  far  descend  from  the  high 
position  which  he  occupies  as  to  give  way 
either  to  the  menaces  directed  against 
him  by  the  Tory  journals,  or  to  any  indi- 
vidual solicitation?  But  what  was  the 
astonishment  of  those  who  were  aware  of 
what  took  place,  when  they  were  informed 
that  after  Sir  Edward  Sugden  had  delibe- 
rately and  officially  required  that  Mr.  St. 
Georice  should  make  an  apology,  and  after 
Mr.  St.  George  had  as  deliberately  refused 
to  do  so,  and  after  all  communication  with 
the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the  county  had 
ceased,  and  after  it  had  been  made  matter 
of  vaunt  and  triumph  by  the  Orange 
newspapers  that  Mr.  St.  George  had  ad-  • 
hered  to  his  original  offence,-^yet  that  j 
the  Government  had  restored  Mr.  St. 
George.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  stated  ' 
in  the  House,  that  Mr.  St.  George  had 
been  restored  in  consequence  of  a  sub. 
sequent  application.  From  whom  ?  We 
have  not  heard.  The  original  affront  was 
not  a  secret — the  demand  that  Mr.  St. 
George  should  apologise  was  not  a  lecret 
—the  refusal  to  apologise  is  not  a  secret— 
but  the  application  in  favour  of  Mr.  St. 
George  is  a  secret;  but  of  its  clandestine 


character  it  ought  to  be  divested,  and 
brought  under  the  cognizance  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Mr.  Sheil  concluded  by 
moving  for  the  correspondence. 

Lord  Eliot  rejoiced  that  an  opportunity 
had  at  length  been  given  him  of  vindicating 
the  character  of  the  Irish  Government, 
and  of  showing  to  the  House  and  the 
country  that  the  charges  which  had  been 
brought  against  them  were  entirely  desti- 
tute of  foundation.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  0*Coonell) 
had,  on  the  18th  of  April  last,  presented 
a  petition  to  that  House,  to  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
had  adverted  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
containing  certain  charges  against  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  and  upon  the 
assurance  then  given  to  bring  the  subject 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  that  petition 
had  been  ordered  to  be  printed,  lliat  pe- 
tition charged  the  Government  of  Ireland 
with  having  tampered  with  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  that  country,  and  down  to 
this  day  the  pledge  then  given  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork  had 
not  been  redeemed.  The  right  hoo.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork  was  not  now 
there  to  substantiate  the  charges  he  bad 
made.  But  if  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  had  preserved  for 
so  long  a  time  an  unbroken  silence  in 
reference  to  those  charges,  the  organs  of 
the  party  of  which  tliese  hon.  Oentleaien 
were  the  distinguished  leaders  had  not 
adopted  the  same  course.  On  the  con* 
trary,  the  whole  liberal  press  in  Ireland 
had  repeated  those  charges  from  tiaie  to 
time,  and  had  dealt  pretty  generally  in 
invective  against  the  Government.  He 
contended,  that  if  hon.  Gentleasen  believed 
these  charges  to  be  well  founded  they  bad 
neglected  their  duty«  and  forfeited  the 
trust  reposed  in  them,  by  suffering  the 
Government  so  long  to  escape  the  con* 
demnation  which  such  conduct  as  they 
charged  against  them  merited.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  com- 
menced his  speech  by  a  refereoca  to  a 
speech  which  he  (Lord  Eliot)  bad  made  to 
his  constituents  at  the  last  election  for 
East  Cornwall— a  speech  which,  he  most 
say,  was  a  mere  spontaneoos  dcdaration 
of  his  feelings,  for  be  had  not  been  called 
upon  by  his  constituents  for  any  declare* 
ration  of  his  opinions,  hot  he  had  thought 
it  right  to  stale  the  general  views  he  eo- 
tcrtain<>d  before  he  was  called  upon  to  fill 
any  office.    The  right  hon.  and  learned 


265 


Conduct  of  the 


{JULY  18} 


Irish  Government, 


266 


Gentlemen  had  also  referred  to  the  answers 
made  by  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  of  Ireland  to  the  addresses 
presented  to  him  when  he  first  went  to 
that  country.  He  could  assure  the  right 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  the 
House,  that  they  adhered  to  those  decla- 
rations, both  in  the  letter  and  in  the  spirit ; 
but  he  thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  on  reflection^  would  see  that 
be  had  attributed  to  those  declarations 
a  meaning  which  no  one  who  looked  at 
the  question  fairly  and  with  an  unbiassed 
mind  would  place  upon  them.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  asked  them  (the 
Government)  why  they  had  not  bestowed 
the  patronage  of  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land without  reference,  not  to  religious 
opinions  merely,  but  to  general  political 
views?  He  would  ask,  had  ever  any 
Government  acted,  or  ought  any  Govern- 
ment to  act,  upon  that  principle  ?  Why 
it  would  be  destructive  to  all  the  prin- 
ciples of  combination  on  which  Govern- 
ments in  this  country  were  constituted. 
The  Government  was  not  the  Govern- 
ment of  a  party,  but  of  the  whole 
empire;  they  looked  to  higher  consider- 
ations than  those  of  party  to  guide 
them — they  looked  to  the  due  administra- 
tion of  justice  to  all  parties^and  took  care 
that  no  one  party  in  the  State  should 
domineer  over  another ;  and  that  religious 
opinions  should  cease  to  be  the  test  of  fit- 
ness for  political  employment.  He  could 
not  believe,  that  any  Government  meant, 
by  the  declaration  of  those  principles,  that 
Ihey  should  bestow  their  patronage  indis- 
criminately on  political  opponents  as  well 
as  on  political  friends.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  then,  had  put  a  forced 
construction  on  the  language  he  had  held 
in  the  spirit  to  which  he  had  referred.  He 
contended,  that  both  himself  and  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  had 
acted  up  to  the  declarations  to  which  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  called  their  at- 
tention. He  would  now  endeavour  to  fol- 
low the  right  hon.  Gentleman  through  the 
various  details  he  had  brought  forward  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Government,  and  in 
defence  of  the  various  appointments  which 
they  had  made.  The  first  case  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  that  of  Mr.  Monaghan. 
Now,  entertaining  a  sincere  respect  for 
the  high  legal  attainments  of  that  Gen- 
tleman, he  still  thought,  that  the  retention 
of  that  Gentleman  by  the  present  OoYem<* 


ment  as  the  legal  adviser  of  the  Crown, 
would  not  have  been  compatible  with  the 
principles  upon  which  the  Government 
were  anxious  to  proceed.  He  believed  Mr. 
Monaghan  was  an  advocate  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Union.     [Mr.  Shell:  "  No,  no.^ 
At  all  events,  he  was  a  strong  political  par- 
tisan, and  had  refused,  as  he  bad  been  in- 
formed, to  drink  the  Queen's  health  ;  and 
it  would,  he  though t^  have  been  most  in- 
consistent with  his  duty,  and  the  duty  of 
the  Government  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, to  continue  that  Gentleman  in  his 
ofilice.      He  would   now  state  what  had 
taken  place  in  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Brewster.    That  gentleman 
had  been  recommended  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney-general 
for  Ireland,  as  a  person  peculiarly  well 
qualified  for  the  duties  of  the  vacant  office. 
He  was  aware,  that  it  had  been  charged 
against  Mr.  Brewster,  that  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Brunswick  club,  and  a  violent 
political  partisan,  and  that  he  was  also 
what  was  called  an  exterminator — that  was 
to  say  that  he  was  a  person  who  ejected 
many  of  his  poorer  tenants  for  the  purpose 
of  gratifying  a  political  feeling.     He  had 
thought  it  right,  previous  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Brewster,  to   institute  the 
most  rigid  inquiry  into  those  charges,  and 
he  found,  that  Mr.  Brewster  had  succeeded 
to  an  estate  in  Carlow  on  the  death  of  a 
relation,  who  having  only  a  life  interest  in 
the  property  had  not  been  very  particular 
in  its  management,  and  had  permitted  se- 
veral persons  to  build  up  cabins  by  the 
roadside.    *  These,  Mr.  Brewster  found, 
were  for  the  most  part  people  of  aban- 
doned character,  who  were  in  the  habit  of 
committing  all  sorts  of  crimes,  and  had 
become  a  nuisance  to  the  whole  district. 
The  occupiers  of  those  cabins  Mr.  Brews- 
ter served  with  notice  to  quit;  and  al- 
though he  had  never  received  any  r#nt 
from  them,  he  distributed  between  80/. 
and   100/.  amongst  those   who  were   so 
ejected  to  enable  them  to  go  elsewhere, 
while  those  who  were  of  good  character  he 
retained  upon  the  estate.     In  the  case  of 
another  of  his  Roman  Catholic  tenants 
Mr.  Brewster  added  to  bis  farm.     [Mr. 
Shell  had  not  referred  to  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Brewster  in  reference  to  his  tenants.] 
No ;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not ; 
but  the  statement  having  been  publicly 
made,  he  had  thought  it  right  to  refer  to 
it.     In  another  case,  where  the  tenants 
had  injured  the  land,  and  wasted  the  pro- 
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perly,  Mr,  Brew«ter  gave  to  the  beU  of 
them  351,  to  set  lie  themselves  elsewhere. 
This  gentlemao  also  succeeded  to  some 
property  in  the  county  of  Wickiow,  whiqh 
was  occupied  by  RomHQ  Catholic  tenants, 
and  those  tenants  still  continued  in  their 
holdings,  no  attempt  having  been  made 
hy  Mr.  Brewster  tp  dispossess  them*     He 
was  also  letting  some  of  his  land  in  Car. 
low  in  buildiog  lots,  but  until  certaii\  par* 
ties,  who  were  connected  with  the  pro- 
pertyi  attained  their  majority,  h^  could 
only  grant  leases  for  ten  years.     H^  de* 
nied,  then,  the  truth  qf  the  allegation, 
that  Mr.   Brewster  was  either  a  violent 
political  partisan,  or  what  was  termed  an 
exterminator;  and  there  was  np  ground 
whatever,  which  had  cpme  to  hi|  know- 
ledge, which  should  have  induced   the 
Government  to  decline  the  services  of  oo^ 
of  th^  ablest  m^n  at  the  Irish  b^r  in  an 
office   for  which  he  was  peculiarly  well 
fitted :  and  he.  felt  it  tp  h^  his  duty  here 
to  express  the  high  estimation  in  which  he 
held  Mr.  Brewster,  arising  frpm  the  official 
intercourse  he  had  had  with  that  gentle- 
man since   his  appointment.      He  now 
turned  to  the  case  of  Baron  Leffoy,     He 
bad  heard  that  high  judicial  offices  had 
been  offered  to  gentlemen  who  had  been 
denounced  in  speeches  from  tb9  Throne. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  were  just 
to  rake  up  all  the  speeches  made  by  thoHi 
selected  to  fill  offices,  whether  they  were 
uttered  in  I^ndon  or  in  Dublin^  in  Kent 
or  in  Tipperary  ?     In  his  judgment  they 
ought  to  proceed  on  higher  grounds.     He. 
was  prepared  to  defend  thia  appointment 
on  its  own  grounds,  and  he  would  venture 
to  say,  that  so  far  from  the  Government 
not  being  justified  in  appointing  B4ron 
Lefroy,  their  conduct  would  have  been 
wholly  unjustifiable  had  they  pas»e4  over 
a  man  of  such  distinguished  merit;  and 
thei right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  unable 
to  bring  (orward  any  charge  agaiqst  hi9 
conduct.   [Mr.  Sheil  said,  that  he  had  not 
made  any  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the 
learned  judge.]     He  could  not  seen  then, 
on   what  grounds  the  objections  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  rested.     He    bad. 
certainly  understood    the    objections   of 
the    right  hon.  Gentleman   to   relate  to 
some    transactions   which    had  occurred 
long  ago.     He  would  admit,  that  ther^ 
were  some  opinions  entertained  by  that 
learned   judge   in    which    he  could    not 
concur;    but    hq    had    bee^    appointed 
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ledged  abilities  which  so  eminently  fittfd 
him  for  his  high  judicial  posUioii*  and 
which  would  cause  him  to  b^  nun^bered 
among  those  ^ho  had  graced  the  Irifh 
bench.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemctn  had 
also  adverted  to  an  appointment  to  which 
he  fqlt  some  hesitation  in  alludingi  for  the 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr«  Ser- 
geant Jackson)  was  presents  and  he  con- 
sequently felt  himself  precluded  frpm 
dwelling  on  his  public  character  or  private 
worth ;  and  h9  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Geot^man,  that  although  there  mightj 
perhaps,  be  some  question)  qq  which  he 
might  differ  from  that  hon%  and  learned 
Gentleman,  yet  with  respect  to  thp  gene* 
ral  policy  to  be  pursued  towards  Ireland  a 
most  perfect  cancord  of  septimept  exUt^ 
between  them ;  and  h^  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  he  had  derived  the  higheat 
gratification  from  his  official  connection 
with  that  hpn.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
Another  appointment  animadvprted  upon 
by  the  right  hon«  Gentleman  waa  that  pf 
Mr.  Sergeant  Warren.  Now^  if  the  Gp* 
vernment  had  sought  political  infiuf  pea  in 
making  the  appointment  they  would,  UO'* 
doubtadly,  ha?e  appointee!  Mr.  Wm« 
The  same  would  have  been  the  result  hl4 
they  consulted  their  peraqnal  inclinatipns, 
becauae  Mr,  West  was  known  tp  thp  Gp^ 
vernment.  whilst  Mr.  Warren  was  a  stran. 

ger.  Professional  merit  was  in  this  case, 
as  in  the  former  one,  thp  governing  prin- 
ciple. He  held  in  his  hand  papera  which 
would  prove  that  political  inflpencp  had 
had  np  share  in  these  appointments.  Bui 
he  would  refrain  from  trpublinfi;  the  Housp 
wiih  pnq^cesaary  details^  The  preaent 
Bishop  of  Ossory.  the  first  apppintment 
made  by  the  present  Government^  was 
selected  solely  from  hil  pre-eminanoe 
above  hi|  fellows  in  knpwledge  and  learn- 
ing ;  and  the  appointment,  he  believed» 
had  given  thp  greatest  ai^tiafaction  to  tbn 
Irish  Church.  He  waa  first  appointed  la 
the  deanery  of  Cork,  and  on  the  death  pf 
the  late  Bishop  of  Ossory  was  removed  to 
the  biahppric,  and  was  succeeded  in  tbp 
deanery  of  Cork  by  another  eoAinant  cler- 
gyman, altogether  devoid  of  any  political 
influence.  This  appointment  abpreceivpd 
the  approbation  of  every  member  of  ihp 
Irish  Protectant  Chqrch.  He  had  ahreadj 
spoken  of  the  law  appQintments^  and  h^ 
was  not  aware  that  there  were  any  otberp 
referred  tp  by  the  right  hop.  GentliQman 
which  had  been  made  sincp  the  prpaeni 
Gpveriimenk  bad  been  in  poi^«   TiMit 
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had  been  a  few  situations  filled  up  in  the 
Gonttabulary-^about  seven,  he  believed  — 
which,  without  a  single  exception,  had  been 
bestowed  either  on  men  whose  fathers  had 
died  ID  the  constabulsry  service,  or  had 
been  long^  employed  in  it,  or  men  who  had 
been  promoted  from  inferior  grades  in  that 
senrice,  notwithstanding  the  pressure — he 
would  not  call  it  an  unreasonable  pressure 
<^->to  which  the  Government  bad  been  sub- 
jcoted  far  the  bestowal  of  its  patronsge  on 
those  recommended  by  its  supporters.  If 
the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  was  anxious  to 
ascertain  this  fact,  he  could  put  into  his 
bands  documents  which  would  prove  it  lo 
his  satisfaction.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  treated  with  some  degree  of 
levity  the  appointments  made  by  the  At- 
torney-general with  regard  to  the  Crown 
prosecutions  on  circuit ;  but  he  would  also 
nnd  in  those  documents  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  that  in  these  appointments  would 
be  found  men  of  all  shades  of  political 
opinion.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
proceeded  to  discuss  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  during  the  Dublin  election, 
and  had  commented  on  the  conduct  of  a 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Jocelyn),  whom  he  would 
leave  to  vindicate  himself ;  but  be  might 
be  permitted  to  say,  that  that  noble  Lord, 
being  himself  an  Irishman,  from  bis  dis- 
tinguished character  and  popularity  in  that 
country,  would  have  been  fully  justified  in 
becoming  a  candidate  for  the  representa- 
tion of  Doblin.  The  noble  Lord,  who 
held  a  nominal  o6Bice  in  the  Lord-lieute* 
oant*s  household,  certainly  did  canvass 
tlie  electors,  but  he  defied  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  prove  that  he  bad  in  any 
case  used  the  name  of  the  Lord-lieutenant. 
The  Gentleman  who  was  accustomed  to 
make  known  the  wishes  of  the  Castle  did 
not  eanvass  at  all  on  this  occasion.  With 
regard  to  the  interest  taken  by  the  Go* 
f eroment  in  the  Dublin  election,  he  must 
say«  that  although  the  Government  re- 
gretted the  language  used  by  Mr.  Gregory 
with  respect  to  national  education,  still 
there  were  more  points  of  concurrence  be- 
tueen  that  Gentleman  and  the  Govern^ 
ment  than  between  the  Government  and 
Lord  Morpeth ;  and  it  must  be  evident, 
that  bad  the  Government,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, not  taken  some  interest  in  the 
election,  they  would  have  been  wanting  in 
their  duty  to  their  numerous  supporters. 
The  right  boo.  Gentleman  then  proceeded 
to  advert  to  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
flsent  to  remoTO  the  sherifis,     A  more 


monstrous  proposition  it  had  never  been 
his  lot  to  hear  made  to  any  Government, 
Could  there  be  a  more  gross  instance  of 
interference  with  the  right  of  election? 
What  would  have  been  the  outcry  had  the 
rule  been  acted  on  with  regard  to  Whig 
officials,  if  previous  to  an  election  Whig 
sheriffs  had  been  displaced  to  make  room 
for  Conservative  successors?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  animadverted  on 
the  character  and  conduct  of  the  sheriflfs ; 
but  he  begged  leave  to  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  a  more  respectable  roan 
did  not  exist  than  Mr.  Parker.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  some  stress  on 
the  offer  made  by  Mr.  Sherifi*  Brown  to 
the  late  Government;  but  under  what  cir- 
cumstances was  that  offer  made  ?  In 
March,  1841,  three  or  four  months  before 
the  general  election  was  even  in  contem- 
plation, and  therefore  of  course  without 
any  reference  to  it,  he  wrote  a  letter  to 
the  Government,  in  which  he  said  that  he 
had  influence  which,  if  they  would  make 
him  a  knight,  he  would  use  in  their  be- 
half. Was  any  invective  against  the  Whig 
Government  the  consequence?  Did  the 
WhigT'Obvernment  throw  back  the  offer, 
and'St^^matfae  him  who  had  made  it  as  a 
corrupt  sheriff?  He  had  begun  his  speech 
by  saying  that  the  Government  had  ad- 
hered to  the  pledges  given  on  entering 
office,  and  he  referred  to  the  measures  in- 
troduced by  that  Government  in  justifica- 
tion. He  called  on  the  House  to  say 
whether  they  were  party  measures.  Those 
measures  had  been  introduced  with  a  view 
to  benefit  the  whole  community.  Many 
of  them,  he  confessed,  had  been  adopted 
from  their  predecessors,  who  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying  them  out;  now,  how. 
ever,  he  hoped  to  see  them  shortly  become 
the  law  of  the  land.  There  was  the 
Drainage  Bill,  which  would  not  only  tend 
to  render  that  productive  which  had,  hi- 
therto, yielded  nothing,  but  would  also 
give  employment  to  the  laborious  and  im- 
poverished population.  Anoth^  was  a 
measure  to  eonsolidate  the  ancient  sta- 
tutes. There  was  also  a  measure  which 
they  had  thought  it  thetrdnty  to  introduce 
and  pass  through  Parliament  with  the 
least  possible  delay — he  alluded  to  the  act 
which  was  intended  to  give  effect  to  the 
intentions  of  those  who  framed  the  MunU 
cipal  Corporations  Act,  whose  intentions 
had  been  defeated  by  some  technical  errors. 
When  he  could  show  that  the  executive 
branch  of  the  administration   bad   not 
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stooped  to  serve  party  purposes,  but  had 
steadily  kept  io  view  what  they  believed  to 
be  the  general  interests  of  the  community, 
he  thought  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
taunts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
utterly  uncalled  for.  There  was  another 
charge  of  still  greater  importance ;  he  al- 
luded to  that  relating  to  the  trial  of  the 
murderers  of  M'Ardle.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  certainly  not  accused  him 
of  having  made  an  unfounded  and  inaccu- 
rate statement,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  certainly  charged  him  with  giving 
to  the  House  and  the  public  an  inaccurate 
statement  of  the  facts  connected  with  that 
trial.  He  begged  distinctly  to  be  under- 
stood as  not  retracting  the  opinion  which 
he  had  expressed  with  respect  to  the  ver- 
dict of  the  jury  on  that  trial.  It  was  not 
without  good  authority  that  he  had  come 
to  that  opinion.  His  authority  was  that 
of  the  Attorney-general,  and,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  he  would  beg 
leave  to  read  an  extract  from  the  letter 
which  be  had  received  from  that  Gentle- 
roan  :  —  The  Attorney-general's  expres- 
sions were — 

'<  I  agree  with  Sir  Thomas  Staples  that  the 
verdict  was  not  warranted  by  law.  If  the  evi- 
dence were  believed,  and  I  see  no  reason  to 
doubt  any  part  of  it,  three  of  the  four  should 
have  been  convicted  of  murder,  for  it  was  im- 
possible (and  so  the  judge  directed  the  jury) 
that  the  crime  could  have  been  mitigated  to 
manslaughter.  I  am  satisfied  that,  though  the 
verdict  has  not  been  what  it  ought,  beneficial 
effects  will  arise  from  the  determination 
evinced  by  the  Government  to  put  down  party 
disturbances  and  crime ;  and,  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  trials  I  would  observe,  that  the 
friends  of  the  deceased  had  counselof  eminence 
employed,with  whom  I  consulted,  and  between 
whom'and  me  there  was  the  most  entire  con- 
currence of  opinion.  The  jury  that  tried  the 
case  was  one  that  had  been  previously  empa- 
nelled for  the  trial  of  other  persons,  and  to 
whom  no  objection  was  stated  on  either 
side — in  fact,  they  were  agreed  on  both  sides." 

He  had  received  another  letter  from  the 
Attorney-general,  which  he  would  also 
beg  leave  to  read  to  the  House : — In  this 
letter,  the  Attorney-general  proceeded  to 
say— 

"  With  respect  to  the  Downpatrick  trial,  I 
cannot  see  why,  if  the  verdict  of  a  jury  be 
deemed  wrong,  there  should  be  any  reason  for 
suppressing  one's  opinion  of  it.  I,  for  my 
part,  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  I  thought  that 
credible  evidence  established  the  guilt  of  two 
or  three  of  the  prisoners.  It  is  true  that  that 
CTidence  which  I  believed;  may  not  have  been 


credited  by  the  jury,  or  been  sufficient  to  sa- 
tisfy them,  without  any  reasonable  doubt,  of 
the  guilt  of  the  prisoners,  but,  with  the  same 
means  of  judging  that  they  possessed,  I  could 
not,  and  never  can,  concur  in  their  conclusion ; 
and  I  am  impressed  with  the  conviction  that 
they  were  (whether  conscientiously  or  not  I 
cannot  say)  influenced  by  the  knowledge  that 
a  verdict  of  guilty  would  involve  the  lives  of 
the  accused.  I  am  not  aware  of  the  expression 
which,  it  appears,  has  given  offence.  I  may 
not  have  seen  any  correct  report  of  your  Lord- 
ship's speech,  but  none  that  I  saw  conveyed 
any  interpretation  of  a  wilful  or  corrupt  cha-i 
racter  on  the  motives  of  the  juiy.  Having 
thus  detailed  my  views  of  the  case,  I  need  not 
say  that  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to 
their  being  made  public" 

The  objections  were  not  made  by  the 
Attorney-general.  The  only  representa- 
tion which  was  made,  was  made  by  the 
counsel,  or  the  solicitor,  or  the  next  of  kin, 
to  the  Grown  solicitor.  He  refused  to  ac- 
cede to  the  request,  on  the  ground  that  lie 
could  not  do  so  without  violating  the  in- 
structions on  which  he  was  bound  to  act. 
As  he  had  already  said,  the  Attorney- 
general  and  the  counsel  employed  did  not 
think  the  verdict  warranted  by  law,  but 
they,  at  the  same  time,  expressed  their 
confident  belief  that  the  jury  in  question 
were  not  influenced  by  any  corrupt  motive, 
but  solely  by  a  feeling  of  reluctance  to 
convict  the  man  of  murder.  If  a  verdict 
of  manslaughter- could  have  been  per- 
mitted, they  would  have  given  it.  So 
much,  therefore,  for  the  case  of  M'Ardle. 
The  next  case  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  was  one  which  he 
wished  to  put  in  strong  contrast  with  that 
of  M' Ardle ;  for  whereas,  in  his  case,  a 
Protestant  was  acquitted  by  a  Protestant 
jury,  in  the  case  to  which  he  was  about  to 
allude,  a  Gatholic  had  been  convicted  by 
a  Protestant  jury.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated,  with  perfect  truth,  that 
Hughes,  who  was  tried  for  the  murder  of 
Mr.  Powell,  had  been  twice  before  tried 
for  the  same  crime.  That  was  a  proof 
that  the  ofificers  of  the  Crown,  under  the 
late  Government,  entertained  at  least  a 
doubt  as  to  his  case,  or  they  would 
never  have  put  him  three  times  on  his 
trial.  It  was  a  remarkable  circumstance, 
that  Patrick  Wood  was  convicted,  on 
almost  the  same  evidence,  of  the  same 
crime,  and  executed,  the  jury,  on  that 
occasion,  being  exclusively  ProtestiAit. 
Now  he  would  venture  to  assert  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  would  take 
the  trouble  to  refer  to  the  papers  of  that 
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day,  would  not  find  the  same  clamour 
raised  against  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
as  had  been  the  case  in  the  present  in- 
stance. In  the  case  to  which  he  was  now 
referring  the  list  of  petty  jurors  had  been 
so  largely  drawn  upon  in  the  previous 
trials,  that  it  was  a  matter  of  extreme  dif- 
ficulty to  obtain  an  impartial  jury.  Hughes 
challenged  twenty,  and  the  Crown  set  aside 
twenty- four.  Nine  of  those  set  aside  by  the 
Grown  had  tried  the  case  before — at  least 
such  was  his  impression,  and  he  had 
received  the  information  from  authority 
which  he  could  not  doubt,  that  of  the  Crown 
solicitor  and  the  Attorney  -  general  — 
[Mr.  Sheil :  they  had  tried  Wood's  case, 
but  not  Hughes's.] — Reasons  were  assign* 
ed  by  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution 
respecting  the  names  which  they  caused 
to  be  set  aside,  and  Mr.  Pigot  admitted 
that  those  reasons  were  satisfactory.  Now, 
Mr.  Macdonnell  was  a  person  whose  name 
he  should  have  passed  without  mention, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  glowing  eulogium 
prooonnced  on  him  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  brought  for- 
ward the  present  motion.  It  was  with 
reluctance  he  referred  to  the  subject,  but 
he  was  bound  to  state  that  the  impression 
on  the  minds  of  the  Crown  solicitors 
respecting  Mr.  Macdonnelfs  character 
was  such  that  they  did  not  consider  him 
a  person  to  be  believed  on  bis  oath.  He 
bad  been  employed  by  a  political  party  as  a 
valuator,  and  it  was  believed  that  bis  valua- 
tions were  in  many  important  cases  grossly 
defective.  As  a  proof  of  the  good  grounds 
opon  which  the  parties  objected  to  by  the 
Crown  were  set  aside  he  should  mention 
this  fact,  that  on  the  following  day  two 
of  the  number  were  impannelied  with 
others  to  try  a  charge  for  misdemeanour. 
The  indictment  was  one  for  Ribandism ; 
it  was  a  clear  case  for  a  conviction  ;  and 
it  was  one,  too,  in  which  the  traverser  did 
not  offer  any  evidence  for  the  defence; 
notwithstanding  those  circumstances  the 
individud  jurors  to  whom  he  referred 
refused  to  concur  in  a  verdict  of  guilty. 
Could  any  more  complete  justification  than 
this  fact  afforded  be  produced  of  the  unfit- 
ness of  such  men  to  sit  as  jurors  on  the 
trial  of  men  charged  with  political  offences? 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
spoke  of  Hughes  as  if  he  was  an  innocent 
man.  Now,  he  begged  for  a  few  minutes 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  Immediately 
after  the  trial  of  Hughesi  and  before  bis 


execution,  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland 
came  over  to  this  country,  and  left  the 
government  of  Ireland  in  charge  of  the 
Lords  Justices,  of  whom  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  was 
one.  It  was  unnecessary  for  any  one  to 
remind  the  House  of  the  peculiar  fitness 
of  that  learned  and  eminent  person  to 
form  a  judgment  of  the  merits  of  any  case 
which  might  be  submitted  for  his  decision. 
With  that  case  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  took  every  possible  pains ;  no  one 
could  be  better  qualified  than  he  was  to 
discharge  the  duty  which  devolved  upon 
him,  and  no  one  could  institute  a  more 
rigid  and  searching  inquiry  than  had  been 
set  on  foot  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire* 
land.  He  had  a  personal  interview  with  the 
Crown-solicitor — he  had  a  personal  inter- 
view with  the  counsel  employed  for  the 
prosecution ~ he  had  the  judge's  notes; 
and,  having  the  fullest  information,  be- 
stowing upon  the  case  the  most  deliberate 
consideration,  and  being  in  the  highest 
degree  qualified  for  the  task  of  forming  a 
judgment,  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  could  be  no  doubt  respecting  the 
guilt  of  Hughes.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
detailing  the  whole  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  and,  looking  at  those  circumstances, 
he  thought  himself  fully  warranted  in  say- 
ing that  there  could  not  be  a  more  un- 
founded  accusation  brought  against  any 
Government  than  that  which  had  now 
been  preferred  against  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  case  of  Hughes. 
The  following  were  the  terms  in  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  wrote  upon 
this  subject : — 

**  Before  I  decided  I  had  interviews  with 
the  Attorney-General,  the  counsel  (Sir  Thomas 
Staples)  who  prosecuted  for  the  Crown,  and 
the  Crown  sohcitor,  and  required  reports  in 
writing  upon  the  difficulties  which  pressed 
upon  me.  No  case  ever  received  a  more  at- 
tentive consideration.  As  to  the  guilt  of  the 
prisoner.  Miss  Powell,  one  of  Powell's  daugh- 
ters, who  behaved  with  an  affection  and  cou- 
rage which  it  is  impossible  not  to  admire, 
knew  Hughes  well.  Powell  was,  in  the  first 
instance,  called  out  of  his  parlour  to  speak  to 
a  man  in  his  hall,  and  when  one  of  his  daugh- 
ters warned  him  that  he  had  a  gun,  he  retreat- 
ed back  to  his  parlour,  and  there  struggled 
with  the  man,  and  then  the  man  being  over* 
matched,  called  out  to  his  party  to  break  open 
the  door,  which  they  did,  and  one  of  the  party 
presented  a  pistol  at  Powell,  which  Miss 
Powell  put  aside,  and  she  swore  distinctly  that 
the  man  who  presented  the  pistol  was  Hughes, 
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In  defiQnding  her  father  she  was  wounded  in 
the  forehead,  and  the  wound  bled  a  great  deal. 
The  men  draga^ed  her  father  out  of  the  house, 
cme  of  them  stabbing  him,  when  the  leader 
asked  whether  they  could  not  shoot  him.  A 
•hot  followed,  and  Powell  was  killed  in  front 
of  bi%  parlour  window.  The  daughter  had  in 
▼ain  tried  to  get  out  of  the  house,  as  they  held 
the  door  fast  on  the  outside  until  Powell  was 
killed.     She  then  got  out,  and  observed  the 

Krty  rooTing  off;  but  one  man  kicking  the 
dy  she  pushed  him  awav,  and,  with  the  aid 
el  her  sister,  carried  the  dead  body  into  the 
house.  This  is  the  direct  testimony,  to  which 
DO  objection  can  be  raised,  unless  it  be  said 
that  Miss  Powell  mistook  the  noan.  The  jury 
thought  th^re  was  no  mistake,and  in  that  viewl 
concurred.  Besides  this,  there  was  the  tes- 
timony of  an  accomplice,  who  showed  no 
horror  at  the  crime  nor  any  desire  to  screen 
himself.  Ue  swore  poaitively  to  Hughes  being 
there  all  thetime»and  accounted  fortbepiatoC 
6bc.,  and  swore  that  just  before  the  shot  was 
fired  llugliei  said, '  I  will  put  you  upon  plant* 
ing  Tullyard,'  which  was  the  cause  of  the 
murder;  and,  after  the  murder,  said  to  the 
witness,  *  I  am  the  boy  that  had  courage  to  do 
ii.'  If  this  man  was  to  be  believed,  heinj;^ 
corroborated,  no  doubt  could  remain.  His  tes- 
timony waa  dleerly  corroborated,  «o  as  to  show 
that  he  was  on  the  spot ;  for  he  swore  that  the 
pvty  remained  in  ^  hollow  until  the  police 
went  by,  and  that  he  heard  them  as  they 
passed,  and  that  a  horse  passed  at  a  sharp 
pace,  and  was  checked;  and  a  farmer  proved 
that  he  did  pese  en  horseback  quickly  at  the 
time,  and  checked  his  horse.  This,  however, 
does  not  prove  that  Hughee  was  there,  A  great 
co%t  if  of  some  consequence  in  this  case.  Miss 
Powell  swore  that  Hughes  had  on  such  a  coat 
as  the  one  in  question.  Wlien  the  police  at  a 
subsequent  period  were  pursuing  Hughes,  he 
had  on  a  great  coat,  and  having  lost  sight  of 
him  for  a  short  time  by  some  obstruction,  they 
saw  him  nmniog  without  hisgreat  coat.  Ue 
denied  that  he  had  one.  They  searched  a 
house  which  he  had  passed,  and  there  found 
the  great  ceet  which  he  had  worq,  and  upon 
whiek  there  were  BMrks  of  blood.  Now,  this 
led  to  a  remarkable  circiMMtaQce.  Hn^ee^s 
mhf  shortly  befbre  hie  executimi,  presented  a 
■lemorial  for  mercy,  in  which  she  itated  that 
the  great  coat  ^vas  her  httsbendH,  and  that  the 
Mood  stain  upon  it  was  Mist  PowettS  blood, 
for  that  she  had  lent  Ihe  coat  to  a  man  without 
her  huthaad's  knewledge,  who  wee  present  at 
the  mirder.'^ 

Uwj  bon*  Members  who  heerd  him 
Hero  ftwtro  thai(  Armagh  «aa  it  Proteetant 
coan^;  they  wovo  wto  prob^ly  aware 
tbui  wilh  tkMft  focmatioii  of  tbe  paneb  tbe 
OoeemoMDt  bad  noiWing  to  do ;  that  ia 
tbo  mottib  of  October  in  every  year  a  book 
wee  made  op,  cootainiog  the  names  of 
persoos  qoalifi«d  to  s^nre  qd  juries ;  bQi 
u  maa  tb^  pcocog^ativo  of  (be  sberiff  lo 


make  out  tbe  panel,  and  that  was  a  mattori 
as  he  had  already  observed,  with  which 
the  Govf*rnment  had  nothiog  to  do :  the 
composition  of  the  panel  rested  excla- 
sivcly  with  the  sberifF;  and  let  it  be  recol- 
lected, that  in  all  cases  the  Crown  so- 
licitors followed  the  instructions  given  by 
Chief  Baron  Brady  respecting  the  setting 
aside  of  jurors.  He  would  read  to  the 
House  au  extract  of  a  letter  from  Mft 
Brewster  on  this  subject  :— 


«'  The  sUte  of  the  law  is  this,-^  booki 
called  the  Jurors'  Beok^  is  made  out  in  the 
month  of  October  in  each  year*  This  contains, 
or  ought  to  contain,  the  names  of  all  qualified 
persons.  If  anv  be  omitted,  means  are  pro- 
vided to  remedy  th^  omission.  From  this 
book  the  sheriff  most  take  his  panel ;  bet  he 
may,  and  it  is  on  all  hands  admitted  he  ought, 
to  select  a  sufficient  number  of  those  best  qaa* 
lifted  to  discharge  the  duty.  It  is  his  exclu- 
sive orerogative,  and  it  would  be  in  the  hi|b* 
est  degree  unconstitutional  to  interfere  with 
him ;  indeed,  if  the  Executive  ventured  to  do 
so,  an  outcry,  and  a  well-founded  one,  would 
be  made.  It  would  therefore  appear  to  me, 
that  it  is  no  part  of  our  business  to  disewn  the 
GOMtituikm  of  the  panel ;  we  must  take  it  fee 
better  or  worse,  as  we  get  it«  ReligioB  ought 
never  to  enter  into  the  oonsideration  of  Ute 
o^er,  whose  duty  it  is  to  see  that  none  but 
men  asainst  whom  no  just  grounds  of  objec- 
tion exist  shall  compose  a  jtiry-* 

He  now  came  to  the  next  topic  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man»  namely,  the  prosecution  of  news- 
papers for  the  publication  of  libels.  In 
the  case  of  the  Newry  Examiner  there  had 
been  no  trial ;  but  now  be  wished  to  aay 
a  word  or  two  with  respect  to  those  pcoae- 
cutions.  The  libels  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  not  only  charged  the  Got ero- 
ment  with  acting  upon  party  principles» 
not  only  impugned  their  moti?es  and  (juea- 
t.ioned  their  impartiality,  but  actually  coa*^ 
tained  direct  allegations  that  justice  waa 
tampered  with,  tl^  effect  of  which  musi 
necessarily  be  to  produce  a  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Government.  Tlie  libel 
stated  that  Hiig-hes  did  not  receixo  a  fair 
or  impartial  trial,  such  as  it  was  intended 
by  the  law  of  England  every  man  should 
receJTe.  He  was  tried  not  as  a  British 
si;ybject  should  be  tried ;  he  was  tried  as 
an  Irish  Catholic ;  he  was  tried  (the  writer 
said)  as  if  his  guilt  were  assuosed^  and  hie 
conviction  desired*  It  was  said  that  if 
they  did  not  thus  speak  out  the  Catholics 
would  not  be  safe.  He  need  scarcely  ob- 
serve, that  such  a  publication  as  that  wae 
in  the  big^iest  degree  calculated  to  excile 
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Had  io  inflfifDe  the  ipind^  of  the  people, 
^Qd  it  wa9  DOl  surprisifig  ths^t  the  jury 
fibould  bcife  pronoiinced  it  a  (nalicious 
libel,  h  was  a  ipecial  jury,  and  bs^Uoted 
fpr  in  \\\e  Msnal  way ;  aud  apy  one  who 
knew  Publioi  o^iisi  be  ready  to  ad^nit  the 
reapectability  of  thM  jury,  aqd  the  fairness 
with  which  they  were  selected,  —  very 
nearly  half,  if  pot  quite  half»  of  that  jury 
voted  on  wbsit  was  ci^llec)  the  Liberal  sjde 
%t  the  list  election.  On  that  jury  there 
were  ei^ht  Ropaq  Catholics  and  four  Pro- 
testaots.  He  should,  with  the  peroaission 
of  the  Hqqs^,  read  Mr.  Keinoiis's  state- 
ment on  this  paiut  ;-*- 

*  The  jaries  for  the  trials  of  the  two  northern 
paper*— vis.  the  Vhuikattrndok^  Efomner,  were 
special  juriess  s^leoied  aocoirdinig  to  the  ^^ry 
Aeti  bylBaltot.  Th^  sheriff  returns  the  na«»«s 
of  the  jury.  pqntainin|  abou^  400..  Those 
names  are  put  into  a  box,  and  the  officer  of 
the  court  draws  out  fbrty-eight  ns^mes ;  each 
party  then  strike  off  twelve  names,  and  the  re- 
jBaining  twenty-four  eompose  the  jury.  l>iis  is 
tlie  way  speoial  juries  are  s|ruQk»  whether  the 
CiQWQ  or  an  individual  is  eoucerned.  I  a^t. 
tended  strikiog  both  juri^,  and  I  left  on  those 
the  most  respectable  in  wealth  and  station^ 
without  reference  to  creed,  as  I  considered,  to 
try  the  cases.  The  attorneys  for  each  news- 
paper attended,  and  struck  off  twelve  in  each 


He  fhoold  now  come  to  the  case  of  Mr« 
Biddulph,  aod  with  reference  to  that  he 
thooght  himself  entitled  to  say,  that  it 
formed  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  l\w  of&^ 
cera  of  the  Crown  to  i|i(]Miri^  into  and  re-* 
port  OQ  th«  conduct  of  oi^gistrates.  It 
w«»  believed  that  th^  oiotive  which  in- 
fineac^  Mr.  Biddulpb  wds  a  wish  lo  wy^ 
bi»  Slater  tho  pain  of  «ippearioE  a  third 
liaai^  as  s^  witMsa,  exposed  to  sll  (he  an- 
noyancet  of  cross-enammatioq,  naturally 
ao  distCQssing  to  a  woman.  But  he 
did  not  say  this  iq  juatification  of  Mr. 
Biddulph.  His  noble  Frieod«  the  Lord- 
li€«teaaiit»  beia(;  in  Itpodoa  at  the 
tiiii«|  did  not  see  th«  paragraphs  which 
appeared  in  the  newspapers^  and  as  no 
notice  waa  taken  of  the  subject  by  the  law 
offi^vs  of  the  Grown  in  Ireland*  the  first 
iotimatioQ  that  either  he  (Lord  Eliot)  or 
tha  Lord-ltea^anant.  receiYed  of  it.  was 
when  it  waa  o^entiooed  by  the  Marques  of 
Normanhy  in  th^  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. Immediately  after  tha  statenseot 
of  that  noble  Lord  had  been  made,  the 
oasa  was  referred  tQ  the  Lord  Chao« 
oaUor  of  Iraland^  who  called  upon  Mr. 
Biddalph  to  explaw.    Mr»  Biddidph  did 


80,  but  the  explanation  not  being  satisfac- 
tory, the  Lord  Chancellor  removed  his 
nanie  from  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
Mr.  Qiddulph  was  Pot  a  supporter  qf  the 
present  Governmenti  but  a  Whig,  and  he 
ventM^ed  to  say.  that  had  tha  Lord-lieute- 
nant removed  Mr.  Biddulph,  they  would 
have  had  his  case  brought  forward  as  pne 
of  gro^s  tvranny.  So  much  for  the  ca^e 
of  Mr,  Biddulph.  With  regard  tp  the 
case  of  Mr.  St.  Georgei  h^  believed  it  was 
admitted  by  all  that  lie  was  a  gantlemao 
of  the  highest,  character,  but  iinfortunately, 
in  a  moment  of  excitement,  he  had  ad- 
dressed a  letter  to  the  Lprdrijeutenaqt  qf 
the  day.  which  appeared  in.  the  public 
prints,  and  he  was  dismissed  from  the  ma«- 

gistracy,  During  five  years  nq  applica- 
tion was  made  to  Government  to  restore 
him 4  but  on  the  accession  of  the  present 
Government  application  was  made  tp  the 
Lord' lieutenant  to  this  effect.  The  Loxd 
Chancellor,  jealous  pf  (he  honour  and  dig* 
nity  of  the  head  of  the  preceding  Qp- 
verpment,  thpught  that  some  repara^on 
oueht  to  be  made  by  Mr.  St.  George  for  the 
offence  which  he  had  committed,  and  felt 
reluctant  to  restore  Mr,  St^  George  until 
that  reparation  was  made.  Subsequently, 
however,  he  received  a  Qpmmunicatioa 
from  the  Lord-lieutenant  and  magistrates 
of  the  countv,  praying  for  the  restoration 
of  Mr,  St«  George^  and  this  had  spme 
influence  with  the  Lord  Chancellor.  In 
the  6rst  instance,  however,  he  declined 
acceding  to  the  request;  but»  finding  from 
all  quarters,  from  newspapers  of  all  colours 
and  parties^  that  there  was  a  strong  feeling 
in  favour  of  Mr.  St.  George*  and  tnat  Mr. 
St.  George  himself  felt  the  matter  so 
strongly  that  he  had  expressed  his  inten- 
tion of  leaving  the  country;— ffpding  this 
to  be  the  case,  and  feeling  that  Mr.  St, 
George  had  expiated  his  offence,  by  being 
suspended  from  his  duties  as  a  magistrate 
for  five  years,  the  Lord  Chanqelior  did 
certainly  at  last  consent  to  hia  baiog  re- 
stored, He  (Lord  Eliot)  bad  t.o  statei 
that  Mr.  St.  George  had  denied,  in  tho 
most  decided  manner,  that  bt  had  ever 
intended  any  disrespect  to  tha  Spvereign, 
and  that  having  considered  the  Lord-Uati« 
tenant  merely  as  a  Minister  of  the.  Crown» 
he  did  not  think  himself  prednded  front 
eicpreasing  an  ppinion  uofavoqrable  to  hit 
policy.  The  right  ban.  Gentleman  said, 
that  Mr,  St.  George^s  letter  tp  tba  Lord- 
liantenant  was  not  only  disrasoectlul  tp 
his  Lordshipi  but  that  it  waa  alsQ  disra^ 
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apectful  to  the  Sovereigo.    This,  in  hit 
(Lord  Eliot's)  opinion,  was  placing  the 
pretensions  of  the  Lord-lieutenant  too  high. 
The  Lord-lientenant  did  not  stand  in  the 
place  of  the  Sovereign ;  and  it  was  not  a 
maxim,  that    the  representative  of   the 
Sovereign  could  do  no  wrong.  He  thought 
therefore,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  would 
have  been  gnilty  of  great  pertinacity  if  he 
had  insisted  on  a  retractation,  which  Mr. 
St.  George  had  declared  he  could  not,  as 
a  man  of  honour,  give.    He  had  already 
slated,  that  he  did  not  think  it  expedient 
to  lay  the  papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  he  could  not,  therefore,  assent 
to  the  motion.    In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  deny,  that  any  clandestine  communica- 
tions had  altered  the  opinion  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  had  any  effect  on  his  mind. 
He  believed,  that  his  Lordship  had  acted 
on  his  own  judgment  of  what  was  right ; 
he  had  resisted  the  application  for  a  time, 
but  on  afterwards  taking  all  the  circum- 
stances into  consideration,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  was  justified  in 
acceding  to  it.     His  Lordship   did  not 
take  this  step,  however,  without  consulting 
the  Lord-lieutenant,  who,  on  being  con- 
sulted, at  once  declared,  that  he  was  satis- 
fied, and  with  that  assurance,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  restored  Mr.  St.  George. 

Sir  W,  SomerviUe  thought,  that  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session  ought  to  have 
been  taken  for  the  discussion  of  a  matter 
of  so  much  importance  as  the  present 
question ;  but  when  he  considered,  that 
the  whole  Session  had  been  occupied  in 
the  discussion  of  measures  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  country,  he  thought  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  if  he  had  brought 
forward  his  motion,  would  have  run  little 
chance  of  gaining  a  hearing.  He  was 
anxious  not  to  let  the  present  opportunity 
pass  withoDt  addressing  a  few  remarks  on 
the  charges  brought  against  Government 
— charges  too  important  not  to  justify 
every  friend  to  the  doe  administration  of 
justke  in  Ireland — stating  his  opinions, 
and  stating;  frankly  and  distinctly  what 
were  his  views  on  the  subject.  He  wu 
of  opinion  that,  during  the  lut  ten  years, 
more  progress  had  been  made  in  reconcil* 
log  the  people  of  Ireland  to  the  adminis* 
tration  of  justice  in  that  country,  and  in 
eradicating  their— he  would  not  say  former 
prejudices,  but  their  former  opinions  on 
this  subject «-« than  had  been  made  for 
ilmost  centuries ;  but  be  bad  no  besita- 
tioa  ia  sayiogi  on  the  aathority  of  oom* 


muoications  which  be  had  received,  that 
since  the  present  Government  came  into 
power,  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land had  changed,  and  that  they  now  be- 
lieved, that  the  administratioo  of  justice 
did  not  stand,  at  the  present  nKMoent,  on 
the  same  footing,  as  it  did  under  the  late 
Government.     Among  the  varioDscircom- 
stances  which  had  shaken  their  confidence 
in  this  respect,  was  the  notorious  fact  that 
two  of  the  judges  of  the  land  had,  with 
political  views  and  political  objects,  and 
in  spite  of  ill  health,  overheld  their  seats 
on  the  bench,  in  order  that  two  gentle- 
men agreeing  in   political  opinioos  with 
them,  should  be  nominated.     He  intended 
during  the  last  Session,  to  luing  this  mat- 
ter before  the  House,  but  he  had  reffrmined 
from  doing  so,  lest  it  should  be  svspected 
that  he  was  actuated  by  political  motives. 
But  they  all  knew,  that  what  he  com- 
plained of  had  occurred.    The  hci  was 
notorious ;  it  had  lowered  the  high  opin« 
ion  which  the  people   had  of  the  fair 
administration  of  justice,  and  it  was  cai- 
culated  to  degrade  the  dignity  of  the 
bench.     He  did  not  say  that  the  present 
Government    were    to    blame    for    the 
conduct  of  these  judges  ;   it  was   be- 
yond   their   control,    but    it    was    their 
duty  to  fill  up  the  vacancies  in  an  im- 
partial   manner.      He   had    the  highest 
respect  for  the  characters  of  the  judges 
on    the   bench  ;   but  he  most  say,  that 
the    appointments   made,   did    astonish 
him.    The  noble  Lord  opposite  asked  if 
it  could  be  expected  that  Government 
should  appoint  their  enemies.    Certainly 
not.     He  did  not  expect  they  woold  do 
so ;  but  what,  he  would  ask,  became  of 
the  assurance  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
that  in  his  Irish  appointments  he  should 
not  be  guided  by  Parliamentary  influence  ? 
He  certainly  did  expect  to  see  soose  de- 
viation from  the  course  porsoed  by  former 
Conservative  Governments  in  this  respect* 
He  came  now  to  a  point  of  much  greeter 
importance— to  what  was  really  the  gra- 
vamen of  the  charge*-*nafflely,  that  there 
had  been  a  partial  exercise  of  the  right  of 
challenging  juries.    The  noble  Lord  al- 
luded to  the  verdicu  that  had  taken  place 
in  Tipperary,  and  he  (Sir  W.  ^omertille) 
woula  ask,  why  should  not  the  same  coarse 
be  followed  in  other  instances?  Hie  noble 
Lord  omitted  to  state,  that  in  the  trial 
referred  to  by  his  hon.  and  learned  FrieDd 
there  was  only  one  Rooiea  CeiboUe  oa 
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thejary;  and  the  noble  Lord  had  also 
omitted  any  mention  of  the  judge's  charge 
on  that  occasion.  It  was  monstrous  to 
think  that  the  law  should  be  so  different 
in  the  two  countries,  and  that  the  articles 
-which  appeared  in  the  Morning  Chronicle 
could  not  be  copied  by  the  Dublin  news- 
papers lest  the  Attorney-general  should  in- 
stitote  a  prose<flition  against  them.  When 
the  law  officers  acted  so  differently  from 
the  law  officers  of  England,  when  they 
considered  the  liberty  which  the  press 
enjoyed  in  this  country,  and  the  restric- 
tions placed  upon  the  press  of  Ireland, 
could  they  imagine  that  the  confidence  of 
the  Irish  people  would  be  conciliated  by 
such  a  state  of  things  ?  When  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  juries  had  acted  right 
in  the  cases  referred  to,  did  he  think  that 
the  public  would  be  of  the  same  opinion 
when  they  saw  that  in  one  of  those  cases 
they  were  not  allowed  to  go  into  the  truth 
of  the  case?  A  charge  was  made  that 
iodividaals  were  struck  off  the  jury  be- 
caase  they  were  Roman  Catholics,  and 
the  Chief  Justice  denominated  this  charge 
at  a  most  abominable  reflection,  and 
added,  that  it  was  diabolical  to  make  such 
a  charge  against  the  Government  officers. 
Bal  if  they  looked  to  the  evidence  which 
had  been  taken  on  this  point,  they  would 
find  that  this  was  no  new  charge,  and  that 
the  practice  of  challenging  juries  had 
existed  for  centuries.  He  was  glad,  how- 
ever, to  hear  the  noble  Lord  disclaim 
proceedings  of  this  nature ;  and  he  hoped 
that  in  future  the  noble  Lord  would  give 
no  cause  for  such  charges  being  brought 
against  him.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
way  in  which  offices  had  been  filled,  he 
be^^  to  remind  the  House  that  there 
were  7,000,000  Catholics  in  Ireland,  and 
that  there  was  scarcely  a  situation  of  any 
importance  but  what  was  filled  up  from 
the  minority.  Such  a  state  of  things 
ought  not  to  exist.  All  he  asked  of  the 
noble  Lord  was,  that  he  should  not  ap- 
point those  persons  to  situations  of  trust 
and  power,  whose  only  recommendation 
was  their  constant  hostility  to  every  mea- 
sure introduced  into  that  House  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  people.  If  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  do  this,  his  Government 
would  not  differ  from  the  Tory  Govern- 
ments that  had  preceded  him,  and  he 
would  fail  in  not  having  acted  up  to  the 
professions  which  he  had  made  in  that 
House.  The  noble  Lord  had  shown  him- 
self anxious  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of 


Ireland,  and  he  would  be  sorry  if  the 
noble  Lord  should  do  anything  to  sully 
his  fame,  either  by  consenting  to  the  sys- 
tem of  packing  juries  or  by  violent  par- 
tisanship. If  the  noble  Lord  would  pro- 
ceed in  a  fair  and  liberal  course,  he  might 
rely  on  the  support  of  the  people  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  preceded  him  in  the 
debate  having  gone  over  minutely  all  the 
points  brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Dungarvon,  he  would  apply  himself  to  the 
more  prominent  topics  adverted  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last;  observing, 
however,  in  the  first  place,  that  he  was 
greatly  indebted  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dungarvon,  not  only  for  the 
tone  and  manner  in  which  he  had  brought 
forward  the  question,  but  also  for  his  hav- 
ing undertaken  to  bring  it  on  even  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session.  He  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  too  honourable  to  throw  out  charges 
against  the  Government  of  the  country — 
to  give  notice  again  and  again  that  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  those  charges,  and  then  to  let  it  drop — 
then  to  renew  it — then  to  let  it  drop ;  and 
when  the  subject  was  about  to  be  brought 
under  consideration,  to  disappear  altoge- 
ther from  the  discussion.  That  is  a  course 
which  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  take ;  but  not 
long  ago  a  petition  was  read  to  the  House, 
containing  grave  imputations  against  the 
Government  for  packine^  juries  in  Ireland, 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about  a  con- 
viction for  murder.  Now  he  said  that  any 
Government  which  could  be  guilty  of  such 
conduct  would  almost  be  guilty  of  murder. 
The  petition  contained  grave  charges, 
which,  contrary  to  his  remonstrance,  was 
read  to  the  House,  and  the  name  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  prelate  was  also  read  as 
the  first  name  to  the  petition,  in  order  to 
give  it  some  weight  with  the  House. 
Was  that  fair  dealing  with  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  county  of  Cork  was  the 
Member  who  had  given  notice  that  he 
intended  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  that  petition.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  not  in  the  House.  He 
would  tell  the  House  why ;— because,  if 
he  was  not  mistaken,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  knew  that  he  should  fail  in 
substantiating  one  of  his  charges,  and  be- 
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cause  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  done  those  things  which  he  charged 
the  law  officers  of  Ireland  with  having 
done.  Now,  with  regard  to  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  challenging  of  jurors, 
he  begged  to  slate  that,  during  twenty 
years  Which  he  went  the  Munster  circuit, 
he  never  knew  any  attempt  made  to  chal- 
lenge peremptorily,  or  to  put  by,  as  it  was 
calledi  anv  person  on  account  of  his  poli- 
tical or  religious  opinions.  To  this,  now- 
ever,  he  must  make  one  exception.  At 
the  trial  of  a  general  otBcer  for  endeavour- 
ing to  do  his  duty  tn  suppressing  a  riotous 
afiair,  a  challenge  of  jurors  did  take  place. 
The  hon<  and  learned  Member  for  the 
county  of  Cork  was  leading  counsel  on 
that  occasion.  He  alluded  to  the  trial  of 
Sir  George  Bingham,  who  was  indicted 
tot  a  misdemeanour,  and  on  that  occasion 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
county  of  Cork,  as  leading  counsel,  put 
by  no  less  than  sixty  men.  Every  man 
who  came  to  the  book,  and  who  was  a 
I^rotestant,  was  challenged  peremptorily 
by  the  hoo«  and  learned  Gentlemani  aud 
yet  he  now  hesitated  not  to  charge  the 
Government  with  packing  juries  for  the 
purpose  ot  bringing  about  a  convictiout 
'This  was  so  gross  an  occurrence,  that 
Justice  Moore,  who  was  a  Whig,  declared 
that  he  had  never  seen  such  a  thing  done 
before  I  and  Mr.  fiennett,  the  leading 
oounsel  on  the  other  side,  stated  that  he 
had  never  put  by  a  man  for  his  political 
or  religious  opinions.  What  was  the  re- 
sult of  this  jury  being  packed  t  The  gal* 
lant  ofiicer  was  conviot^d.  He  spoke 
from  a  recollection  of  what  took  place. 
The  judge  on  that  occasion  exclaimed  that 
the  age  ot  chivalry  was  gone,  and  that  a 
highly  honourable  man  had  been  made  a 
victim,  merely  because  he  had  endeavoured 
to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  country.  Even 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  bungarvon  ought  to  be  a 
little  tender  when  he  talks  about  packing 
juries*  Let  him  recollect  himself^  He 
had  before  him  a  report  of  a  case  in  which 
the  right  bon«  Gentleman  was  leading 
counsel  [Mr.  Sheil:  "Vou  mean  Pearce's 
case**]  in  which  he,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, made  twenty-nine  peremptory  chal- 
lenges. [Mr.  Sheii:  "Were  there  oot 
six  to  six  ?'*]  There  were  seven  Roman 
Catholics  and  five  Protestants ;  but  there 
were  twenty-nine  peremptory  challenges 
made  on  that  occasioa.  The  hon*  Baro- 
net who  had  just  resumed  his  seat  (Sir 


W.  Somerville),  who  was  remarkable  for 
the  propriety  of  his  address  to  the  House, 
and  for  the  good  feeling  which  alniost 
always  actuated  him,  had,  he  grieved  to 
bay^  made  some  observations  of  a  charac- 
ter calculated  to  Wound  the  feelings  of  a 
high-minded  gentleman,  and  cast  a  cen- 
sure and  rather  a  blot  upon  ai  highly  distin- 
guished and  venerable  judg^  of  the  land, 
the  late  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Ireland.  He 
knew  not  hoW  the  hon.  Baronet  had  beeki 
able  to  dive  into  the  breikst  and  ascertain 
the  motives  of  that  honourable  Judge  fbr 
remaining  on  the  bench,  or  for  leaving  it. 
ft  was  rather  too  mUch  to  c&^t  upon  that 
venerable  man,  in  the  evening  of  his  days, 
a  slur  that  could  not  in  justice  atta6h 
to  his  name.  That  feminetit  person  wai 
the  leader,  and  a  distinguished  one,  of 
what  was  called  in  his  time,  the  liberal 
party  in  Ireland,  and  no  man  eVei'  occiU- 
pied  a  higher  position  than  he  did.  Then 
with  regard  to  Judge  Jbhnson,  another 
venerable  man,  a  similar  accuslitibci  had 
been  made  agairist  hiin ;  biit  upbh  what 
grounds,  he  was  equally  at  a  loss  to  know. 
During  the  iwenty-two  or  twenty-four 
years  that  Judge  Johnsort  Wai  oh  th^ 
bench,  he  never  absented  hltnd^lf  from  the 
circuit  more  than  four  timdi.  Wai  that 
a  ground  on  which  (o  foiitid  a  chaise 
aeainst  a  venerable  judge,  agiiinsi  whose 
character  he  had  never  before  heard  one 
imputatioii  cast.  With  fespett  to  the 
question  more  iiiiknediateljf  befbi'e  tbe 
House  (for  the  pointi  he  had  hitherto 
touched  u(ion,  Were  cherely  colUtfefal  rrfat* 
teri),  be  must  say,  ihdt  he  had  b^vtt 
known  a  weaker  case  brought  befbre  Piif- 
liament.  As  to  the  truniperV  itlatter  ffe- 
lating  to  the  conduct  or  tat.  Sefgeartt 
Warren  at  the  College  election,  he  bohii- 
dered  it  to  be  a  niere  Waste  of  tittle  tb 
advert  to  it.  Was  (here  any  ihftti  Who 
ktiew  Ireland,  that  could  name  k  p^rsbn 
standing  higher,  either  professionally,  o^ 
in  private,  than  Mr.  Sefgeant  Warren  ^ 
What  was  it  that  hotidurabte  individual 
did  ?  He  came  forward  and  proposed  ai 
a  candidate  one  of  the  oldeit  friehds  he 
had  on  earth.  They  were  class  fellbwi  lit 
college;  they  entered  Klog^i  Inn  toge- 
ther ;  they  were  called  to  the  baf  at  the 
same  tiflne ;  and  they  Went  the  sahne  cir- 
cuit. Under  these  circumstances,  Mr. 
Sergeant  Warren  came  down  to  the  hust- 
ings and  proposed  his  friend.  Wfti  that 
a  charge  to  be  niade  against  ah  honourable 
man,  or  was  it  a  ground  for  ceniurldg  the 
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Oof^fnment  for  giving  such  a  man   an 
appointment  ?    The  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
had   next  attacked    the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Baron  Lefroy.     No  task  was  easier 
ttiati  the  vindication  of  that  appointment. 
Baron  Ltfroy  had  no  superior  at  the  Irish 
bar.    There  was  not  a  man   living  who 
p6siessed  so  minute  and  accurate  a  know* 
ledge  of  the  principles  and  maxims  of  the 
Court  of  Equity,  or  of  the  practice  and 
decisions  of  equitable  law,  as  Mr«  Baron 
Lifroy,  not  was  there  a  more  competent, 
efficient,  or  useful  judge    on  the  Irish 
t>eneh.     He  had  been  ofiered  under  suc- 
cessive   Administrations    promotions     in 
three  courts  of  justice,  and  he  did  not 
accept  them.      Why?     Because  he  was 
assured  by  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the  day 
thai  he  had  so  high  an  opinion  of  hinij 
that  he  would  be  glad  to  ofier  him  the 
highest  appointment  that  it  was    in    his 
power  to  bestow.    And  yet  this  was  the 
man  to  be  branded  as  bemg  utterly  unfit 
and  incompetent  to  occupy  a  seat  on  the 
bench.     Then,  with  respect  to  the  trial 
for  libel,  and  as  to  the  striking  of  the 
jury.     It  was  well  known,  that  the  origi- 
nal list  of  jurors  consisted  of  forty^eight 
ttaitiel ;  these  must  be  reduced  to  twenty- 
foiir.    The  agents  of  the  parties  struck 
them  off  alternately,  and  it  did  so  happen, 
that  wbefi  the  jury  was  reduced,  there 
retaiib^d  oiiW  one  Roman  Catholic  on 
the  panel.    Une  Crown  solicitor  af&rmed» 
that  he  ktiew  nothing  of  the  politics  of  any 
of  the  jurors,  and  that  he  was  actuated  by 
do  motive,  but  that  bt  selecting   those 
#hom  he  thought  best  qualified  by  respect- 
ability and  property  to  discharge  the  duty 
of  Jurors.      The  jury  tvere   unanimous, 
tni  returned   their  verdict  in   five  mi- 
oiites.     But,  then,   it   wad  alleged^   that 
Chi^f  Justice  Pen nefathe^  would  not  allow 
the  truth  of  the  alligations  of  the  libel  to 
be  proved.    Was  it  ever  heard  of  in  the 
law  of  libel  thatf  tinder  a  prosecution  of 
that  description,  the  truth  of  the  charges 
w&s  permitted  to  be  proved  ?  Where  would 
loch  a  trial  efid?      No  English  lawyer 
#6uld  lay  that  the  jury  could  go  Into  the 
inquiry  as  to  the  truth  or  falsehood  of  the 
eharges.    Still  there  was  a  proper  place 
Where  ihki  inquiry  might  be  gone  into* 
Why  was  It  not  followed  up?     It  was 
liext  said  that  the  chief  lustice  had  used 
ifnprbper  lllbguag^,  and  had  declared  that 
it  was  ^*  a  diabolical  libel."     Now,  what 
*U  tha  libel  ?     It  was  this  :— 

**  You  (toman  Catholics  of  Ireland  particu- 


larly take  notice  that  there  is  no  justice  for 
you  in  this  land ; — take  notice  that  there  m 
one  law  fbr  Protestants  and  another  for  Calho- 
lies  in  this  eoaulry ;  and  take  notiee,  that  the 
Crown  officers  pack  tlie  juries  ;  that  you  wilt 
have  no  justice  unless  you  make  a  stand  and 
resist  it  now ;  if  you  do  not,  prepare  yourselves 
for  permanent  degradation  and  slavery  in  this 
land." 

Now,  he  would  say,  that  such  language 
was  a  *'  diabolical  libel."     If  what  it  alle- 
ged were  true,  it  would  justify  any  resists 
ance  whatever  to  the  state ;  and  if  it  were 
not  true,  then  nothiug  was  more  calculated 
to  stir  up  the  blood  of  the  people  and  urge 
them  on  to  insurreotioUi     He  would  ask^ 
then,  was  not  the  publitration  of  siidh  an 
article  a  diabolical  act  ?    The  hon.  Baro^ 
net  had  stated  that  the  late  Governitient 
had  done  wonders  for  Ireland,  but  the 
present  Government  had  done  nothing; 
and  that  public  opinion  was  retrograding 
from  it.     If  that  was  sOf  why  was  it? 
Because  there  were  persons  acting  with 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  fbr 
Cork,  and  ^oing  with  him  into  King'i 
County,  instigating  people  to  oppofte  their 
landlords,  even  to  the  committing  of  mur- 
der ;  it  was  because  there  were  such  wri- 
ters as  the  editor  of  the  Vindkatw^  Who 
told  the  people  that  there  was  no  justice 
for  them,  that  there  was  one  law  for  Pro* 
testants  and  another  for  Gatholicl.  Hear" 
ing  these  things  constantly  reiterated,  the 
people  dt  length  betiame  persuaded  that 
there  must  be  some  truth  in  them.    But 
was  there  any  foundation  for  these  allega* 
tions?  Not  a  partiolei   In  truth,  he  never 
lieard  a  weaker  oase  attempted    to  be 
established  befbre  Parllameiii»  Every  alle*' 
gatiofi  was  uAfoutided  froM  beginning  to 
endf    He  would  nb  longer  trespass  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House.     He  bad  pur* 
posely  abstained  from  going  fully  into  tba 
whole  question,  and  had  cdnfiaed  himMlf 
to  a  few  of  the  most  promiadnt  ehargee 
which  bad  been  made  by  the  right  beni^ 
and  learned   Geotlemaui  Ind  which  he 
hoped    be    bad    sboWil    to    ba    utterly 
groundless. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O^Connell  said,  that  in  thd 
few  observations  he  had  to  offer  he  should 
confine  himself  to  the  imfhediiite  subject 
under  disoussion.  He  did  not  rise  lo 
defend  or  apologise  for  the  conduct  pur^ 
sued  by  his  hon*  aitd  learned  Relativoi 
against  whom  eertaio  im)iutations  had 
been  cast*  He  rather  doutrted  whether, 
if  that  hon^  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
been   present,  those   imputations  would 
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hate  been  made,  bat  he  protested  againit 
the  case  of  Sir  George  Bingham  being 
brought  forward  on  this  occasion,  as  it  bad 
no  reference  to  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  charges  now  made  against 
the  Government  in  Ireland  were  that  it 
had  interfered  with  the  administration  of 
justice  in  tampering  with  the  appointment 
of  juries,  and  had  attacked  the  great  pal- 
ladium of  British  liberty  in  attempting  to 
prevent  free  discussion  through  the  medium 
of  the  press.  The  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor-general for  Ireland  (Mr.  Jackson) 
had  given  the  House  a  history  of  Mr. 
Baron  Lefroy  down  to  the  administration 
of  the  Marquess  Wellesley ;  ^but  in  com- 
mon fairness  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  have  carried  it  on  to  the 
administration  of  the  Duke  of  Northum- 
berland. During  that  administration  the 
Government  refused  to  send  him  as  a 
temporary  judge  on  the  circuit,  which  led 
to  the  resignation  of  his  sergeantcy.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
adverted  to  this ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
M.  J.  O'Connell)  would  supply  the  omis- 
sion. In  1839,  on  a  debate  upon  what 
were  called  the  outrages  in  Ireland — or 
the  outrageous  debate^ a  speech  was  made 
by  Mr.  Emerson  Tennent,  an  ex-Reformer, 
upon  the  subject  of  jurors ;  and  in  that 
speech  he  Quoted  the  words,  as  he  himself 
aescribed  them  to  be — 

''  Of  an  eminent  Irish  lawyer^'  that  human 
ingenuity  could  not  conceive  a  more  luccett- 
Ail  device  for  securitv  and  protection  of  an 
oiTender  than  trial  by  jury  in  the  present  disor- 
ganised state  of  society  in  Ireland ;' — ^and  that 
some  eminent  lawyer  went  on  to  complain  of 
the  Government  for  having  given  up  the  whole- 
some practice  of  the  purification  of  juries." 

This  was  said  during  the  Attorney- 
generalship  of  Mr.  Brady.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  saying  that  the 
editor  of  an  Irish  newspaper  had  been 
convicted  of  libel  for  saying  that  in  Ireland 
there  was  one  law  for  the  rich  and  another 
for  the  poor.  Now  be  (Mr.  M.  O'Connell) 
wished  to  know  if  Ireland  was  to  be  go- 
verned by  a  different  law  from  that  of 
England  ?  He  believed  that  if  these  mat- 
ters were  in  the  administrative  department 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  seeing  his 
anxiety  to  extend  practical  equality  in 
legislative  measures  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, that  he  should  not  have  bad  to 
complain  of  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  conducted.  The  noble  Lord's  libe- 
rality, however,  had  been  neutralised  on  a 


former  occasion  by  his  Colleagnes  in  office. 
And  here,  it  might  be  asked,  whether 
open  questions  were  permitted  in  tin  pre- 
sent united  Government?  because  there 
had  been  some  appearance  of  an  open 
question  on  the  subject  of  education  in 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  M.  O'Connell)  feared 
that  the  spirit  that  might  be  observed  in 
that  House  was  but  the  type  of  what  the 
people  of  Ireland  felt  out  of  it.  He 
trusted  those  Gentlemen  who  stood  by  the 
connection  between  England  and  Ireland 
would  evince  the  sincerity  of  their  deter- 
mination by  extending  the  same  laws  to 
both  countries. 

Viscount  Jocelyn  must  acknowledge, 
that  had  he  not  confidence  in  the  rectitude 
and  justice  which  had  distinguished  the 
acts  of  the  present  Government  towards 
Ireland  ever  since  their  accession  to  office, 
he  should  have  felt  some  degree  of  fear  at 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, believing  that  they  must  have 
fallen  into  some  of  the  same,  or  errors  of 
equal  magnitude,  which  were  so  distin- 
guishing a  feature  in  the  conduct  and 
counsels  of  their  predecessors  unfortu- 
nately towards  that  country.  He  had 
listened  with  attention  to  the  debate,  and 
inore  particularly  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  noil,  and  learned  Gentleman,  and 
he  acknowledged  he  should  not  have  felt 
surprised  if  in  the  wide  field  which  he 
had  taken  for  the  attack  he  might  have 
discovered  some  fault  or  some  error  which 
his  brilliant  imagination  might  have  mag* 
nified  into  a  crime ;  but  when  he  found 
that  the  chief  battery  of  his  eloquence  waa 
turned  against  the  Government  upon  such 
charges  as  for  the  dismissal  from  his  ap- 
pointment as  stipendary  magistrate  of  a 
man  who  had  proved  himself  unqualified 
for  the  situation ;  when  he  found  another 
of  the  grievances  complained  of  was  ap- 
pointing men  to  office  whose  charactera 
were  as  unimpeachable  as  their  abilities 
were  unquestionable ;  when  he  found  at 
last  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  was  driven  for  a  point  of  attack  to 
call  in  question  what  he  was  pleased  to 
consider  the  improper  interference  of  the 
Government  at  the  late  election  of  the 
city  of  Dublin,  he  acknowledged  that  he 
felt,  as  an  humble  supporter  of  the  Go- 
vernment, grateful  to  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman, who  in  his  opinion  deserved  the 
thanks  of  the  Administration  for  bringing 
I  forward  his  motion,  which  was  more  Itkely 
'  to  be  of  benefit  to  them  than  any  act  of 
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their  own,  and   proving  to  the  country 
generally  how  groundless  was  the  accusa- 
tion, and  how  really  fair  and  straight- 
forward had  been  the  course  pursued  by 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Irish 
GoTernment.      He  should    not    himself 
have  intruded  upon  the  House  this  even- 
ing had  not  the  learned  Gentleman  more 
particularly  alluded  to  the  Dublin  election^ 
and  what  be  was  pleased  to  term  the  un- 
justifiable interference  of  the  Government. 
As  be  believed  he  was  generally  supposed 
to   be  the  chief  criminal  in   that  inter- 
ference, he  returned  thanks  to  the  learned 
Gentleman  for  giving  him  the  opportunity 
of  correcting  the  garbled  statements  which 
had  gone  forth  upon  the  subject.    Per- 
sonally, be  considered  no  defence  neces- 
sary, but  it  was  his  wish  to  show  that  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  administra- 
tion of  affairs  in  Ireland  was  no  party  to 
any  interference  whatsoever  at  that  election. 
It  had  been  stated  by  the  learned  Gentle- 
man, that  influence  was  made  use  of  to 
obtain  support  for  his  hon.  Friend  the 
present  member — such  influence,  he  im- 
agined, as  the  learned  Gentleman  supposed 
an  officer  of  the  Lord-lieutenant's  house- 
hold to  possess ;  he  could  merely  regret 
that  it  would  become  his  duty  to  strip  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
its  glowing  colours,  and  clothe  it  in  the 
more  sober  tint  of  truth  and  fact.     As  he 
stood  at  that  election  in  rather  a  peculiar 
position,  he  trusted  the  House  would  bear 
with  him  for  a  few  moments  whilst  he 
stated  the  case,  and  he  was  then  ready  to 
be  judged  by  the  opinion  of  the  public. 
Previous  to  the  nomination  of  the  present 
Member,  he  had  been  privately  solicited 
by  many  of  the  electors  to  come  forward 
himself  as  a  candidate  for  the  representa- 
tion of  the  city ; — from  private  reasons, 
and  likewise  being  engaged  to  that  town 
which  he  had  now  the  honour  of  repre- 
senting, he  was  unable  to  take  advantage 
of  the  proposal ;  but  it  was  neither  likely 
nor  probable  that  the  flattering  testimony 
he  had  thus  received  of  the  confidence 
many  seemed  willing   to    rely    in    him 
lessened  his  ansiety  for  the  success  of  a 
candidate  whose  political  principles  he 
believed  most  likely  to  be  conducive  to 
the  prosperity  of  that  important  city, — 
and  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of 
the  electors,  he  did,  he  acknowledged, 
boldly  make  use  of  that  confidence  he  felt 
many  of  the  citizens  of  Dublin  were  pre- 
pared to  rely  in  him,  to  forward  what  he 
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believed  to  be  the  right  cause-»a  confi- 
dence he  was  not  vain  enough  to  suppose 
was  from  any  feeling  towards  himself,  but 
from  the  high  personal  and  political  cha- 
racter of  his  nearest  relation,  which  he 
felt  proud  to  acknowledge  had  obtained 
for  him  the  confidence  and  esteem  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  constituency  of  Dub- 
lin and  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  who  had 
learned  to  look  to  him  as  a  leader  and  a 
friend.      Upon    this    ground    alone  the 
honour  of  such  a  proposal  was  made,  and 
at  ail  events  this  influence  he  had  a  right 
to  make  of  use  in  support  of  that  candidate 
of  whose  political  principles  he  approved. 
He  accompanied  his  Friend,  the  present 
Member,  and  solicited  alike  the  support 
of  those  tradesmen  who  were  appointed 
to  the  castle  with  others ;  he  stated  his 
personal  wishes,  with  what  he  believed  to 
be  the  desire  of  the  Government,  for  the 
success  of  his  hon.  Friend,  but  he  denied 
that  either  by  words  or  act  was  a  single 
vote  influenced  by  threat  of  dismissal  or 
promise  of  reward,  and  he  must  likewise 
add,  that  he  was  personally  responsible 
for  whatever  blame  might  attach  to  the 
interference  of  the  Government, — for  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  proclaim  publicly,  that 
he  acted  without  the  direction,  and  as  far 
as  he  knew  against  the  wish,  of  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  Ireland.    But  he  must  ac- 
knowledge his  astonishment  at  this  attack 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, when  he  recollected  what  his  re- 
corded opinion  was  in   a  majority  of  a 
House  of  Commons  relative  to  the  undue 
influence  of  a  Government  at  an  election. 
He  did  not  wish  to  tax  the  memory  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  any  great  length, 
but  he  could  scarcely  have  forgotten  the 
Dublin  election  of  1831,  when  a  personal 
friend  of  his  own  and  a  political  partisan 
stood  a  contest  for  that  city ;  the  opinions 
at  that  period  held  by  the  organs  of  the  self- 
styled  Liberals  were  very  diflierent  in  their 
character  from  that  which  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  that  evening  brought  forward. 
He  should  not  trouble  the  House  but  with 
one  of  the  many  quotations  he  held  in  his 
hand.     He  would  merely  state  that  their 
substance  consisted  in  calling  upon  the 
Government  to  force  those  who  held  any 
office,  either  to  vote  for  the  friends  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  or  to  give 
them  a  dismissal.     He  found  the  following 
paragraph  in  the  Morning  Register,  May 
3,  1831  :— 
'^  All  the  stipendiary  magistrates  have  got 
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were  mere  unfounded  calumnies.  With 
Buch  object,  a  piosecution  of  the  preu 
would  have  been  fair  and  justiGable.  But 
what  was  the  course  pursued  upon  the 
trial  ?  The  question  at  issue  being  the 
parking  of  juries  by  the  exclusion  of  Ca- 
tholics, the  Crown  commenced  by  packing 
the  jury  in  precisely  the  same  way.  The 
Solicitor-genera!  for  Ireland  had  stated, 
upon  the  authority  of  the  Crown-soHcitor, 
that  the  exclusion  of  the  Catholics  was 
the  result  of  pure  chance.  If  the  Crown- 
solicitor  would  seek  an  inter?iew  with  M. 
Laplace,  and  endeavour  to  persuade  that 
learned  mathematician — [Sir  J.  Graham : 
He  is  dead.]  He  bad  forgotten  that.  But 
though  the  man  was  dead,  his  doctrine 
lived :  the  doctrine  of  chances  was  not 
extinct,  and  it  would  require  more  than 
the  declaration  of  the  Crown*solicitor  to 
satisfy  any  reasonable  man  that  eight  out 
of  nine  Catholics  were  excluded  by  mere 
chance.  The  occasion  was  one  upon 
which  the  Irish  Government  ought  to  have 
exercised  particular  caution.  They  had 
disclaimed  the  intention  of  governing 
Ireland  with  reference  to  party  or  sectarian 
feelings.  They  should  nave  taken  care 
that  nothing  should  have  been  left  to 
chance,  and  whatever  the  proportion  of 
Catholics  to  Protestants  might  have  been 
upon  the  whole  panel,  they  should  have 
determined  that  upon  the  jury  at  least  the 
proportion  should  have  been  a  fair  one. 
What  was  the  second  step  in  the  progress 
of  the  cause  7  Did  the  Government  in- 
struct their  counsel  to  say,  that  the  state- 
ments contained  in  the  newspapers  were 
false?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  The  truth 
or  falsehood  of  the  article  was  a  point 
carefully  excluded  from  the  con* 
sideration  of  the  jury.  The  Crown 
proved  that  the  newspaper  was  published 
in  Dublin  ;  and  upon  that  fact,  the  jury 
waa  called  upon  to  convict  the  defend- 
ant. The  Chief  Justice  followed  op  these 
extraordinary  proceedings  by  a  charge 
quite  as  extraordinary.  It  was  not  usual 
forjudges  in  England  to  make  use  of  such 
language  at  a  "  diabolical"  and  '*  iofa« 
mous**  libel.  Such  language  did  not 
aound  properly  when  it  proceeded  from  the 
mouth  of  a  judge.  By  the  aid  of  a  judge*s 
charge,  the  Government  obtained  a  con- 
viction. This  waa  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  which  professed  moderation 
and  a  desire  not  to  give  a  triumph  to  any 
pariy.  Could  the  Government  suppose 
that  the  effect  of  the  trial  would  be  in* 


creased  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  on  the  part  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  ?  They  had  given  the  people  of 
that  country  the  moat  convincing  proof 
that  if  a  man  ventured  to  state  facts  which 
were  damning  to  the  character  of  the 
Government,  they  would  not  attempt  to 
dispute  the  truth  of  the  statement,  but 
would  rely  upon  those  atrocious  libel  lawa 
which  had  not  been  called  into  activity 
by  any  Government  since  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  He 
must,  however,  do  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton's Government  the  justice  to  say,  that 
unwise  and  impolitic  as  state  proaecn- 
tions  of  the  press  were,  on  general  princi- 
ples, the  individuals  selected  for  prosecu- 
tion were  deserving  of  no  sympathy, 
because  they  availed  themselves  of  the 
most  odious  prejudices  to  justify  their 
personal  attacks  upon  particular  Membera 
of  the  Administration.  Widely  different 
was  the  case  of  Mr.  Duffey.  Though 
called  a  libeller,  he  had  done  pnblic  ser- 
vice. No  greater  service  could  be  rendered 
than  by  a  man  who  fearlessly  came  for- 
ward and  disclosed  the  facts  which  he  had 
laid  before  the  public.  Was  it  to  be  en- 
dured that  even  on  a  trial  for  marder*-iii 
a  case  of  life  and  death,  juries  should  not 
be  fairly  constituted  ?  He  would  not  ac- 
cuse the  Irish  government  of  thirsting  for 
the  blood  of  prisoners,  bot  this  be  must 
say,  that  they  bad  followed  out  rules 
adopted  in  the  spirit  of  arbiirarv  caprice 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  spurn  ana  trample 
on  the  very  appearance  of  fairness  in  the 
administration  of  justice.  Wu  this  policy 
to  be  brought  to  bear  upon  England?  If 
so,  the  press  in  this,  country  must  be  con- 
ducted on  different  principlea  from  those 
upon  which  it  had  been  carried  on  daring 
the  last  ten  years.  It  certainly  could  not 
be  said,  that  during  the  period  to  which  he 
referred,  writera  or  speakera  in  this  country 
were  at  all  nealy-mouthed  when  comment- 
ing upon  the  administration  of  justice  or 
the  conduct  of  the  executive  goveraosent ; 
but,  then,  to  be  sure,  it  waa  the  late  Oo> 
vernment.  In  cooclusioD,  be  mast  declare 
that  giving  noble  liorda  and  right  boo. 
Gentlemen  opposite  credit  for  good  inten- 
tions, they  found  in  Ireland  a  spirit  whicb 
overruled  them  alt,  and  compelled  tbeoi 
to  convert  even  the  aword  of  justice  inio 
a  weapon  of  party  warfare. 

Sir  /.  Graham :  I  am  most  unwilling  to 
prolong  this  discusaian,  but  considering  the 
relation  in  which  I  stand  to  the  Irish  Go- 
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upon  the  acts  of  the  late  Government,  but 
from  an  anxiety  that  the  public  should 
judge  between  the  course  pursued  by  the 
aenrants  of  one  Government,  which  re- 
ceived the  recorded  approval  and  sanction 
of  the  learned  Gentleman,  and  that  line 
which  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  take  as 
one  who  had  been  soHcted  to  stand,  and 
whOj  as  a  countryman  of  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman, could  not  fail  to  take  a  deep  in- 
terest in  the  fate  of  that  election  :  and  he 
liad  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  should 
ibe  right  hon.  Gentleman  press  this  mo- 
tion to  a  division,  he  would  give  them  that 
support,  for  the  sake  of  consistency,  which 
he  gave  upon  a  motion  to  the  same  effect 
in  the  year  1831, 

Mr.  C  Buller  observed,  that  the  noble 
Lord  bad  acknowledged  canvassing  the 
city  of  Dublin,  but  had  said  he  did  so  in 
his  private  capacity,  and  with  no  intention 
of  bringing  the  influence  of  Government 
to  bear  But  the  influence  of  the  late 
grand  master  of  the  Orange-lodges  in 
Ireland  had  been  brought  to  bear,  and  he 
had  a  right  to  say  so  when  the  agents  of 
the  present  united  Government  went  forth 
to  canvass  without  the  consent  of  their 
iiipe'riors.  It  was  strange  that  when  the 
noole  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  had  ac- 
cused his  (Mr.  C.  Buller's)  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  of  sanctioning  this  intimi- 
dation,  he  conld  not  go  a  nttle  further, 
and  remember  that  such  was  the  work  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite.  He  would  leave 
the  two  noble  Lords  to  settle  that  point 
between  them.  It,  however,  really  would 
he  as  well  if  noble  Ijords  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  settle  amongst 
themselves  what  ought  to  be  the  policy  of 
the  Government  upon  Irish  questions,  in- 
steai)  of  presenting  the  unseemly  spectacle 
of  a  learned  Solicitor-general  attacking 
the  Irish  Secretary,  and  now  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  condemning,  by  implication, 
the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire.  The  important 
pan  of  the  sotject  which  had  been  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  was 
that  which  related  to  the  administration  of 
jostice  in  Ireland.  He  regretted,  for  the 
sake  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  for  whom 
he  had  a  sincere  respect,  that,  under  his 
Government,  there  had  taken  place  what, 
without  wishing  to  exaggerate,  he  must 
call  a  perversion  of  the  forms  and  sub- 
stance of  justice,  such  as  ought  to  inspire 
every  man  in  Ireland  and  this  country 
with  the  deepest  alarm.  He  did  not  blame 


the  noble  Lord ;  he  believed  that  he,  like 
other  leaders  of  Government,  was  actuated 
by  good  intentions,  but  their  good  inten- 
tions and  wise  policy  were  frustrated  by 
the  odious  instruments  which  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment must  use  in  Ireland.  He  had 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  have 
been  forced  to  tamper  with  the  constitution 
of  juries,  in  a  way  unknown  to  the  law 
and  practice  in  England.  It  could  not 
have  been  expected  that  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment would  have  entered  upon  a  crusade 
against  the  press.  It  might  have  been 
expected  from  the  experience  of  what  took 
place  under  the  last  Government  that  the 
most  abusive  libels  would  have  been  al- 
lowed to  be  published  with  impunity. 
What  a  contrast  was  presented  by  the  two 
trials  which  had  been  referred  to !  In  one 
rase  four  Orangemen  were  accused  of  the 
murder  of  a  Catholic,  and  upon  that  jury 
there  were  eleven  Protestants  to  one  Ca- 
tholic. The  prisoners'  counsel  objected 
to  the  jury,  but  the  Crown  prosecutor  in- 
sisted upon  retaining  every  one  of  them. 
In  the  other  case,  a  Catholic,  accused  of 
murder,  was  brought  to  trial  a  third  time, 
and  in  that  case  the  Crown  departed  from 
the  usual  rule,  and  in  order  to  secure  a 
conviction,  excluded  from  the  jury  all  Ca- 
tholics but  one,  so  that  it  might  be  said 
that  the  prisoner  was  tried  by  a  jury  of 
Protestants.  The  Solicitor.general  for 
Ireland  said,  that  the  Catholics  were  ex- 
cluded on  personal  grounds ;  but  it  was 
absurd  to  put  forward  such  an  excuse. 
This  was  a  most  important  question,  and, 
singular  enough,  it  had  again  been  raised 
in  the  case  of  the  man  who  had  ventured 
to  denounce  the  unjust  practice.  In  look- 
ing at  the  alleged  libel  there  certainly  ap- 
peared two  or  three  rash  sentences,  which 
no  admirer  of  an  accurate  style,  and  of  a 
calm  statement  of  facts,  could  possibly 
defend ;  but  contrasted  with  the  comments 
which  one  was  accustomed  to  read  in 
English  newspapers  on  the  conduct  of 
Government  and  the  administration  of 
justice,  the  article  appeared  to  be  one  of 
comparative  temperance  and  fairness. 
The  sting  of  the  article  was  not  so  much 
in  its  expressions  as  in  the  general  fairness 
of  its  statements  and  the  overwhelming 
force  of  its  facts.  When  the  prosecution 
was  determined  upon,  it  might  have  been 
supposed  that  the  Irish  Government  wished 
for  an  investigation  into  the  truth  of  the 
facts  alleged  by  the  newspaper — that  they 
were  anxious  to  prove  that  its  statements 
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were  mere  unfounded  calamnies.  With 
such  object,  a  prosecution  of  the  press 
would  have  been  fair  and  justiBable.  But 
what  was  the  course  pursued  upon  the 
trial  ?  The  question  at  issue  being  the 
parking  of  juries  by  the  exclusion  of  Ca- 
tholics, the  Crown  commenced  by  packing 
the  jury  in  precisely  the  same  way.  The 
Solicitor-general  for  Ireland  had  stated, 
upon  the  authority  of  the  Crown>solicitor, 
that  the  exclusion  of  the  Catholics  was 
the  result  of  pure  chance.  If  the  Crown- 
solicitor  would  seek  an  interview  with  M. 
Laplace,  and  endeavour  to  persuade  that 
learned  mathematician — [Sir  J.  Graham : 
He  is  dead.]  He  bad  forgotten  that.  But 
though  the  roan  was  dead,  his  doctrine 
lived ;  the  doctrine  of  chances  was  not 
extinct,  and  it  would  require  more  than 
the  declaration  of  the  Crown-solicitor  to 
satisfy  any  reasonable  man  that  eight  out 
of  nine  Catholics  were  excluded  by  mere 
chance.  The  occasion  was  one  upon 
which  the  Irish  Government  ought  to  have 
exercised  particular  caution.  They  had 
disclaimed  the  intention  of  governing 
Ireland  with  reference  to  party  or  sectarian 
feelings.  They  should  nave  taken  care 
that  nothing  should  have  been  left  to 
chance,  and  whatever  the  proportion  of 
Catholics  to  Protestants  might  have  been 
upon  the  whole  panel,  they  should  have 
determined  that  upon  the  jury  at  least  the 
proportion  should  have  been  a  fair  one. 
What  was  the  second  step  in  the  progress 
of  the  cause?  Did  the  Government  in- 
struct their  counsel  to  tay,  that  the  state- 
ments contained  in  the  newspapers  were 
false?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  The  truth 
or  falsehood  of  the  article  was  a  point 
carefully  excluded  from  the  con* 
sideratioD  of  the  jury.  The  Crown 
proved  that  the  newspaper  was  published 
in  Dublin  ;  and  upon  that  fact,  the  jury 
was  called  upon  to  convict  the  defend- 
ant. The  Chief  Justice  followed  op  these 
extraordinary  proceedings  by  a  charge 
quite  as  extraordinary.  It  was  not  usual 
for  judges  in  England  to  make  use  of  such 
language  as  a  "  diabolical*'  and  "  infa- 
mous** libel.  Such  language  did  not 
sound  properly  when  it  proceeded  from  the 
mouth  of  a  judge.  By  the  aid  of  a  judge's 
charge,  the  Government  obtained  a  con- 
viction. This  was  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  which  professed  moderation 
and  a  desire  not  to  give  a  triumph  to  any 
party.  Could  the  Government  suppose 
that  the  effect  of  the  trial  would  be  in- 


creased confidence  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  on  the  part  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  ?  They  had  given  the  people  of 
that  country  the  most  convincing  proof 
that  if  a  man  ventured  to  state  facts  which 
were  damning  to  the  character  of  the 
Government,  they  would  not  attempt  to 
dispute  the  truth  of  the  Btatement,  but 
would  rely  upon  those  atrocious  libel  lawa 
which  had  not  been  called  into  activity 
by  any  Government  since  the  administra- 
tion  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  He 
must,  however,  do  the  Duke  of  Welling* 
ton's  Government  the  justice  to  say,  that 
unwise  and  impolitic  as  state  prosecu- 
tions of  the  press  were,  on  general  princi* 
pies,  the  individuals  selected  for  prosecu- 
tion were  deserving  of  no  sympathy* 
because  they  availed  themselves  of  the 
most  odious  prejudices  to  iustify  their 
personal  attacks  upon  particular  Members 
of  the  Administration.  Widely  diffetenl 
was  the  case  of  Mr.  Duffey.  Though 
called  a  libeller,  he  had  done  public  ser« 
vice.  No  greater  service  could  be  rendered 
than  by  a  man  who  fearlessly  came  for- 
ward and  disclosed  the  facts  which  he  had 
laid  before  the  public.  Was  it  to  be  en- 
dured that  even  on  a  trial  for  mnrder-^n 
a  case  of  life  and  death,  juries  should  not 
be  fairly  constituted  ?  He  would  not  ac- 
cuse the  Irish  government  of  thirsting  for 
the  blood  of  prisoners*  but  this  he  must 
say,  that  they  bad  followed  out  rules 
adopted  in  the  spirit  of  arbitrary  caprice 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  spurn  and  trample 
on  the  very  appearance  of  fairness  in  the 
administration  of  justice.  Was  this  policy 
to  be  brought  to  bear  upon  England?  If 
so,  the  press  in  this,  country  must  be 
ducted  on  different  principles  from 
upon  which  it  had  been  carried  on  i 
the  last  ten  years*  It  certainly  coa 
be  said,  that  during  the  period  to 
referred,  writers  or  speakers  in  thb  < 
were  stall  mealy-mouthed  when 
ing  upon  the  administration  of  ji 
the  conduct  of  the  executive  go*' 
but,  theut  to  be  sorct  it  was  th 
veroment.  In  cooclusioo,  he  mi 
that  giving  uoble  liords  an'' 
Gentlemen  opposite  credit  foi 
tions,  they  found  in  Ireland  • 
overruled  them  all,  and  coa 
to  convert  even  the  sword  ol 
a  weapon  of  party  warfare. 

Sir  /.  Graham :  I  am  most 
prolong  this  discussion,  but  oe 
relation  in  which  I  stand  to 
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▼ernment  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right 
in  me  to  allow  the  debate  to  close  without 
addressing  a  few  observations  to  the  House; 
and  I  wul  do  so  the  more  readily,  because 
my  reliance  is  implicit  on  the  honour, 
impartiality,  and  singleness  of  purpose, 
and  the  solemn  assurances  of  my  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  that  Government, 
that  no  object  so  dear  to  his  heart,  no 
policy  in  his  opinion  so  indispensable  for 
the  safety  of  that  portion  of  the  empire 
with  the  government  of  which  he  is  en- 
trusted,  as  the  most  strict  and  impartial 
administration  of  justice.  Every  thing, 
therefore^  touching  this  pointy  is,  in  my 
opinion*  of  vital  importance.  Much  has 
been  said  during  the  debate  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  and 
especially  of  the  Attorney- general  of  that 
country.  But  who  is  the  first  law  offi- 
cer of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  ?  Is  he  un- 
known to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  ?  I  will  say  nothing  of 
his  having  been  Earl  Grey's  Attorney-ge- 
neral, but  was  he  not  Attorney-general 
under  Lord  Melbourne?  And,  notwith- 
standing the  squeamishness  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  on  the  present  occasion  as  to 
the  selection  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  for  political  considerations,  is  it  not 
notorious  that  the  the  only  offence  in  the 
eyes  of  Lord  Melbourne  committed  by  Mr. 
Blackbume,  the  Attorney-general  for  Ire- 
land, was  committed  in  1835,  when  he 
consented  to  serve  the  Government  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  It  was  on  that  account 
that  on  the  return  of  Lord  Melbourne  to 
power,  Mr.  Blackbume  was,  from  political 
considerations,  and  political  considerations 
only,  removed.  The  Attorney-general  for 
Ireland  is  a  gentleman  of  high  honour  and 
unblemished  character — ^a  gentleman  who 
has  been  trusted  by  various  Administrations, 
and  one  whose  integrity  and  capacity  as  a 
lawyer  has  never  been  impugned.  Such  is 
the  first  law  officer  of  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  intend  to  foUow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  in  his 
vague  and  general  statements,  nor  shall  I 
enter  on  all  the  topics  broached  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan.  I  will  not, 
for  instance,  follow  him  into  the  particulars 
of  the  appointment  of  Baron  Ldlroy  to  the 
bench,  though  that  circumstance  has  been 
made  the  most  of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  believe  that  Baron  Lefroy's  learn- 
ing is  undoubted,  and  that  his  moral 
dmiaeter  is  unassailable — and  I  will  not, 
therefore,  stop  to  assert  them.  It  is  true 
that  some  twelve  or  fourteen  years  since. 


at  a  trying  period  to  the  Government  in 
Ireland,  he  took  a  strong  part  in  politics. 
But  is  that  a  bar,  in  the  eyes  of  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  to  promotion  to  the 
bench  ?  Was  it  the  practice  of  the  late 
Administration  to  permit  political  partisan- 
ship to  act  as  an  obstacle  to  judicial  promo- 
tion }  I  ask  them  to  look  at  the  case  of 
Sergeant  O'Loughlin,  who  was  promoted 
to,  if  not  the  highest  judicial  station  in 
Ireland,  certainly  the  next  to  it.  Yet, 
Sergeant  0*Loughlin  is  well  known  to  have 
been  a  pretty  warm  politician.  It  may  be 
said  that  the  learned  Sergeant  was  appointed 
to  an  equity  Judgeship ;  but  he  was  pre- 
viously appointed  to  the  bench  as  a  Barn 
of  the  Exchequer,  which  is  a  criminal 
judgeship.  I  will  run  through  the  list  of 
the  legal  appointments  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  There  is  Judge  Perrin, 
who  was  their  Attorney-general  in  that 
country;  Chief  Baron  Wolfe,  who  had 
been  Attorney-general;  Baron  Richards, 
who  had  been  Solicitor  and  Attorney- 
general  ;  Chief  Baron  Brady,  who  had  been 
Attomey.general ;  and  Mr.  Justice  Ball, 
who  had  been  Attorney-general  also.  These 
were  their  appointments,  and  any  one  is 
able  to  answer  the  question  whether  or  not 
they  were  made  through  political  partisan- 
ship, or  from  other  more  abstract  motives. 
Having  enumerated  these  several  appoint- 
ments, I  will  say,  that  one  and  all  of  them 
had  found  their  way  to  the  judicial  bench 
by  means  of  political  partisanship.  I  have 
shown,  then,  that  in  the  estimation  of  the 
late  Government,  so  far  from  active  political 
partisanship  being  a  ground  of  exclusion,  it 
was  the  most  direct  course  to  the  judicial 
bench.  Some  comment  has  been  made  upon 
the  circumstance  that  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Jocelyn),  who  holds  an  office  in  the 
Household,  and  who,  being  an  Irishman, 
and  taking  an  active  part  in  Irish  politics, 
has  avowed  that  he  canvassed  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Gregory,  the  Conservative  Member,  at 
the  election  for  Dublin.  But  is  it  gene- 
rally considered  that  the  accident  of  holding 
an  honorary  situation  should  prevent  a  man 
taking  an  active  part  in  political  matters. 
[]"Yes."]  Does  that  reply  arise  from 
innocence,  or  is  it  not  rather  from  forget- 
fulness  ?  The  conduct  of  the  party  opposite 
was  not  marked  by  any  such  squeamishness 
in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chat- 
ham, who,  holding  a  position  in  the  house- 
hold of  her  Majesty  much  higher  than  that 
which  is  filled  by  my  noble  Friend  in  the 
household  of  tho  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, took  a  most  active  part  in  the  contested 
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election  in  favour  of  the  libend  party.     I 
believe  that  hon.  Gentleman  discharged  the 
arduous  duties  of  chairman  of  the  West- 
minster Election  Committee^  and  took  an 
active  part  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
t  see  opposite  (Mr.  Leader),  though  holding 
at  the  time  the  office  of  Comptroller  of  her 
Majesty's    Household.     Other    points    of 
minor  importance  have  been    introduoed 
into  this  discussion,  bat  I  admit,  at  once, 
that  the  question  of  paramount  importance 
is  that  with  regard  to  the  mode  in  which 
justice   is  administered  in  Ireland.     And 
here  I  must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  in 
the  unhappy   state  of  party  divisions  in 
Ireland,  arisina  principsdly  from  religious 
differences  in  that  country,  tliere  is  a  pecu- 
liar difficulty   attending    trials  by   jury. 
This  unhappy  fact  it  is  impossible  to  deny. 
It  is  of  the  last  importance,  not  only  that 
the  administration  of  justice  in  the  shape 
of  trial  by  jury  should  be  carefully  guarded 
against  abuse,  but  that  every  unfair  attack 
made  upon  the  Government,  imputing  to 
them  partiality  and  injustice  in  reference  to 
this  subject,  should  be  viewed  with  peculiar 
jealousy.     Now,  first,  with  regard  to  the 
attack  which  has  been  made  on  the  ground 
of  the  partiality  with  which  juries  have 
been  constituted,  so  far  as  the  Government 
of  Ireland   is  concerned.     The  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
in  adverting  to  this  point,  has  alluded  to 
the  analogy  with  regard  to  juries  between 
Ireland  and  England.  I  wish  I  could  admit 
that  that  analogy  was  perfect,  but  I  find 
from  the  unfortunate  circumstance  to  which 
I  have  just  adverted,  that  it  is  difficult  to 
maintain  that  it  is  so ;  and  I  will  proceed 
to  illustrate  the  difference  which  exists 
between  the  two  cases  by  a  fact  which  all 
will  allow.    In  this  country  it  is  a  circum- 
stance unknown,  to  S3e  a  prisoner  exercise 
the  right  of  challenge  to  the  extent  to  which 
it  is  carried  in  Ireland.     In  the  trial  of 
Hughes,  to  which  reference  has  been  made, 
I   believe  the  prisoner  set  aside  twenty 
jurymen.     From  what  circumstance  does 
this  excessive  exercise  of  the  right  of  chal- 
lenge   arise?      From  the    unhappy    and 
divided  state  of  society  in  Ireland,  resulting 
in  the  most  bitter  jealousy,  and  the  most 
angry  and  hostile  feelings,  and  if  the  law 
officers  of  the   Crown  were  to  allow  the 
exercise  of  this  right  of  peremptory  chal- 
lenge to  the  extent  to  which  it  is  too  fre- 
quently pressed  on  the  part  of  a  prisoner,  if 
he  be  tried  singly,  and  much  more  so  if 
more  prisoners  than  one  be  tried  at  one  time^i 
without  exercinog  a  corre^nding  chal- 


lenge upon  the  pert  of  the  Crown,  jmi 
may  talk  to  me  of  justice,  but  it  would  be 
a  prostitutba  of   the  term,    and   would 
practically  amount  to  impunity  for  the  most 
heinous  crimes.     It  is  absolutely  neoessary , 
for  the  purposes  of  justice^  when  the  ri§ht«f 
challenge  is  exercised  in  this  manner  by  the 
accused  J  that  the  corresponding  right  of  the 
Crown  should  be  maiotaiaea  and  acted 
upon.     My  noble  Friend  has  put  rae  in 
miad  that  the  case  of  two  prisoners  being 
tried  together,  and  exercising  their  extrame 
right  of  diallenge,  is  no  idoJ  one — for  it 
actually  occurred  at  the  assiaes  at  Clonmel, 
where  two  persons  who  were  indicted  totge- 
thersetaride  no  fewer  than  fortyjurors.  Isay, 
therefore,  that  unless  the  right  of  challenge 
on  the  part  of  the  prisoner  be  counteracted 
by  a  corresponding  exercise  of  that  right  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown,  we  might  preserve 
the  semblance  of  justice,  but  praotically  we 
should  establish  nothing  but  impunity  for 
every  species  of  crime  under  the  seitiblanoe 
of  trial  by  jury.    Every  thing,  of  course, 
depends  upon^the  manner  in  which  the  right 
of  challenge  may  be  exercised  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown,  and  I  contend  that  in  the 
case  which  has  been  referred  to,  and  in  all 
others  in  which  the  GoTemmeot  have  been 
concerned,  it  has  been  exercised  by  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  in  conformity  with 
old  and  established  rules.     I  assert  most 
positively  that  in  the  case  of  Hughes  the 
right  was  so  exercised,  when  twenty -four 
persons  were  ordered  to  stand  by ;  and  in 
each  dase  in  perfect  conformity  with  those 
rules  to  which  i  allude,  and  which  were 
not  established  by  the  present  Government, 
but  by  former  Govemmenta,  and  in  the 
main,  I  believe,  they  were  framed  by  Chief 
Baron   Brady,   when  he  was  Attorney- 
general  to  the  late  Government.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dungarvon 
thouffht  fit  to  pass  the  fact  by  altogether ; 
but  I  assert  it  on  the  authority  of  one 
whose  veracity  is  above    suspicion,    and 
whose  integrity  as  a  man,  any  more  than 
his  ability  as  a  lawyer^  no  one  doubti^— 
namely,  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland.    As  one  of  the  Lords  Justicea  of 
Ireland,  it  was  the  painful  duty  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  pass  in  review  all  the 
circumstances    of   the    case  of    Hughes. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  acting  under  the 
heaviest  responsibility  which  rests  on  any 
individual — having  to  decide  whether  the 
law  should  take  its  course  in  the  caae  of  a 
fellow-creature  left  for  execution«-*enteied 
upon  the  strictest  investigation  of  all  the 
ciraumitances  connectad  with  the  aaseijmd 
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fatf  attention  was  spedallj  directed  to  the 
sight  of  peremptory  ohallenge  exercised  hy 
the  Crown  on  that  occasion.    He  saw  the 
atatemenks  of  counsel,  he  examined  the 
Crown-solicitor,  he  examined  all  the  facts 
of  .the  case  separately ;  and  the  result  of  his 
investigation  was  that  all  the  Catholics  who 
were  set  aside  were  set  aside  on  the  fair  inter- 
pretation .of  the  standing  rules  issued  hy  Mr. 
Brady,  and  acted  on  since  then.     Others  of 
the  jury  who  were  set  aside  were  challenged 
as  being  publicans.     I  will  not  enter  into 
the  dispute  arising  out  of  the  interpretation 
of  the  term  '*  ordinary  publican  ;'*  it  is 
sufficient  for  me  to  know,  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  after  the  most  mature  consider- 
ation, satisfied  himself  that  they  had  been 
properly  set  aside.  In  the  case  of  M'Donell, 
however,  there  were  doubts,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  took  great  pains  to  investigate 
U>  and  having  done  so  was  satisfied  that  in 
that  case,  also,  the  challenge  had  been  pro- 
perly made,  and  the  juror  justly  set  aside, 
according^  to  the  rules  and  practice  of  the 
court.    The  investigation,   then,    on    the 
part  of  the  Government,  has  been  careful 
and  complete.     No  new  rule  has  been  es- 
tablished to  meet  present  purposes,  but  the 
Government  has  acted  upon  the  practice 
whidi  Was  instituted  by  the  responsible  per- 
sons connected  with  former  Governments. 
The  parties  who  exercised  the  right  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  have  been   called   to 
aooouni  in  the  strictest  manner  by   the 
highest  law  authority   in    Ireland,  who, 
having  carefully  examined  the  whole  of 
^e  faots,  and  entering  upon  his  investiga- 
tion with  Ihe  English  notions  of  an  Eng- 
lish lawjrer,  of  the  highest  eminence,  and 
bringing  those  English    notions  to    bear 
upon  the  administration  of  justice  in  Ire- 
land— ^having  to  decide  whether  the  con- 
viction was  good,  and  whether  the  last 
penaky  of  the  law  should  be  inflicted,  had 
decided  in  favour  of  the  conviction,  and, 
Gonae^wently,  the  law  was  allowed  to  take 
its  Qoune.  '  In  the  case  of  the  libel  in  the 
Newry  Examiner ,  there  is  a  pretty  strong 
presuoiption  that  the  party  felt  that  he 
bad  no  vindication,  for  he  pleaded  guilty 
and  no  trial  took  place.     With  respect  to 
the  article  which  was  tried,  and  which  re- 
flected on  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland,  every  person   who  has  read  the 
article  must  be  aware  that  the  language 
employed  in  it  is  not  that  of  fair  discussion, 
and  could  not,  in  a  country  circumstanced 
like  Ireland,  be  passed  by  unnoticed.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  admitted  that 
mgaoig  of  the  expressions  in  the  article  were 


not  suited  to  fair  discussion.  [Mr.C.  Buller : 
I  stated  that  the  sting  of  the  article  was  in 
its  temperance  and  truth/]  The  temperance 
of  the  article  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
threw  overboard ;  and,  with  respect  to  its 
truth,  I  have  proved,  on  the  authority  of  a 
disinterested  witness,  that  the  exercise  of 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  was  necessary 
for  the  due  administration  of  justice.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  talked  about  fair  com- 
ments  on  the  executive  Government.  Now, 
it  is  not  my  duty  or  misfortune  to  read  all 
the  articles  which  appear  in  the  Irish  news* 
papers  on  the  present  executive  Govern- 
ment, but  I  believe  their  tone  is  not  more 
moderate  than  in  former  days.  With  re- 
spect to  attacks  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Government,  it  is  not  the  policy,  nor  the 
wish,  nor  disposition  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  resent  them  by  prosecution ; 
but,  for  the  sake  of  justice,  for  the  sake  of 
peace,  for  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order,  articles  of  the  description  of  that 
which  appeared  in  the  Vindicator  must  be 
punished.  I  am  certainly  of  opinion,  on 
the  whole,  that  the  conviction  of  Hughes 
was  consistent  with  justice  and  law ;  and 
that  the  remarks  made  upon  that  trial  were 
of  a  dangerous  character,  and  that  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government  to 
notice  them. 

Viscount  Palmerston  concurred  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  doing  full  justice 
to  the  pure  and  good  intentions  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment. He  had  known  the  noble  Lord 
for  many  years,  and  he  felt  convinced  that 
it  was  impossible  for  any  man  to  bring  to 
the  performance  of  the  high  functions  with 
which  he  was  intrusted,  better  intentions. 
He  was  also  ready,  in  common  with  all 
who  had  taken  part  in  the  present  debate, 
to  do  justice  to  the  intentions  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eliot) ;  and  if  he 
said,  that,  after  all  that  had  passed  that 
evening,  he  did  not  think  that  those  who 
had  spoken  on  ihe  other  side  had  given 
full  and  satisfactory  answers  to  the  matters 
brought  into  question,  npliody  would  sus- 
pect that  he  imputed  any  intentional  de- 
fault of  duty  to  either  of  those  two  noble 
Lords ;  but  it  turned  out,  as  it  was  pre- 
dicted before  the  present  Government 
came  into  office,  and  as  it  had  been  re- 
peated since,  that  they  laboured,  in  the 
adroioistration  of  the  Irish  Governmenti 
under  difficulties  with  which  it  was  scarcely 
possible  for  them  successfully  to  struggle. 
They  had  to  administer  (he  government  of 


303 


CondiLct  of  the 


{COMMONS} 


Irish  GovemtMni,        304 


a  great  nation  by  means  of  a  minority  of 
the  people,  which  minority  held  opinions, 
on  many  subjects,  entirely  at  variance  with 
the  great  mass  of  the  people;  distrasting, 
on  their  side,  the  majority,  and  being,  on 
the  other  side,  distrusted  by  them,  so  that 
there  could  be  no  contldence  between  them. 
He  was  sorry  to  say,  that  there  did  not 
exist  much  good  will  on  either  side.  This 
was  the  difficulty  with  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  contend ;  and  it  was  not  sur- 
prising that,  with  the  best  intentions  to  do 
that  which  was  right,  they  should  be 
obliged  to  work  with  the  only  instruments 
it  was  in  their  power  to  employ,  and  fail 
in  accomplishing  the  end  they  purposed 
when  they  first  commenced  the  adminis- 
tration. The  noble  Lord  had  truly  stated 
that  the  Government  could  not  be  expected 
to  confer  high  appointments  on  their  poli- 
tical adversaries ;  that  it  was  natural  and 
necessary  that  they  should  look  for  persons 
to  fill  appointments  among  those  who  were 
connected  with  them  in  general  political 
sentiments,  and  that  there  was  nothing  un- 
reasonable in  the  mode  and  extent  in 
which  they  had  appointed  their  political 
friends.  Now,  against  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  O'Loghlen,  Mr.  Perrin,  Mr.  Woulfe, 
and  Mr.  Ball,  he  did  not  think  any  reason- 
able objection  could  be  found.  But  what- 
ever might  be  the  legal  eminence  of  Mr. 
Lefroy,  or  the  merits  of  his  personal  cha- 
racter', he  still  must  say,  that  his  was  an 
unfortunate  appointment.  For  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Serjeant  Jack- 
son) he  felt  the  highest  respect  indivi- 
dually— no  man's  personal  character  could 
stand  higher;  yet  he  did  not  think  his  ap- 
pointment fortunate.  He  would  not 
mention  appointments  of  a  subordinate 
grade  in  Ireland,  but  he  must  say,  that  he 
concurred  entirely  in  those  observations 
which  had  been  made  on  the  selection,  by 
Government,  of  persons  to  fill  prominent 
stations  having  a  material  influence  on  the 
administration  of  justice.  He  did  not 
think  any  satisfactory  reason  had  been 
given  for  the  composition  of  the  jury  which 
had  been  animadverted  on.  They  were 
told  that  the  exclusion  of  Catholics  from 
the  jury,  when  Catholics  were  tried,  was 
the  result  of  a  rule  established  before  the 
present  Government  came  into  power,  and 
was  acted  on  by  those  who  preceded  them ; 
but,  considering  the  temper  of  men's 
minds  in  Ireland,  he  thought  no  rule  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  exist,  if  its  operation  ne- 
cessarily led  to  the  coaititulion  of  aa  en- 


tirely Protestant  jury  to  try  a  Catholic 
He  thought  that  the  present  debate  had 
been  extremely  useful  in  drawing  co  these 
matters  the  attention  of  those  Members  of 
the  Government  who  were  not  only  ansioan 
that  justice  should  be  done  in  Ireland,  bat 
that  the  belief  should  prevail  among  the 
people  that  justice  was  done — a  matter 
scarcely  less  important  than  doing  justice* 
He  could  not  but  think  that  this  debate 
would  have  a  beneficial  eflPect,  because  he 
was  persuaded  that  the  two  right  boa. 
Baronets,  whom  he  saw  opposite,  and  that 
the  two  noble  Lords  immediately  con- 
nected with  the  Government  of  Ireland, 
would,  as  far  as  lay  in  their  power— -and 
they  had  the  power,  if  they  chose  to  exert 
it-- in  future,  take  care,  first  of  all,  in  se- 
lecting persons,  to  fill  judicial  situations, 
from  among  their  political  friends,  not  to 
choose  those  who  would  excite  distrust  in 
the  mass  of  the  people;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  would  endeavour,  in  selecting  juries, 
that,  somehow  or  other,  they  should  be  so 
composed  as  to  afford  the  appearance  of 
fairness  and  impartiality.  He  must  say 
that  the  debate  was  gratifying  and  satis* 
factory  in  another  respect  also.  Any  per- 
son who  had  sat  in  that  House,  for  any 
great  number  of  years,  must  be  gratified 
in  comparing  the  tone  and  temper  of  the 
present  debate,  with  those  which  some 
former  debates,  in  antecedent  periods,  used 
to  have,  when  Irish  subjects  were  brought 
under  discussion.  The  tone  and  temper 
of  the  present  debate  were  exceedingly 
honourable  to  both  sides  of  the  House ; 
and  he  must  say,  it  was  indicative  of  a 
great  change,  and  a  great  mitigation  of 
party  feeling  in  Ireland.  If  this  were  the 
case,  the  conduct  of  his  two  noble  Friends, 
Lords  Normanby  and  Fortescue,  had 
greatly  conduced  to  bring  about  the 
change.  From  the  impartiality  with  which 
they  administered  their  high  functions, 
their  administration  did  tend,  undonbledly, 
greatly  to  assuage  the  asperity  of  ptrty 
feeling  in  Ireland ;  and  he  thought  he  saw 
the  fruits  of  their  labour  and  moderation 
in  the  present  debate.  He  was  convinced 
that  his  noble  Friends  who  now  had  the 
conduct  of  Irish  affairs,  would  endeavour 
to  pursue  the  same  course,  and  he  trusted 
they  would  overbear  that  local  resistance 
which  he  knew  they  must  find  among  some 
portions  of  those  by  whom  they  were  sup- 
ported. With  respect  to  the  particular 
papers  moved  for,  it  did  not  appear  that 
thoM  who  apoke  on  the  other  aide  had  io* 
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limated  any  inteotion  to  oppose  their  pro- 
duction. He  presumed,  from  the  course 
which  the  debate  had  taken,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  grant  the  papers.  He  did 
not  think  the  explanation  given  on  the 
subject  was  clear  and  satisfactory ;  and  it 
was  due  to  the  character  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  those  papers  should  be  pro- 
duced. If  the  Government  objected  to 
their  production,  he  should  be  prepared  to 
divide  with  his  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Gregory  said,  at  that  late  period 
he  did  not  intend  to  trespass  on  the  kind- 
ness of  the  House,  but  merely  to  correct 
an  erroneous  statement  that  fell  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  in  the  course 
of  his  speech.  The  right  hon.  Member 
stated,  that  at  a  certain  meeting  in  Dublin 
he  had  made  a  "solemn  pledge  "—-and, 
accompanied  as  his  statement  was  with 
such  elevation  of  manner  and  exaggeration 
of  importance  that  usually  precedes  im- 
portant revelations — no  doubt  hon.  Mem- 
bers imagined  that  he  had  solemnly 
pledged  himself  to  some  dark  and  desper- 
ate act;  but  no!— he  had  merely  given 
a  solemn  pledge  to  oppose  the  present 
system  of  education  ?  But  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  his  malig- 
nity did  not  proceed  even  so  far  as  that. 
He  made  no  promise,  and  he  gave  no 
pledge  that  he  would  vote  against  the 
grant  for  education.  He  merely  stated, 
universally,  that  he  disapproved  of  that 
education  of  which  the  Scripture  did  not 
form  the  basis,  and  that  he  would  do 
everything  in  his  power  to  endeavour  to 
obtain  a  system  founded  on  religious 
principles.  Of  that  language,  and  of  these 
sentiments*  he  did  not  retract  one  word — 
one  syllable.  And  now  as  the  subject  of 
education  had  been  mentioned,  he  roust 
be  permitted  to  observe,  as  a  matter  of 
consolation  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan, that  the  title  and  appellation  of 
Government  candidate,  which,  as  he 
alleges,  bears  such  undue  influence  with  it, 
would  not  be  regarded  as  so  essential  to 
the  success  of  any  future  candidate  for 
Dublin.  The  unnecessary,  he  might  also 
say  unworthy,  taunt  of  the  noble  I^rd  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  against  the  whole 
body  of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland, 
would  not  be  a  matter  of  indifference  to 
7,000  Conservative  electors  of  Dublin, 
who  have  still  some  respect  and  affection 
for  the  ministers  of  their  religion.  He 
should  like,  however,  before  he  concluded, 
to  ask  the  bon.  Gentlemao  whether  this 


was  the  time  and  place  to  put  forward 
such  allegations  as  to  the  undue  influence 
exerted  by  her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Ireland  at  the  late  electioh  for  Dublin  ? 
Was  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that, 
immediately  on  the  close  of  the  election 
for  that  city,  a  petition  was  lodged  against 
his  (Mr.  Gregory's)  return,  and  among  the 
various  acts  of  delinquency  imputed  to 
him  and  his  supporters,  none  occupied  so 
prominent  a  place  as  the  undue  influence 
and  intimidation  made  use  of  by  the  Irish 
court  in  favour  of  the  Government  candi- 
date. Well,  then,  what  was  the  result  of 
the  petition  ?  It  was  not  merely  unsuccess- 
ful— but  not  even  prosecuted.  Surely  the 
electors  of  Dublin,  who  framed  that  peti- 
tion, were  not  so  obtuse  as  to  abandon  it 
with  a  fair  chance  of  success,  and  to  leave 
it  to  the  lynx-eyed  acuteness  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  to  discover  the 
importance  of  the  charges?  He  could 
perfectly  imagine  in  his  own  mind  the 
rapturous  exultation  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  the  Opposition  on  the  bringing  up  of 
the  report,  wherein  would  be  fully  sub- 
stantiated and  elicited  the  various  mis- 
deeds and  unconstitutional  proceedings  of 
the  Government.  But,  as  he  fully  anti- 
cipated, the  result  and  upshot  of  that 
motion,  as  far  as  his  particular  position  was 
concerned,  had  been  to  prove  that  in  no 
previous  election  was  there  ever  such  strict 
impartiality  pursued  as  on  the  present. 
Not  only  had  it  come  out,  that  not  even 
did  the  officers  of  the  Lord-lieutenant's 
household  refrain  from  canvassing— but 
even,  as  much  as  possible,  avoided  being 
seen  in  the  streets  during  the  election. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lynn 
(Viscount  Jocelyn)  had  fully  explained 
his  motives  in  accompanying  him  in  his 
canvass,  and  had  denied  even  the  cog- 
nisance of  the  Lord-lieutenant  as  to  his 
proceeding.  With  the  votes  and  speeches 
of  1 831,  he  (Mr.  Gregory)had  now  nothing 
to  do ;  but  had  only  to  congratulate  her 
Majesty's  Government  that  it  was  such 
unfounded  accusations  as  those  that  had 
proved  its  complete  fairness  and  impar- 
tiality. 

Sir  R.  Peel  then  rose  and  said.  Sir, 
the  noble  Lord,  towards  the  conclusion  of 
his  speech,  expressed  a  confident  expect"^ 
ation  that  the  Government  did  not  intend 
to  oppose  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan. I  think  I  should  be  far  more 
warranted  in  expressiog  a  confident  ex« 
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pecUition  that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
dhd  not  mean  to  take  the  tense  of  the 
Houie  upon  this  subject;  for  those  who 
have  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  heard  denonciations  of 
the  Irish  Government,  of  partiality  in  the 
administration  of  justice,  and  an  impeach- 
ment of  their  conduct  in  respect  to  the 
■election  of  jurors,  and  of  course  thej 
would  suppose  that  his  motion  had  some 
connection  with  his  charge.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  whole  result  of  his  charge 
against  the  Government  of  Ireland  is  a 
motion  for  tlie  correspondence  re'lative  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  St.  George.  Now  ob- 
serve, at  the  eariieat  period  of  the  Session 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  gave  notice  of  a 
motion  on  the  subject  of  the  trial  of 
Hughes.  He  presented  the  very  petition 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred,  and  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man eEpvessed  his  surprise  at  not  having 
excited  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  pre- 
sented that  petition,  and  gave  a  notice  at 
an  early  period  of  the  Session.  He  has 
withdrawn  that  notice;  he  has  returned  to 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dungarvan  now 
brings  forward  certain  cases,  and  all  he 
asks  is  for  the  correspondence  relating  to 
a  matter  totally  different,  viz.  the  restora- 
•lioD  of  a  gentleman  who  had  been  removed 
Irom  the  magistracy.  Now,  with  respect 
to  Mr.  St.  George,  I  have  the  honour  of  a 
personal  acquaintance  with  that  gentle- 
man. I  have  known  him  from  a  very 
early  period  of  my  life,  and  I  believe  a 
more  truly  honourable  man  does  not  exist. 
But  at  the  aame  time  I  must  say,  that  I 
think  the  letter  he  wrote  to  Lord  Nor* 
manby,  the  representative  of  her  Majgity 
in  Ireland,  was  not  warranted,  and  that  it 
juati6ed  bis  removal  from  the  commission 
of  the  peace.  Upon  the  accession  of  the 
present  Government  in  Ireland,  no  step 
whatever  was  taken  with  regard  to  the  re- 
storation of  Mr.  St.  George  to  the  ma- 
gistraey;  but  a  memorial  from  aeveral 
magistrates  of  the  county  of  Gal  way,  from 
gentlemen  knowing  the  respectability  of 
his  character,  his  efforts  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  people,  and  the  integrity 
of  his  purpose,  did  petition  the  Govern- 
•nent  to  restore  him  to  the  commission  of 
the  peace.  That  memorial  was  forwarded 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  by  the  Lord«lieo- 
tMantof  the  QOUiiC|«*«  iioid-lietttMiaiit 
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opposed  in  politics  to  the  Govemmeot«-4 
political  friend  of  Lord  Normanby  joined 
in  the  recommendation.  Why,  it  may  bt 
supposed  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire« 
land  was  anxious  to  avail  himself  of  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  restoring  a  gentle* 
man  whose  political  opinions  were  in  oon- 
currence  with  his  own  ;  bat  still  he  took 
no  step,  but  asked  Mr.  St.  George  to  make 
some  reparation  for  his  offence  to  Lord 
Normanby.  Mr.  8t.  George  hesitated  as 
to  terms,  but  some  explanation  was 
offered,  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  com- 
municated  to  the  present  Lord-lieutenant* 
and  asked  him  whether  he  conaidesed  that 
that  was  sufficient,  it  being  aocompanied 
by  a  disclaimer  of  having  the  slightest  in- 
tention to  do  anything  that  was  oftnaive 
to  Lord  Normanby.  The  present  Lord- 
lieutenant  said  to  the  Lord  Chanoelbr 
that  if  the  case  were  his  he  should  he 
satisfied  with  the  explanation ;  aod  upon 
that,  the  recommendation  of  Uie  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  the  county  was  acceded  to, 
and  Mr.  St.  George  was  reatored  to  the 
commission  of  the  peaee.  Now,  can  there 
be  any  public  object  to  be  gained  by  call- 
ing for  the  correspondence :  and  is  it  not 
a  miserable  conclusion  of  the  apeech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  hia  impasaiooed 
declamation,  to  call  for  nothing  mere  than 
this  by-gone  correspondence  ?  Surely  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  feel  that  the  motioD 
he  has  made  has  no  necessary  connect  on 
with  his  speech,  and  that  he  wiH  not  aak 
his  right  hon.  and  hon.  Friends  near 
him  to  concur  with  him  in  such  a  motion. 
I  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  oppoaite  in 
reference  to  all  countries,  and  particularly 
to  Ireland,  circumstanced  as  she  is,  that  it 
is  not  sufficient  that  justice  should  he 
purely  administered,  hut  that  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  the  oomlbrt,  and 
peaoe^  and  satisfaction  of  the  people,  that 
there  should  be  confidence  on  their  part  in 
the  administrators  of  that  justice,  aiid  that 
the  administration  of  justice  has  loatihe 
whole  of  its  advantages,  unless  it  be 
accompanied  with  a  conviction  on  the 
minds  of  those  with  respect  to  whom  that 
administration  is  to  take  plaoe  that  justice 
will  be  done.  Aod  when  the  noble  Lord 
contrasted  the  tone  of  this  with  the  lone  of 
all  former  debates  on  Ireland,  and  conai- 
dered  it  an  indication  of  an  abated  aoimo- 
sity,  I  think  it  is  a  proof  that  my  two 
noble  Friends,  the  Lord«lieuteoant  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  have  not 
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noUe  Lofd  had  no  right  to  draw  a  conclu- 
•ioo  thai  Bay  noble  Friends  have  not  boc- 
cettkd  in  Iheir  ^at  ol^ject  of  reatoring 
fwace  lo  Ireland.     I  iraa  taunted  in  1 839, 
whan  I  was  out  of  office,  that  it  was 
imfmaaiUe  I  ^nid  advise  the  Grown  to 
asake  satisfactory  afypointmeata  for  Iieland, 
and  the  langoage  with  respect    fo  the 
higher  offices  was  this :— I  was  told,  and 
justly  told,  that  whaleirer  declarations  I 
osade  as  to  oiy  intention  lo  govern  Ireland 
IB  a  ooneilialorj  manner,  yet  my  appoiot- 
ments  to  the  chief  offices  would  be  a  aioch 
better  indicalion  of  my  intentions  than  any 
auch  declarations*     What  have  been  the 
appeintaienis  ?    I  take  the  appointment 
of  the  Lord*'laentenant.     Depend  upon  it, 
he,  with  that  knowledge  of  the  world,  and 
firmness  of  purpose  which  he  possesses, 
did  not  undertake  that  office  without  de- 
lermifitng  to  submit  to  no  agent  to  dictate 
to  him.    There  was  no  man  who  made 
fleeter  sacrifices  than  my  noble  Friend  in 
•ndartaUng  the  administration  of  Ireland; 
I  mean  sacrifices  of  a  domestic  nature. 
Nothing  but  a  sense  of  public  doty  did 
tndttce  him  to  undertake  the  adoiinistm- 
lion  of  Ireland,  and  foregoing  those  pur- 
tuils  which  formed  the  delight  of  his  life ; 
hot  be  would  not  retain  that  office  an 
hour  wdkss  he  were  permitted  to  follow 
the  diotfttes  of  his  own  good  sense.     But 
the  noble  Lord  has  spoksn  in  such  hand- 
aome  tetms,  such  deserved  terms,  of  my 
noble  Friend,  that  I  need  say  nothing 
more  for  hinu    Then  as  to  the  office  of 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland— one  scarcely 
loss  important— could  a  higher  indication 
4m  fiven  of  the  apirit  in  which  the  ad- 
minisication  of  Ireland  should  be  con« 
doctad  than  the  appointment  of  my  noble 
Fffiend?    The   House  will  probably  re- 
eollent  that  it  was  said  in  a  disoussion 
•upon  some  domestic  matters  in  Ireland, 
great  difficulties  must  be  opposed  to  the 
sekctaonofmy  noble  Friend ;  but  I  thought 
it  was  my  duty,  in  concurrence  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  to  propose  my  noble 
Friend  as  Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland ;  and 
I  consider  those  two  nominations  of  the 
two  great  posts  in  Ireland  to  be  a  decisive 
piDof  of  the  administration  of  afiairs  in 
that  oountry.    And  now  take  the  Lord 
Chaneellor  of  Ireland.    Did  any  man  ever 
complain  of  his  political  course  in  Ireland? 
During  the  period  he  was  in  office  in  1835, 
did  he  not  obtain  the  good  opinion  of  the 
iw  ftr  the  gaeat  oatteat  of  his  pcofeaaioaal 


knowledge,  and  the  goodwill  of  all  parties 
for  hts  impartiality  ?  I  proposed  his  re- 
appointment as  Lord  Chancellor,  and  he 
is  acting  in  1842  in  the  same  spirit  4n 
which  he  acted  in  1635.  There  has  net 
been  a  caae  that  has  ctime  before  the  Oo- 
vermnent  of  Ireland  to  which  he  has  net 
applied  the  acuteness  of  his  mind  and  his 
professional  assistance,  to  secure  the  4tte 
administration  of  justice.  Was  it  possible, 
f  ask,  that  any  arrangement  could  be 
made,  if  i  had  taken  the  choice  of  aH  par- 
ties, and  disavowed  all  party  eonsidera- 
tions  in  the  three  appointmenu,  that  coifld 
constitute  a  greater  proof  of  the  way  in 
which  the  afiairs  of  Ireland  would  be  ad- 
ministered? The  right  boo.  Gentleman 
said  that  1  gave  an  assurance  Chat  the  ap- 
poiotaients  should  be  made  without  re- 
ference to  party  considerations,  if  1  had 
said  in  such  general  terms  that  such  con- 
siderations should  not  influenoe  theoourse 
of  the  Government,  it  could  not  be  sup- 
posed that  I  ther^y  meant  that  the  se- 
lection of  persons  to  fill  the  chief  offices  of 
state  should  be  made  from  my  political 
opponents.  Gentlemen  opposite  could 
never  have  been  simple  enough  to  believe 
that  I  should  have  resorted  4o  their  ranks 
for  persons  to  administer  the  government  of 
Ireland  ;  but  having  had  some  experience 
in  Irish  afiairs,  and  knowing  as  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  officers  what  inferences  were 
likely  to  be  drawn  from  my  remaining 
silent,  I  guarded  myself  against  such  in- 
ference. I  should  have  thought  it  would 
be  expected  that  the  Prime  Minister  in 
this  country  would  select  for  ofilces  of 
trust  those  who  were  united  to  him  by  po- 
litics! ties ;  but,  fearing  that  if  I  remained 
silent  some  incorrect  infereooes  might  be 
drawn,  I  was  determined  to  prevent  it,  and 
therefore  in  the  very  speech  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,   1  expressly 


'*  I  think  the  Crown  ought  to  act  on  the 
principles  of  law  (that  is,  the  law  which  re- 
movea  the  disqualification  of  Roman  Ca^ 
thoUcs),  and  not  to  make  religious  opinions 
interfere  as  a  ground  for  disqualifying  persons 
from  the  exercise  of  civil  functions— ''  (It  was 
quite  true  I  said  that,  but  fearing  that  it  might 
be  misconstrued,  I  added)'  I  claim  for  myself, 
however,  the  ^me  right  which  yoa  my  oppo- 
nents exercise,  and  which  every  Govern paent 
ought  to  exercise,  that  of  preferring  political 
supporters  to  offices  of  trust  and  importance, 
and  which  could  not  be  usefully  or  pro» 
perly  filled  without  concurrence  m  political 
opinions*'' 


311 


Omduei  of  the 


{COMMONS} 


Irish  GiwemmaU.        312 


With  respect  now  to  the  judicial  offices 
mod  legal  appoiotmentt — it  wascoDfideotly 
prophesied,  with  reference  to  jadicial  of- 
fices. Parliamentary  services  would  be 
considered.  What  was  the  first  act  of  the 
Government  on  the  occurrence  of  a  va- 
cancy in  the  office  of  Lord  Chief  Justice  ? 
It  was  to  appoint  Mr.  Pennefather  to  that 
•ffice.  He  was  very  unwilling  to  accept 
the  office  of  Solicitor-general  on  our  re- 
appointment in  1841;  however,  he  did 
consent  to  accept,  hot  such  was  his  high 
professional  standing  at  the  bar  of  Ireland, 
that  the  Solicitor-generalship  offered  but 
very  little  inducement  for  him  to  accept 
it.  It  was  no  object  to  him.  On  the  oc- 
currence, then,  of  a  vacancy,  the  appoint- 
ment of  Lord  Chief  Justice' was  offered  to 
him  and  accepted.  But  as  to  Parlia- 
mentary or  political  influence  he  had  none, 
and  there  could  be  no  other  object  in  his 
appointment  than  to  give  professional 
eminence  the  preference  over  Parlia- 
mentary service.  As  to  his  charge  to  the 
jury  in  the  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to,  what  a  different  construction 
did  the  terms  which  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
used  receive  when  my  hon.  Friend  read 
them  from  that  which  they  bore  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  them.  But 
will  any  man  say  that  a  better  appoint- 
ment could  be  made  to  the  office  of  Lord 
Chief  Justice  than  that  of  Mr.  Pennefather? 
and  will  not  the  unanimous  voice  of  the 
Irish  bar  confirm  the  propriety  of  the  se- 
lection? Then,  with  respect  toMr.  Lefroy,  I 
venture  to  say  that  at  no  bar  was  there  ever 
a  betterequiiy  lawyer  than  Mr.  Lefroy?  and 
then  as  to  his  violence-— hon.  Gentlemen 
most  have  heard  Mr.  Lefroy  in  this  House 
'^[Laugkier] — why,I  cannoteven  mention 
**  violence"  without  exciting  the  laughter 
of  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  other  side.  But 
did  he  ever  make  a  speech  thst  unfitted 
him  for  a  judicial  appointment  ?  Never  in 
my  hearing.  Why,  Lord  Wellesley  offered 
him  a  seat  on  the  Bench,  I  believe  twelve 
or  fifteen  years  since,  and  such  was  the 
eminence  of  Mr.  Lsfroy  as  an  equity  lawyer 
In  Ireland,  that,  I  believe,  that  offer  of  Lord 
Wellesley  was  the  third  Mr.  Lefroy  had 
received.  Thero  cannot  be  otherwise  than 
an  universal  admission  of  his  great  profes- 
sional eminence,  and  I  must  say  it  does 
savour  of  the  greatest  intolerance,  that  be- 
cause in  1829  Mr.  Lefroy  opposed  the  re- 
moval of  the  Roman  Catholic  disabilities,  it 
was  to  disqualify  him  from  receiving  the  doe 
•*ward  of  his  professional  eminenco ;  and 


fo  the  noble  Lord  to  read  us  these  lessons 
as  to  the  policy  of  avoiding  politics  in  judi- 
cial appointments,  when  he  was  a  party  to 
offering  the  appointment  of  the  Chief 
Barony  of  the  Exchequer  to  the  streoooos 
advocate  of  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  to  a 
Gentleman  who  has  taken,  like  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Cork,  a  vehement 
part  in  politics— for  the  noble  Lord,  hsTing 
been  a  party  to  that  transaction,  to  lavish 
this  indignation  upon  us  who  have  pro- 
moted Mr.  Lefroy,  one  of  the  moat  emi- 
nent equity  lawyers  of  the  bar,  to  the  office 
of  a  puisne  baron  in  the  same  court, — it 
does  savour  of  that  aame  assurance— that, 
I  think,  is  a  Parliamentary  word^-tbat 
enabled  the  noble  Lord,  with  a  gravity  of 
countenance,  to  congratulate  us  on  the 
position  he  has  secured  to  as  in  Affghan- 
istan.  It  is  a  remarkable  circumstance 
that  the  merits  of  those  who  do  not  hap- 
pen to  be  selected  for  the  appointment  are 
urged  against  us.  Unless  I  am  greatly 
mistaken,  on  the  occasion  of  a  rumonr 
that  an  English  lawyer  was  to  be  selected 
to  fill  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  that  most  vehement  complaints 
were  made  that  an  Irishman  was  not 
selected  for  the  office  — and  I  think  it 
was  stated  npon  that  side  of  the  Hooae, 
and  upon  high  legal  authority,  that  there 
could  be  no  pretence  for  a  Conservative 
Government  sending  an  English  lawyer  to 
Ireland,  when  they  had  so  eminent  a 
member  of  the  bar  in  Ireland  as  Mr. 
Lefroy.  When  Mr.  Lefroy  was  not  the 
object  of  the  choice,  and  the  intentioo  was 
to  disparage  our  appointment,  then  Mr. 
Lefroy  was  not  only  discovered  to  be  the 
most  eminent  equity  lawver  in  either  conn- 
try,  but  he  was  described  as  the  fittest  per- 
son to  fill  that  very  office  which  commands 
the  appointment  of  the  whole  of  the  ma- 
gistracy. The  noble  Lord  spoke  of  the 
Master  of  the  Rolk,  bat  obsMve,  that  is, 
like  the  Ixml  Chancellor,  an  eqnity  ap- 
pointment, bat  there  is  a  difierence  in 
this  respect : — ^the  duties  of  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  are  merely  of  a  judicial  cha- 
racter, but  the  office  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor is  a  politic,  as  well  as  a  jodicial 
office.  There  is  probably  no  criminal 
judge  whose  duties  are  of  so  delicate  and 
difficult  a  nature  to  discharge  as  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland ;  and  yet  the  ap» 
poiotment  of  Mr.  Lefroy  was  urged  afker 
the  charge  of  voting  against  the  removal 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  disqoalificatioos  m 
1829.    Considering^  theui  all  the  facu  I 
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liave  stated,  I  do  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment  would  have  acted  the  shabbiest  and 
most  miserable  part  had  they  said  to  Mr. 
Lefroy,    "  True  it   is,   your  professional 
merit  and  your  high  standing  deserve  the 
greatest  distinctions,  but  some  dozen  years 
ago  you  opposed  a  certain   measure  in 
Parliament  and  you  have  supported  her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  therefore  you 
shall  not  have  the  office  your  abilities 
and  your  character  undoubtedly  deserve." 
With  respect,  now,  to  the  Solicitor- general 
for  Ireland,  allusion  has  been  made  to 
what  passed  the  other  night  on  the  subject 
of  the  national  system  of  education,  and 
although  on  that  point  I  differ  from  the 
learned  Gentleman,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
that  bis  high  abilities,  his  eminent  profes- 
sional reputation,  and  his  unimpeachable 
moral  character— all  well  entitled  him  to 
the  office  the  duties  of  which  he  has  so 
irreproachably,  so  creditably  disch  rged. 
Sir,  I  stated  when  out  of  office  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  I  intended  to  govern 
Ireland;  those  declarations  caused  some 
dissatisfaction  and  disappointment  among 
a  section  of  my  supporters;  but  having 
deliberately  adopted  those  principles,  and 
being  firmly  persuaded  that  it  is  for  the 
real  interests  of  the  country  that  patronage 
should  be  dispensed  with  a  regard  rather 
to  professional  reputation  than  party  ser- 
vices, and  that  it  is  a  proper  and  salutary 
policy  to  act  in  concert  with,  and  not  in 
opposition  to  the  spirit  of  that  legislation 
which  professes  to  abolish  religious  disqua- 
lifications for  public  offices— thinking  it 
just  that  the  Executive  should  thus  har- 
monize with  the  Legislature,  I  have  endea- 
vooied  steadily  to  carry  out  those  princi- 
ples ;  and  believe  that  I  have  no  reason  to 
regard  any  of  the  appointments  which 
have  been  made  as  at  all  inconsistent 
with  them. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  question: — Ayes  146;  Noes 
75:  Majority  71. 

List  of  the  Ayzs, 


Adand,  Sir  T.  D. 
A'Conrt,  Capt. 
Alliz,  J.  P. 
Antrobiis,  £• 
Arbothnott,  hon«  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baird,  W. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 


Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
BatesoDy  R. 
Becketi,  W. 
Beresford,  Major 
Biackburoe,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 


Botfield,  B. 

Bradshaw,  J. 

BramstoD,  T.  W. 

Broad  wood,  H. 

Bruce,  Lord  E. 

Buck,  L.  W. 

Buckley,  £. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 

Burroughes,  H.  N. 

Campbell*  A. 

Chelsea,  Visct. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 

Ciive,  hon.  R.  H. 

Cockbarn,rt.hD.  Sir  G. 

Colvile,  C.  R. 

Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Courtenay,  Lord 

Cripps,  W. 

Damer,hon.  Col. 

Darby,  G. 

Dawnay,  hon.  \V.  H. 

Denison,  £.  B. 

D'Israeli,  B. 

Dodd,  G. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 

Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 

Duncombe,  hon.  A. 

Egerton,  W.  T. 

Eliot,  Lord 

Escott,  B. 

Famham,  E.  B. 

Fitzroy,  Capt. 

FiUroy,hon.  H. 

Ffolliott,  J. 

Forbes,  W. 

Fuller,  A.  E. 

Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbora,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W, 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jackson,  J.  D. 
Jermyn,  Earl 


Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn  .SirB 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  CoL 
Lyall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Masterman,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  R. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotherton,  T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G,  R. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Baring,  H. 
Pringle,  A. 
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Lutofthe  Noes*  . 

Aldatt»W.  Hobhoase,rt*hn.SirJ. 

Barnard,  £.  G.  Howard,  ho.  C.  W .  G. 

Bernaly  R.  Howard,  hoo.  J.  K. 

Blake,  M,  Howard,  P.  II. 

Bowring,  Dr«  Howard,  hoD.  H. 

BrolhertOD,  J«  Howard,  Sir  R. 

Bro#Be,  hon.  W.  Hume,  J. 

Bryan,  O.  Hutl,  W 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R*  B.  W.    Jolinsoo,  Gen. 

Buller,  C.  Langston,  J.  II. 

Busfeild,  W.  Lemon,  Sir  C. 

Byng,  n.  bon.  G.  S.  Maenamam,  Maj. 

Carew,  hon.  R«  S,  M*Tagi?art,  Sir  J. 

Cave,  hon.  R.  O.  Marshall,  W. 
Cavendifli,  bon.  C.C*    Morris,  I>. 

Childtrs,  J.  W.  Napier,  Sir  C. 

C«bden,  R<  Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Colbome,  bn.  W.N.R.    O'Brien,  J. 
Colebroobe,  Sir  T.  E.    O'Conor,  Don 

Collins,  W.  Palmerston,  Vise  I. 

Corbally,  M'  E.  Pechell,  Capl. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Philips,  M. 

DiliMiiy,  Lord  Plumridge,  Capt. 

Duncan,  G.  Pulsford,  R. 

Duncorobe,  T.  Rundle,  J. 

Easthope,  Sir  J.  Slieil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

Ebriogton,  Visct.  Smith,  rt.  bon.  R.  V. 

Ellis,  W.  Somers,  J.  P. 

Evans,  W .  Somerville,  Sir  W .  M. 

Ewart,  W.  Stewart,  P.  M. 

Fergusott,  Col.  Strutt,  £. 

Forster,  M.  Tbomely,  T. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Gill,  T.  Williams,  W. 

Gore,  hoo.  R.  Wood,B. 

Greenaway,  C.  Wyit,  T. 
Hastie^A.  tiluki. 

Hattoo,  Capt*  V.  Tuffnell.  H. 

Hill,  Loid  M.  O'Coooell,  M.  J. 

Main  questioo  agtin  pat  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Hume  objected  to  their  proceeding 
with  the  eitiinataa  at  so  late  an  hour  (half 
past  twelve). 

Sir  R.  PmI  reminded  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  that  there  was  yet  a  great  deal  of 
public  botineM  to  get  through. 

Mr.  BfolAerton  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  Hooae. 

Mr.  7.  Dmtoombi  teeonded  the  motion. 

After  soiAe  oonvertation  the  motion  for 
the  adjournment  was  withdrawn. 

House  in  committee  of  supply. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

Adjoorned  at  a  quarter  before  two. 
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mia  AHD  GoLLiBRita.]  The  Duke 
of  HamUUm  having  praeented  two  peii- 
liona  from  the  woaseo  employod  in  cer^ 
tain  mines  and  collieriea  in  Stirlingabire. 
againat  the  Mines  and  Collieriea  BilU 
went  on  to  say,  that  indtpeodeotly  of  all 
the  oonsideratioos  to  which  the  petitiooera 
referred,  be  looked  upon  Ihb  bill  as  OMiat 
objectionab.e  in  principle  and  detail.  It 
trenched  on  that  right  which  every  asan 
and  woman  oaght  tu  enjoy,  of  disposing 
of  their  labour  in  what  way  they  thooghl 
proper.  He  had  no  donbt  whateser  of 
the  humane  intentiona  of  the  piomotera 
of  the  bill,  but  he  thought  they  were 
wholly  miataken  in  the  practical  way  in 
which  they  proposed  to  carry  out  those 
intentions.  It  might  he  very  well  to  ile* 
sire  to  relieve  a  woman  from  the  drodgery 
of  labour  in  a  colliery — though,  by  the 
way,  the  extent  of  that  drudgery  was 
greatly  overrated  ;  but  what  kind  of  sub- 
stitute dkl  they  propose  to  give  for  this 
labour?  None  whateter.  liie  poor  fe* 
males  so  employed  did  not  deaire  to  he 
relieved  from  iL  It  waa  sweet  to  thorn, 
because  by  it  they  were  enabled  to  mam* 
tain  themselves,  or,  perhape,  a  parent  or  a 
child,  or,  perhaps,  all  three.  Deprive 
them  of  that  labour  and  they  were  asode 
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nlsenUd,  as  well'  as  those  dependent  on 
them.  On  all  these  grounds  he  thought 
the  bill  most  unjust  in  its  principle,  and 
niost  rainous  to  those  poor  persons  in  its 
cMinsequtnces. 

Petition  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Draikaoe  (Ieeland).]  Lord  Wham-' 
eHjffe  on  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  a  com. 
mittee  on  Drainage  (Ireland)  bill,  moved 
that  the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  com. 
mittee. 

The  Earl  of  Olengall  said,  that  he  did 
not  wish  to  throw  any  unnecessary  obsta- 
cles in  the  way  of  this  measure ;  but  he 
must  object  to  it  as  being  too  general  in 
Its  nature.  He  thought,  that  whatever 
was  done  in  Ireland  in  the  matter  of  drain- 
age, Ottgbt  to  have  reference  to  the  par- 
ticular districts.  He  must  also  object, 
that  the  bill  was  brought  forward  at  a 
period  when  so  many  noble  Lords  con- 
nected with  Ireland  were  absent  from  Par- 
liament. He  hoped,  that  before  they  took 
any  further  steps  th^y  would  institute  some 
inquiry  on  the  subject.  No  sane  person, 
he  thought,  would  be  induced  to  put  his 
property  in  the  power  of  the  commission- 
ers in  (he  manner  which  was  proposed  by 
the  bill ;  but  as  he  had  every  reason  to 
beticTe,  that  it  would  prove  as  inoperative 
as  Mr.  If.  O'Ferrairs  bill  on  the  same 
sntgecty  had,  he,  perhaps,  should  be  wast- 
ing their  Lordships'  thne  if  he  troubled 
them  further  on  the  subject.  He  should, 
therefore,  merely  move  that  the  bill  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Lord  Monteagle  thought  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  themselves  very  great 
credit  by  bringing  forward  this  bill,  which 
was  free  from  all  party  questions,  and  had 
(br  its  object  the  developing  the  latest  re- 
aoorces  of  Ireland.  The  referring  the  bill 
td  a  committee — which  he  did  not  suppose 
the  noble  Earl  had  moved  with  a  view  of 
defeating  the  measure — was  wholly  unne- 
cessary, for  if  ever  there  was  a  subject 
which  bad  been  exhausted  this  was  one  i 
it  had  been  constantly  before  the  House 
since  the  yeat  1809.  There  could  be 
no  apprehension  that  the  measure  would 
be  oppressive,  for  it  required  the  assent  of 
two-thirds  of  those  who  were  interested 
before  it  could  be  put  into  operation ;  and 
if  there  was  a  disposition  to  act  oppres- 
sively, there  was  a  remedy  in  the  bill 
ttifcif  sufficient  to  prevent  oppression.  Hb 
wobld  sdggest  an  amendment  of  the  se- 
cdntf  elttose,  giving  a  conditional,  not  an 


HhsolutCi  power  to  the  Government  to 
appoint  commissioners. 

The  Marquess  of  Ckmricarde  said,  that 
this  was  a  bill  which  would  not  be  toler- 
ated for  an  instant  in  England.  And  as 
they  heard  so  much  of  the  inviolability  of 
the  union,  would  it  not  be  most  unwise 
to  apply  to  property  in  Ireland  a  principle 
which  they  would  never  think  of  applying 
to  property  in  England  ?  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl  opposite,  in  thinking  that 
the  measure  would  be  inoperative,  but 
then  that  did  not  weaken  the  argument 
against  the  principle.  It  was  true,  that 
all  the  previous  inquiries  had  demonstrated 
the  necessity  of  drainage,  but  what  had 
that  to  do  with  the  confiscation  of  pro- 
perty, such  as  would  take  place  if  this  biH 
passed  into  law  ?  He  would  vote  in  fevoor 
of  the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  in  the 
hope  that  amendments  would  be  made  m 
the  committee,  which  would  render  the 
bill  less  objectionable  in  many  of  its  pro- 
visions. 

The  Earl  of  fVickhw  thought,  that  if 
the  object  of  the  measure  was  desirable, 
namely,  the  drainage  of  the  wjiste  lands 
of  Ireland,  it  was  mnch  better  to  have  a 
general  measure  like  that  before  the  House, 
with  the  principle  of  which  he  concurred. 
Indeed,  unless  that  principle  were  adcypted, 
namely,  of  giving  certain  reasonable  pow- 
ers to  the  commissioners  to  carry  the 
provisions  out,  the  measure  would  be 
found  impracticable.  It  would  be  useless 
to  wait  until  those  Irish  proprietors  whose 
estates  required  drainage  applied  for  pri- 
vate bills,  as  unfortonately  they  did  not 
display  the  same  anxiety  to  improve  their 
estates  as  the  proprietors  of  this  country. 
He  should  give  his  cordial  support  lo  the 
motion  for  going  into  committee. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdoume  thought 
that  every  circumstance  and  fact  that  bad 
been  stated  in  the  course  of  this  debate 
went  to  show  the  expediency  of  adopting 
this  measure. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  was  of 
opinion  that  the  grand  juries  of  Ireland 
ought  to  be  made  better  acquainted  than 
they  were  with  the  scope  and  intent  of 
this  measure.  The  Government  appeared 
to  him  to  be  over-legislating,  inattempting, 
so  unnecessarily,  to  press  this  and  other 
measures  through  the  House  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session. 

The  Earl  of  Charleuille  was  anxious 
that  this  bill  should  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee,  in  order  that  many  of  its  pro- 
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vttioni  might  undergo  alteration  and 
emendation.  Efen  if  the  result  of  such 
reference  should  be  to  delay  the  measure 
for  a  Session,  he  did  not  think  the  incon- 
venience could  be  nearly  so  great  as  if 
they  passed  it  in  an  incomplete  form. 

Lord  CUmcurry  supported  the  bill,  on 
the  ground  that  there  were  3,000,000  of 
acres  of  wet  and  waste  land  in  Ireland, 
which  would  be  brought  inio  cultivation 
under  its  operation. 

Earl  of  Clancarty :  My  Lords,  although 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  noble  Marquis 
(Lord  Clanricarde)  opposite,  and  other 
noble  Lords  who  are  utterly  opposed  to 
the  bill,  neither  can  I  join  in  that  un- 
qualified approbation  which  my  noble 
Friend  near  me  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow)  has 
bestowed  upon  it.  I  concur  in  much  that 
was  said  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Monnteagle)  both  as  to  the  necessity  of 
some  such  measure,  and  the  praiseworthy 
spirit  in  which  her  Majesty's  Government 
have  brought  it  forward  ;  I  give  them  the 
credit  that  is  due  for  having  given  effect 
to  the  intentions  of  their  predecessors  in 
office  by  the  adoption  of  a  measure  not 
their  own,  but  of  which  they  saw  the 
utility.  But  while  I  give  them  credit  for 
the  motives  with  which  they  have  brought 
this  measure  forward,  I  must  express  my 
regret  that  considering  the  very  great 
powers  with  which  it  proposes  to  invest 
commissioners  in  interfering  with  private 
property,  considering  the  very  startling 
importance  of  several  of  the  enactments 
in  the  bill,  which  nothing  short  of  a  para- 
mount necessity  should  justify,  the  noble 
President  of  the  Council  in  introducing 
the  bill  this  evening  to  your  Lordships,  has 
barely  glanced  at  its  provisions  and  stated 
no  case,  brought  forward  no  evidence 
whatever  to  justify  them.  The  power 
given  by  the  bill  to  the  proprietors  of 
two-thirds  of  any  land,  to  compel  the  pro- 
prietors  of  the  remaining  third  to  place 
the  management  of  the  whole  in  the  hands 
of  Government  commissioners,  and  the 
extraordinary  powers  conferred  upon  these 
commisionerB  of  borrowing  and  laying  out 
money,  and  charging  with  the  repayment 
both  of  principal  and  interest  not  alone 
the  lands  which  they  undertake  to  im- 
prove, but  any  other  lands  lying  within  a 
mile  of  such  improvement — these  powers 
may  be  necessary,  bat  the  noble  Lord 
stated  no  case  showing  them  to  be  so ; 
and,  to  his  argument  in  fafour  of  the  bill 
that  it  bad  been  passed  through  the  House 


of  Commons  without  a  division,  I  cannot 
subscribe  as  any  reason  why  your  Lord- 
ships should  not  examine  minutely  into 
its  provisions.  So  far  from  the  apparent 
unanimity  with  which  the  bill  has  passed 
through  the  Commons  being  an  evidence 
that  it  has  been  carefully  considered,  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  an  evidence  of  its 
having  been  very  little  looked  into;  for 
when  in  this  House  so  much  difference  of 
opinion  prevails  respecting  it,  as  the 
speeches  that  have  been  delivered  this 
evening  eihibit,  it  is  scarcely  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  perfect  unanimity  should 
be  found  upon  it  in  an  assembly  so  much 
more  numerous.  1  trust,  therefore,  that 
your  Lordships  will  enter  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  details  of  the  bill  on  its 
merits,  without  relying  upon  the  consi- 
deration given  to  it  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  Of  the  necessity  of  a  Drainage 
bill,  general  in  its  operation,  I  am  fully 
satisfied  ;  the  want  of  Drainage  in  Ireland 
is  that  which  of  all  things  strikes  the 
visitor  to  that  country  most  forcibly.  Un- 
doubtedly much  is  being  done,  but  much 
is  also,  of  necessity,  left  undone  for  the 
want  of  a  body,  which  the  commissioners 
created  by  this  bill  will  supply,  to  act 
with  authority  as  umpires  in  applotting 
the  expences  of  improvements  among  the 
proprietors  who  are  benefitted*  and  to  aee 
the  proper  outlay  of  the  money  and  the 
management  of  the  works  to  be  done«  I 
think  that  for  all  this  the  bill  before  your 
Lordships  provides;  but  I  think  it  also 
goes  further  than  is  necessary  in  inter- 
fering with  the  rights  of  property.  Care, 
my  Lords,  should  be  taken,  that  we  do 
not  precipitate  matters,  even  though  the 
object  in  view  be  the  improvement  of  the 
country.  Commissioners  armed  with  great 
powers  are,  no  doubt,  to  a  great  extent 
necessary ;  but  let  us  not  lose  sight  of  the 
fact,  that  Ireland  is  already  overrun  with 
commissioners ;  that  the  powers  exercised 
by  these  bodies  are  always  a  deduction 
from  the  stewardship  of  others,  and  their 
appointment  a  new  and  permanent  charge 
upon  the  country.  Within  the  last  ten 
years  we  have  seen  Eoclesiaatical  commis- 
sioners appointed  to  supersede  the  Arch- 
bishops and  Bishops  in  the  administration 
of  the  funds  for  the  building  and  repair- 
ing of  churches;  we  have  seen  commis- 
sioners of  Education  usurping  the  province 
of  the  psrochial  clergy  in  the  superintend- 
ence and  direction  of  the  National  Educa- 
tion ;  Poor-law  commissioners  have  been 


321 


Surrender  of 


{July  19}        Expatriated  Criminals. 


322 


appointed  to  regulate  the  principle  upon 
which  the  wealthier  classes  are  hence- 
forth to  contribute  to  the  relief  of  the  des- 
titute ;  and,  until  within  the  present  year, 
a  commission  of  stipendiary  magistrates 
was  rapidly  growing  up,  that  would  even, 
tually  have  altogether  superseded  the 
country  gentlemen  in  their  proper  func- 
tions as  the  guardians  of  the  peace  and 
good  order  of  the  country,  and  of  the 
rights  of  the  poor.  Further,  a  commission 
of  public  works  has,  in  a  great  degree, 
superseded  the  grand  juries  in  the  super- 
intendence of  the  thoroughfares^  bridges, 
and  public  buildings,  and  in  their  control 
over  the  taxation  of  the  several  counties ; 
and  it  is  now  proposed  to  invest  commis- 
sioners with  very  extraordinary  powers 
over  private  property.  A  modiBcation  of 
these  powers  it  may  be  very  necessary  to 
give  into  their  hands ;  but  we  must  be- 
ware that  we  do  not  go  too  far  in  surren- 
dering up  the  stewardship  of  those  talents 
for  which  we  have  to  be  answerable,  and 
to  which  we  should  apply  ourselves  with- 
out leaving  too  much  upon  others;  we 
must  take  care  that  we  do  not  in  our 
eagerness  for  the  improvement  of  the 
country,  place  every  thing  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  o£Bcer8  appointed  by  the  Crown, 
as  the  Egyptians  of  old,  though  for  a  more 
pressing  occasion,  yielded  up  their  cattle 
and  their  land,  and  eventually  their  per- 
sons, as  the  bondsmen  of  Pharaoh.  As 
objections  to  the  details  of  the  bill  may  be 
better  discussed  in  committee,  I  shall  not, 
especially  at  this  late  hour,  enter  into  the 
consideration  of  them  at  present.  I  will 
only  say,  that  with  respect  to  the  21st 
and  28th  sections  of  the  bill,  I  hope  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  charge  of  it,  will  allow 
a  very  considerable  alteration  to  be  made 
in  the  former,  and  that  the  latter  may  be 
altogether  omitted,  as  they  involve  a  vio- 
lation of  the  rights  of  private  property 
which  is  quite  unjustified  by  any  neces- 
sity, and  inconsistent  alike  with  the  in- 
terests and  duty  of  the  proprietory. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  defended  the  bill,  the 
objections  to  which  he  should  prefer  deal- 
ing with  in  committee.  It  was  a  bill 
which  was  generally  called  for,  which  had 
been  exceedingly  well  considered,  and 
which  he  was  confident  would  have  a 
beneficial  influence  on  the  country.  He, 
therefore,  objected  to  its  being  referred  to 
a  select  committee. 

The  question  that  the  bill  be  referred 
to  a  select  committee  was  negatived. 
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House  in  committee. 

On  the  second  clause,  empowering  the 
Board  of  Works  to  appoint  two  additional 
paid  commissioners,  if  necessary,  being 
put. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  moved 
that  the  clause  be  expunged. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  supported  the 
clause. 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill : — 
Contents  30;  Not-Contents  6:  Majority 
24. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to,  with 
amendment. 

House  resumed.  Report  to  be  received 
on  Monday. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  19,  1842. 

MrifinrKa.]    Nbw  Membkr.     Hon.  William  Edward  Flti- 
maurice,  for  the  County  of  Bucka. 

Bills,    PubHe. — 1*>'  Game  Certificates  (Ireland). 

<*•   Cuitoma  Acta  AmeDdmrait;  Stamp  Duties  Aislmlla* 

tion;  Stamp  Duties t  Assessed  Taxes;  Exdwqner  Bills 

Preparation. 

HepoWetf.— Prisons }  Election  Petitions  TriaL 

Frhvau.—'V-     Manchester,    Birmingham,   and   Bolton 

Police. 

3"*  and  passed : — Coward's  Divorce ;  Mersey  Consenrancy. 

Pbtxtionb  Pjuksbntso.  By  Mr.  Burroughes,  from  the 
South  Devon  Medical  Assodation,  South  Shields,  Coundl 
of  the  Provincial  Medical  Association,  and  Eastern 
Branch  of  the  Medical  Association,  for  Medical  Reform. 
•^Frorn  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  Queen's  County,  against 
placing  Medical  Charities  under  the  control  of  the  Poor- 
law  Commissioners.— From  Dimoon  and  Biggar,  for 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  Schootanasten  (Scotland).— 
From  Debtors  in  the  Dro^eda  Marshalsea,  fior  Amend- 
ment of  the  law  aflbcting  Insolvent  Debtors  in  Ireland.-^- 
By  Sir  R.  IngUs,  from  the  Windsor  and  Eton  Churdd 
Union,  for  Extension.— By  Lord  Ashley,  from  North 
Mimms>  for  limiting  the  hours  of  Labour  of  young 
People  in  Factories. —From  the  Louth  and  Stoditao 
Mechanics  Institutions,  for  Relief  fhxm  Rates  and  Taiws. 
—From  Stiabane  Poor-law  Union,  fbr  Amendment  of 
the  Poor  Relief  (Irdand)  Act— From  Tortington,  Climp- 
Ing,  and  Ford,  Bury,  LitUe  Hampton,  Clapham,  Patdi- 
ing»  Broadwater,  Amberley,  and  BatUe  Unions,  against 
the  Poo^law  Amendment  Bill. — ^From  Cottenham,  fi>r 
compelling  Master  Manufoeturers  out  the  Wages  of 
their  Labourers,  to  make  provision  fbr  them  in  sidsncss, 
old  age,  or  when  out  of  Empkyyment 

SCJRHENDER  OF  EXPATRIATED  CRI- 
MINALS.] Sir  IL  IngUs  wished  to  know 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  what  evidence  satisfied,  or  ought 
to  satisfy,  our  colonial  Government  in 
Canada,  as  to  the  accuracy  of  any  state- 
ment made  with  respect  to  the  alleged 
conviction  of  criminals  claimed  to  be  given 
up  to  the  United  States.  Whether  any 
certificate  from  the  British  Consul  in  the 
United  States,  as  to  the  conviction  of  the 
person  claimed,  was  necessary  in  order  to 
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his  being  given  up  ?  And  whether  it  was 
intended,  in  any  treaty  with  the  United 
States,  to  insist  on  the  principle  that  any 
individual  on  touching  the  soil  of  England 
became  consequently  free  ?  The  Govern- 
ment had  in  case  of  the  Creole  acted  on 
that  principle,  and  upheld  it  in  a  manner 
that  entitled  them  to  general  admiration. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  in- 
tended that  that  principle  should  enter 
into  any  general  arrangement  or  regulation 
between  this  country  and  the  United 
States  ? 

Lord  Stanley  said,  though  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  given  him  notice  that  he 
would  ask  a  question,  still  he  was  not 
aware  of  what  the  precise  nature  of  that 
question  would  be.  As  regarded  the  last 
question,  the  hon.  Baronet  must  perceive 
that  it  was  a  subject  of  so  much  delicacy, 
and  particularly  m  the  present  position  of 
the  proceedings  between  this  country  and 
the  United  States,  where  a  very  strong 
feeling  prevailed  on  the  point,  that  he 
must  decline  giving  an  answer.  As  to 
the  first  question,  which  related  to  the 
giving  up  of  individuals  who,  having  taken 
refuge  in  Canada,  were  claimed  by  the 
United  States,  that  did  not  depend  on  the 
terms  of  any  treaty.  There  was  a  law  in 
Canada  by  which  the  Governor,  with  the 
advice  of  fais  Council,  was  authorized  to 
surrender  them.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  (Mr.  Hawes)  bad  moved  for  a 
copy  of  that  act,  which  would  be  laid  on 
the  Table.  He  believed  that  in  these  cases 
the  Executive  must  be  satisfied  that  the 
demand  was  regularly  made  by  the  consti- 
tuted authorities,  apd  it  must  be  stated 
on  oath  that  the  ^individual  had  been  re- 
siding in  the  United  States,  to  justify  his 
being  given  up. 

Amendment  of  the  Poob  Law.J 
Sir  /.  Qrakam  said,  in  moving  the  Order 
of  the  Day,  for  the  House  resolving  itaelf 
into  a  committee  on  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Bill,  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
call  their  attention  to  the  position  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  the  course  which  Government 
intended  to  pursue  with  reference  to  it. 
After  long  and  mature  discussion,  the 
House  had  assented  to  the  adoption  of  the 
first  clause — that  clause  which  continued 
the  commission  for  five  years ;  and  to 
which  he,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
attached  very  great  importance.  The  four 
next  clauses,  which  related  to  the  number 
of  assistant-commissioners  to  be  employed, 


which  limited  the  powers  of  the  commis- 
sion as  to  the  issue  of  general  rules,  which 
regulated  the  time  of  the  operation  of  rules 
and  orders  in  cases  of  emergency,  and 
which  provided  for  the  transmission  of  the 
commissioners'  rules,  it  was  intended  to 
proceed  with*  But  it  was  not  the  inten* 
tion  of  her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
present  Session  to  press  the  following 
clause,  which  related  to  the  abolition  of  the 
Gilbert  Unions,  nor  that  which  had  lefe^ 
rence  to  the  formation  of  districts  for  the 
purposes  of  education.  After  the  promise 
which  he  had  made  to  the  House,  that  be 
would  not  press  for  their  consent  to  the 
whole  measure  at  so  late  a  period  of  tht 
Session,  and  when  so  many  Membens  had 
leHl  and  were  leaving  town,  he  did  not 
think  it  proper  to  proceed  fuf  ther.  He, 
however,  gave  the  House  the  ou)st  positive 
assurance  on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  that  they  would  reconsider 
the  various  enactments  and  details  con* 
tained  in  the  Bill,  and  at  a  very  early 
period  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament 
they  would  bring  forward  a  measure  loa 
this  subject,  modified  and  improved  in 
such  a  manner  as  further  consideration 
and  inquiry  might  suggest,  and  with  auch 
new  provisions  as  anxious  deliberation 
might  point  out  to  be  necessary.  Tbeie 
were,  however,  two  or  throe  clauses  in  thia 
Bill,  which,  from  the  urgency  of  the  mat- 
ters to  which  they  related,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  press  on  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  One  of  those  was  the  23rd 
clause,  which  related  to  the  power  of 
the  guardians  in  reference  to  the  casual 
poor  received  into  the  workhouse.  At  the 
present  moment  the  workhouse  in  these 
cases  was  used  as  a  sort  of  hostelry,  or 
house  of  call,  where  the  casual  poor  were 
lodged  for  one  or  two  nights,  and  received 
one  or  two  meals,  and  a  practice  had 
arisen  amongst  the  people  thua  relieved  of 
destroying  the  furniture,  breaking  the 
windows,  and  even  of  destroying  their  own 
clothes.  This  practice  rendered  it  neces- 
sary either  to  supply  them  with  new 
clothing,  or  to  detain  them  longer  in 
the  workhouse.  To  remedy  this  evil,  the 
23rd]clause  enacted  that  this  ofienceriiould 
be  deemed  a  misdemeanour,  under  the  5th 
George  4th,  c.  83.  There  were  other  clauses 
which  it  would  be  necessary  to  consider 
One  related  to  the  right  of  ex  officio  guar- 
dians to  act  as  magistrates  within  the 
limits  of  the  union  with  which  they  were 
connected.  There  were  three  or  four  other 
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claoses  ccmUiivinf  matters  of  reffulatioti, 
which,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
meant  to  carry  through.  But  those  cfausres 
which  had  reference  to  the  abolition  of  (he 
Gilbert  Unions,  to  the  formation  of  district 
unions  for  the  purposes  of  education,  and 
to  an  improved  system  of  auditing  the  ac* 
(H>ttntSy  ioasmttdi  as  these  clauses  required 
a  great  deal  of  consideration,  and  consi- 
dering the  late  period  of  the  Session,  it 
would,  he  felt,  be  inexpedient  to  urge 
them  on.  He  should,  at  the  proper  time, 
state  to  the  House  the  nature  of  those 
clauses  which  he  wished  to  press  on  their 
consideration,  and  which  he  hoped  the 
House  would  be  disposed  fo  adopt.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  (Mr.  S.  Craw- 
ford) had  given  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  an  instruction  on  going  into  com- 
mittee. He  doubted  whether  it  was  com- 
petent to  the  hoD*  Member,  consistently 
with  the  forms  of  the  House,  to  move  such 
an  instruction,  because  it  involved  the  re- 
peal of  one  or  two  of  the  enactments  of  the 
Irish  Poor-lawBill.  That  bill  provided,  by  a 
distinct  regulation,  that  no  relief,  under  any 
circumstances,  should  be  given  to  the  poor 
in  Ireland  out  of  the  workhouse.  The 
hon.  Member  wished  to  repeal  that  pro- 
vision, and  to  introduce  a  provision  ginng 
a  power  to  the  guardians  to  grant  relief 
out  of  the  workhouse.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  think  that  it  was 
from  any  want  of  attention  to  the  subject 
on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  they  declined  to  accede  to  that  propo- 
sition and  were  determined  to  resist  it.  The 
hon.  Melnber  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Fielding) 
had  also  a  notice  of  motion  for  instruction 
to  the  committee.  He  should  not  make 
any  observation  on  it,  because  he  felt  that 
it  would  be  inconsistent  with  his  duty  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  on  abstract  points. 
If,  however,  the  hon.  Member  should  per- 
sist in  his  motion,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  support  him  in  opposing  it. 

Order  of  the  Day  read. 

Mr.  S.  Crawford:  Would  take  that 
opportunity  to  protest  against  the  powers 
granted  to  the  Poor  Law  commissioners 
in  Ireland.  As  that  point  was  connected 
with  the  Poor  Law  system  in  this  country, 
he  respectfully  claimed  the  attention  of 
the  House  while  he  adverted  to  the  sub- 
ject. He  knew  that  there  was  an  unwil- 
lingness  in  the  House  to  listen  to  Irish 
questions;  but  this  question  of  the  Irish 
Poor-law  had  an  interest  also  for  Eng- 
land, and  therefore  he  trusted  th;«t  they 


would  not  refuse  bestowing  their  atten- 
tion on  it.     He  wished,  in  the  first  place, 
to  point  out  the  essential  difference  which 
existed  between  the  English  and  the  Irish 
Poor-law.     The   difference    consisted  in 
this, — that  the  English  Poor-law,  though 
it  did  not  positively  allow  out-door  relief, 
yet  left   to  the  commissioners  a  discre- 
tionary power  to  grant  it ;  but  the  Irish 
Poor-law  did  not  give  power  to  the  Irish 
commissioners  to   give  any  relief  what- 
soever out  of  the  doors  of  the  workhouse. 
Neither  guardians,  nor  overseers,  nor  ma- 
gistrates,  could  afford  the  smallest  por- 
tion of  out-door  relief  to  any  poor  person 
in  Ireland.     He  wished  that  powers  should 
be  given  to  the  commissioners  to  enable 
them  to  afford  out-door  relief  in  Ireland 
where  circumstances  rendered  it  necessary, 
in  places  where  workhouses  were  not  yet 
built,  or  where  they  were  insufficient  for 
the  number  of  the  poor.      Surely   these 
circumstances  ought  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration on  renewing  the  bill.     In  Cork 
the  guardians  some  time  ago  applied  to 
the  commissioners  to  know  whether,  ac- 
cording to  the  law,  they  might  grant  out- 
door relief?    The  answer  was,  that  the 
law  gave  them   no  such  authority.    The 
guardians  then  demanded  whether,  if  an 
assessment  were  made  specially  for  that 
purpose,  they  might  be  permitted  to  ad- 
minister the  funds  thus  collected?    The 
commissioners  stated  that  they  would  not 
allow   any  guardian  under  the  Poor-law 
to  administer  any  out-door  relief.     The 
Poor-law  commissioners,  in  their  last  re- 
port for  England,  admitted  that  the  poor 
conld  not  be  relieved  within  doors ;  and 
did   not    the   same  impossibility  exist  in 
Ireland  ?     In  that  country  the  amount  of 
distress  was  appalling.     In  Belfast  there 
were  numbers  of  men  out  of  employ,  and 
food  was  wanted  for  many  hundreds  of 
the  starving  people.     This  state  of  things 
existed  in  that  part  of  Ireland  where  dis- 
tress had  hitherto  been  least  felt.     Similar 
accounts    had    been    received    from    the 
towns  of  Newton  Ard  and  Bangor.     In 
the  west  of  Ireland  the  amount  of  suf- 
fering was  enormous.      Such   being  the 
case,  was  it  not  his  duty  to  endeavour 
to   prevail   on   them   in  some  degree  to 
relax  the  severity  of  the  law?    Another 
objection  to  the  workhouse  was  the  mor« 
tality  that  prevailed  among  the  paupers, 
which  was  not  denied  by  the  commission- 
ers.     In  all   woikhouses   where  children 
were   admitted    the   mortality   was    very 
M  2 
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great,  owing  to  the  entire  want  of  proper 
attention  and  treatment  for  them.  In 
the  south  of  Ireland  the  greatest  distress 
existed  among  the  labouring  classes,  caus- 
ed by  the  extortion  of  oppressive  rents 
and  the  iniquitous  conduct  of  the  land- 
lords. It  was  of  importance,  therefore, 
that  there  should  be  an  eflfectual  Poor-law 
for  Ireland,  and  that  the  poor  should  feel 
there  was  some  consideration  for  them 
with  the  Parliament  and  the  Govern- 
ment. The  character  of  the  English  and 
Irish  Poor-laws  was  the  same ;  they  were 
distinguished  by  the  same  harsh  and  op- 
pressive features.  The  object  of  the 
English  Poor-law  was  to  destroy  the  right 
of  the  poor  man  to  relief,  the  object  of 
the  Irish  law  was  to  give  the  semblance 
of  relief  without  the  reality.  The  income 
of  England  was  166,000,000/.,  which  was 
derived  from  the  labouring  poor  ;  and 
surely,  it  was  just,  that  out  of  this  enor* 
mous  sum,  a  sufficient  provision  should 
be  supplied  to  protect  them  from  starva- 
tion. One  shilling  in  the  pound  on  that 
sum  would  raise  8,300,000/.,  a  greater 
sum  than  the  poor-rates  reached.  It  was 
not  prudent  to  refuse  out-door  relief  in 
England  under  existing  circumstances, 
and  he  maintained,  that  if  it  was  not  just 
in  England,  it  was  not  just  in  Ireland. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  the  commissioners 
should  not  have  a  discretionary  power  to 
give  out-door  relief,  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, move  :— 

''  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  committee 
that  they  have  power  to  make  provision  that 
the  commissioners  may  order  relief  to  be  ad- 
ministered to  the  poor  in  Ireland,  on  the  terms 
of  the  out-door  labour  test." 

The  House  divided  :— -Ayes  1 1 ;  Noes 
1J3:  Majority  102. 

Lut  of  the  At£8. 


Afflionby.  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Bryan. 0. 
CalUghan,  D. 
Colvile.CR. 
Duncombe,T. 
Johnson,  Gen. 


Muntz,  O.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C, 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Scholefield,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Crawford,  W.  S. 
Fielden,  J 


Liit  of  the  Noes. 


Aclana,  Sir  T.  D. 
A'Couri,  Capt. 
AUix,  .1   P. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bailey,  J 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
'^alfott^J.M. 


Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Baskervtlle,  T.  B.  M. 
Bateson,  R« 
Berkeley,  hoo.  Capt. 
Broad  lev,  li. 
Brocklehttrst.  J. 


Brotherton,  J. 
Buckley,  £. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Chelsea,  Visct 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clive,E.  B. 


Kemble,  H. 
KnatcbbuU,rt.bii.SlrE. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lascelles,  bon.  W.  S. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 


Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Compton,  U.  C.  Lindsay,  U.  H. 

Cripps,  W.  Litton,  £. 

Denison,  £.  B.  Mackenxie,  T. 

Dennistoun,  J.  McGeachy,  F.  A. 

DouglaSy  Sir  H.  Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

Duffield,  T.  Masterman,  J. 

Easthope,  Sir  J.  Meynell,  Capt. 

Ellice,  rt.  hon.  E.  Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Eliot,  Lord  Norreys,  Lord 

Estcourt,  T.  G.  B.  Northland,  Visct. 

Feilden,  W.  Packe^  C.  W. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Paget,  Col. 

FoUett,  Sir  W.  W.  Pakington,  J.  S. 

Forbes,  W.  Palmer,  G. 

Fuller,  A.  £.  Palmerston,  Visct 

Glad8tone,rt.hn.W,E.  Peel,  rt.  hoo.  Sir  R. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt.  Philips,  M. 

Gordon,  Lord  F.  Praed,  W.  T. 

Goring,  C.  Palsfoid,  R. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Reptoo,  G.  W.  J. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Rolieston,  Col. 

Greene,  T.  Rushbrooke,  Col. 

Gregory,  W.  H.  Sheppard,  T. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Standish,  C. 

Grogan,  E.  Stanley,  Lord 

Hamilton,  W.  J.  StansBeld,  W.  R.  C. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  Stuart,  H. 

Harconrt,  G.  G.  Sturt,  H.  C. 

Hayes,  Sir  E.  Taylor,  T.  E. 

Heneage,G.  H.  W.  Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 

Henley.  J .  W.  Trollope,  Sir  J. 

Hill,  Lord  M.  Trotter,  J. 

Hodgson,  F.  Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 

Hodgson,  R.  Wall,  C.  B. 

Hogg,  J.  W.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Hope,  hon.  C.  Wilshere,  W. 

Howick,  Visct.  Wodehouse,  £. 

Hughes,  W.  B.  Wood,  Col. 

Hutt,  W.  Wood,  Col.  T. 

Jackson,  J.  D.  Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Jermyn,  Earl  rxLLias. 

Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H.  Douglas,  Sir  C  E. 

Jones,  Capt.  Sattoo,  bon.  H.  M. 

On  the  question,  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair, 

Mr.  J.  Fielden  rose  to  move  resolntiont 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  and  be  hoped 
the  House  would  see  it  reasonable  to  |i08t* 
pone  the  consideration  of  the  bill  before  the 
House,  until  his  propositions  were  folly 
answered.  He  found,  by  looking  to  the 
report  of  the  commissiooera  of  inquiry, 
dated  20th  of  Febrtiary,  1834,  that  the 
commissioners  had  announced  that  they 
anticipated  that  the  effect  of  such  a  law 
as  was  subsequently  pasted,  and  had  now 
been  in  force  nearly  eight  years,  woold  be 
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to  cause  a  rise  of  wages,  an  increase  of 
content  of  the  labouring;  people,  and  a 
diminution  of  crime ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  every  one, 
who  was  in  1834  a  Member  of  that  House, 
and  of  a  large  part  of  the  country,  that 
Lord  Althorp,  on  bringing  in  the  Poor-Uw 
of  that  year,  had  stated  his  6rm  belief 
and  confidence,  that  in  a  verv  short  time 
after  the  relief  then  afforded  to  able-bodied 
labourers,  according  to  the  number  of  their 
families,  was  wholly  withdrawn,  the  wages 
of  those  men  would  rise  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  give  them  an  equivalent;  that  was, 
that  they  would  receive,  in  a  short  time 
after  pari^h  assistance  should  be  discon- 
tinued, as  much  in  wages  as  they  had 
been  accustomed  to  receive  in  wages  and 
relief  put  together.  The  words  of  Loid 
Althorp  were : — 

''He  thought  no  man  could  doubt  but  that 
the  change  in  the  system  would  be  advantage- 
out  to  the  labourers  themselves.  It  was  pos- 
sible it  might  appear  to  some  boo.  Gentlemen, 
that  the  agricultural  labourer  having  at  pre- 
sent an  addition  from  the  parochial  funds  to  the 
amount  of  wages  paid  by  liis  employer  (that  ad- 
dition being  regulated  according  to  the  number 
of  bis  family),  the  effect  of  takinc^  away  that 
assistance  would  make  it  impossible  for  him 
to  maintain  himself  and  family.  He  (Lord 
Althorp)  did  not  think  such  would  be  the 
case,  for  he  believed,  nay,  he  felt  confident, 
that  as  the  labourer  regarded  the  parochial 
assistance  now  added  to  the  wages  he  received 
from  his  employer,  as  making  the  total  wages 
to  which  he  was  entitled  for  his  industry,  a 
very  short  time  would  elapse  after  the  removal 
of  that  assistance  before  wages  would  rise  to 
an  equivalent  amount ;  and  as  soon  as  that 
was  the  case,  the  situation  in  which  the 
labourer  would  be  placed  would  be  infinitely 
preferable  to  that  in  which  he  at  present 
stood.'' 

The  noble  Lord  was  supposed  to  be  so 
thoroughly  conversant  with  all  matters 
connected  with  agricultural  pursuits  and 
rural  economy^  that  many  Gentlemen  were 
inclined  at  that  time  to  defer  to  his  judg- 
menty  and  he  believed^  that  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  manner  in  which  Lord  Al- 
thorp urged  the  passage  of  that  measure, 
and  the  unqualified  manner  in  which  he 
prophecied  its  success,  it  would  never  have 
passed  that  House.  He  had  selected  the 
words  of  the  commissioners  who  recom- 
mended the  law  to  the  (jrovernment,  and 
the  words  of  the  Minister  who  brought  it 
before  Parliament,  both  parties  concur- 
ring ia  the  statement  that  such  a  law 
irpold  lead  to  certain  specific  effects,    No  \ 


man  could  deny,  that  if  it  did  raise  wages, 
increase  content,  and  diminish  crime,  it 
would  be  a  good  measure ;  but  his  opin- 
ion  was,   and  always   had  been,  that   it 
could  have  no  such  effect,  but  an  effect 
exactly  the  opposite.     The  law  had  been 
in  force  nearly  eight  years,  and  from  every 
thing  he  had  heard,  and  read,  and  seen  of 
its  operation,  he  was  convinced  that  wag:es 
had  not  risen,  but  relief  had  been  with- 
drawn, that  discontent  amongst  the  labour- 
ing people  had  much  increased  instead  of 
having  diminished,  and  need  we  do  more 
than  read  the  charges  to  ^rand  juries,  de- 
livered by  judges   and    by  chairmen   of 
quarter  sessions,  and  examine  the  yearly 
statistical  details,  to   be   convinced  that 
crime  had  increased  also,  instead  of  hav- 
ing diminished  ?     If  his  belief  were  cor- 
rect, then  the  act  had  wholly  failed,  and 
it  was  idle,  nay,  wicked,  to  proceed  with 
a  bill  for  its  continuance  and  extension  ; 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  was  in  error,  he 
should  like  a  Member  of  the  Government, 
to  get  up  in   his  place  and  tell  him  so. 
He  should  like  the  right  hon.   Baronet, 
the  Home  Secretary,  or  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself  to  rise  in  his  place  and  say 
whether  or  not  he  conscientiously  believed 
that  the  effects  promised  by  the  commis- 
sioners had  been  realised,  and  that  the 
rise  in  wages  anticipated  by  Lord  Althorp, 
had  really  and   practically  taken  place. 
If  neither  of  those  right  hon.  Baronets 
could  do  so,  he  thought  they  were  bound 
to  delay  the  measure  now    before    the 
House,  until  an  inquiry  could  be  made 
into  the  matter.    The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  following  resolu- 
tions : — 

''That  a  'rise  of  wages,*  and  'increased 
content  of  the  labourers  and  diminution 
of  crime,*  were  two  of  the  specific  ef- 
fects which  the  report  of  the  commission, 
dated  the  20th  day  of  February,  1834,  stated 
would  follow  the  application  of  their  principle 
of  administering  relief  to  the  indigent  by  the 
agency  of  a  Central  Board  of  Control.  That 
this  bill  be  proceeded  with  no  further,  until  it 
be  ascertained  by  inquiry  of  this  House,  that 
there  have  been,  since  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Act  came  into  operation,  a  rise  of  the 
wages  of  labour,  increased  contentment  among 
the  labouring  people,  and  a  diminution  of 
crime ;  and  also,  that  if  a  rise  in  the  rate  of 
wages  have  taken  place,  it  has  been  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  give  the  able-bodied  labouring 
man,  with  a  wife  and  family,  an  equivalent  for 
the  parochial  assistance  afforded  to  him  before 
the  passing  of  that  act.  That  it  is  desirable 
that  such  inquiry  should  be  satisfactory  and 
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conclusive,  and  that  it  should  conmand  the 
confidence  of  ibe  country,  and  that,  therefore, 
none  but  labourers  and  employers  be  exam- 
ined." 

General  Johnson  seconded  the  motion. 
He  denied  that  the  New  Poor-law  had 
had  the  efiect  of  raising  the  rate  of  wages, 
and  those  Gentlemen  who  entertained  a 
different  opinion  on  this  point  were  bound 
10  agree  to  the  proposal  for  inquiry.  If 
the  Poor-law  commission  had  been  con* 
tinned  for  one  year  only,  an  investigation 
could  very  properly  have  been  instituted 
at  the  commencement  of  next  Session. 
But  the  important  clause,  and  worst  claoee 
of  the  bill,  continuing  the  commission  for 
six  years,  had  been  passed,  and  he  thought 
it  a  proof  that  the  law  was  bad  when  it 
was  necessary  to  invest  this  commission 
with  unconstitutional  authoriry.  He  hoped 
that  some  inquiry  would  now  take  place 
before  the  beginning  of  the  next  Session 
into  the  working  of  the  law  altogether. 
He  believed  that  the  expenditure  for  the 
poor  had  increased  under  its  operation  in 
many  parts  of  the  country,  and  that  the 
labourers  were  worse  off,  being  more  in 
the  hands  of  their  employers.  As  for  the 
assistant-commissioners,  he  believed  they 
were  of  no  use,  but  only  an  expense  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  Grimsditch  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  thinking  that  the  worst  part  of 
the  bill  had  passed—  namely,  that  part 
which  continued  the  commission  for  six 
years  ;  but  he  did  not  see,  as  the  House 
was  now  placed,  how  any  alteration  6ould 
be  made  at  the  present  stage  of  the  bill  in 
the  term  agreed  to.  He  was  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  continuing  the  commis- 
sion for  six  years  was  most  unwise  on  the 
part  of  the  Government;  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  it  would  have  a  tendency  to 
shake  that  public  confidence  which  was 
reposed  in  the  Government  prior  to  the 
discussion  of  the  present  bill.  Still,  as 
he  thought  it  impossible  to  enter  into  an 
inquiry  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  he 
would  advise  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
not  to  press  his  motion  to  a  division. 
Recollecitinc:  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Graham)  had  promised  to  bring 
in  a  bill  at  the  commencement  of  next 
Session  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  such 
objections  tu  the  present  law  as  he  con- 
ceived worthy  of  consideration,  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  not  neglect  that 
opportunity  of  mitigating  the  severity  of 

tbosv  provisions  wbkb  esiamted  Uom  th« 


commissioners  at  Somerset-house.  Theve 
was  no  doubt  that  the  onions  in  every  part 
of  the  country  were  of  a  most  incooveoioiit 
size ;  and  the  commission,  with  its  central- 
izing power,  had  created  ooiversa4  disgust 
and  caused  the  Govermnent  iteelf  to  te 
distrusted. 

Mr.  Aglionby  was  of  opinion  tkal  no 
practical  good  would  result  from  the  pre- 
sent motion,  and  should  regret  to  see  it 
pressed  to  a  division.  His  objection  to  the 
first  clause,  continuing  the  cooimission 
for  so  long  a  period,  remained  asetrong  as 
ever,  and  he  thought  it  unwise  to  fix  the 
duration  of  the  commiesion  witbowt  pre- 
viously deciding  what  juried iotion  it  should 
possess.  But  what  would  be  the  result  of 
coming  to  a  division  on  the  pKsent  mo- 
tion ?  He  assumed  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  desired  that  the  commissioN 
should  be  destroyed  at  once.  He  could 
not  agree  in  such  a  proposition ;  for,  io 
order  to  avoid  conftision  in  the  country* 
and  distress  to  the  poor  theoMelves,  fae 
would  have  the  commission  continued  for 
a  time ;  and  he  should  have  been  well  sa- 
tisfied if  the  Government  had  brought  in 
a  bill,  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session^  to 
continue  the  commission  for  one  year« 
leaving  it  to  Parliament  to  deliberate  fully 
on  the  whole  subjeet,  at  the  earliest  pe- 
riod next  Session,  and  to  come  io  'that 
conclusion  which  the  justice  of  the  case 
demanded.  He  thought  it  high  time  that 
there  should  be  a  calm  and  deliberate  in- 
quiry, hy  a  committee  of  the  Houae,  to 
asceiptain  how  the  Poor-law  had  operated, 
and,  taking  it  as  a  whole,  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  to>have  acted  beneficially 
for  the  poor  themselves.  He  hoped  the 
present  motion  would  not  be  pressed  to  a 
division,  and  he  should  be  happy  to  give 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  bis  support 
in  endeavouring  to  limit  the  duration  of 
the  commission,  on  the  bringing  up  of  the 
report,  or  on  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Escott  concurred  io  many  of  tiie 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  ;  but  he  put  it  to  him  whether, 
after  the  House  had  twice  decided  to  pro- 
long the  duration  of  the  commiasion,  it 
would  not  now  be  better  to  aee  what  prac- 
ticable amendments  could  be  made  in  the 
bill.  He  suggested  to  the  hon.  Menber 
to  reserve  the  opposition  he  now  offered  to 
this  measure,  until  his  propositioo  respect- 
ing out-door  relief  came  under  the  consi- 
deration of  the  Flonse.     If  that  motioB 
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fXNrti  he  believed  the  cofflmission  would  be 
inoperative  for  evil,  aod  more  operative  for 
good  than  before. 

Sir  J.  Qraham  said,  that^  believing  the 
hoQ.  Member  for  Oldham  to  be  actuated 
by  the  most  humane  motives,  he  did  not 
think  it  consistent  with  his  duty  to  remain 
aitogelher  silent  on  the  present  question. 
The  hoo.  Member  had  asked  him,  whether 
lie  really  believed  the  New  Poor-law  had 
bad  a  beoefieial  operation  with  regard  to 
Ihe  wages  of  the  -working  classes  ?  He 
oonoovred  with  the  hon.  Member's  Col- 
league, who  said  that  it  had  rendered  the 
workman  more  dependent  on  his  employer. 
It  had  done  so ;  and  had  thereby,  parti- 
cularly in  agricultural  districts,  rendered 
him  independent  of  the  overseers.  He 
was  quite  satisBed  that  the  effect  of  this 
measure  generally  hod  been,  in  the  rural 
districts,  to  emancipate  the  working  classes 
from  confinement  in  the  workhouses.  With 
respect  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockormouth,  he  must  say, 
that  the  powers  to  be  exercised  by  the 
commission  were  those  with  which  it  was 
invested  by  the  very  act  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  had  referred,  and 
whkh  was  introduced  by  Lord  Althorp. 
The  only  question  for  the  House  to  deter- 
mine  now  was^  whether  there  should  be  a 
commission  or  not?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth  said,  he  wished  to  have  a 
calm  aod  deliberate  inquiry  on  the  subject. 
There  had  been  several  inquiries,  but  he 
was  afraid  that  they  were  not  altogether 
calm  and  deliberate.  There  had  been  long 
inquiries,  and  he  had  served  on  three  com- 
mittees, and  there  had  been  reports,  re- 
•pecting  the  working  of  the  law,  laid  on 
the  Table.  It  was  not  inquiry  that  was 
wanted ;  and  the  Members  of  that  House 
were  as  competent  as  any  persons  to  judge 
of  the  praotioableoperation  of  this,  measure. 
He  thought,  upon  the  whole,  that  •the  new 
law^  at  least  in  the  rural  districts,  had  ope- 
rated most  favourably,  both  on  the  rate  of 
wages  and  the  condition  of  the  labourers. 

House  divided  on  the  question  that  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pari 
of  the  question :  —  Ayes  125 ;  Noes  8  : 
Majority  117. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

.Cobden,Jl.  Williams.  W. 

Crawford,  W,  S.  Yorke,  H.  R. 
D'tsraeli.  B. 

Duncombe,  T.  tsllers. 

HoUond,  R.  Johnson,  Gen. 

Bsobdl^Capt.  f  ielden,  J. 


House  in  committee. 

On  clause  2,  professional  persons,  not 
being  assistantocommissioners  may  be  ap- 
pointed to  make  special  inquiries,  as  as- 
sistant-commissioners, 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  advisable  to  allow  those  persons 
who  might  be  summoned  before  those  new 
tribunals,  to  appear  by  their  counsel, 
agents,  or  attornies,  and  he  ahould,  there- 
fore move  a  proviso  to  that  effect. 

Sir  J.  Crraham  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  him  no  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion tto  make  this  motion,  and  the  hurried 
consideration  which  he  could  give  to  it 
made  it  somewhat  difficult  for  him  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  upon  it.  The  provision 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  was  intended  to 
remedy  that  which  was  complained  of  as  a 
serious  evil.  If  he  remembered  rightly, 
an  inquiry  had  been  instituted  in  the  north- 
ern part  of  the  county  of  Devon,  by  the 
assistant  Poor-law  commissioners,  which 
did  not  give  satisfaction.  With  regard 
also  to  the  Sevenoaks  workhouse,  the  con- 
duct of  an  assistant  Poor-law  commis- 
sioner was  impugned,  and  the  inquiry 
which  was  conducted  by  other  assistant 
Poor-law  commissioners  was  much  com- 
mented on,  and  dissatisfaction  was  ex- 
pressed in  that  case.  The  clause,  as  it 
stood,  was  to  remedy  that  evil,  by  allow- 
ing the  Poor-law  commissioners  to  send 
down  persons  competent  to  conduct  the 
inquiry,  conversant  with  the  taking  of  evi- 
dence, and  who  were  not  interested  in  the 
case,  or  aware  of  the  bygone  circum- 
stances. The  power  of  those  special  dele- 
gations was  limited  to  thirty  days,  and  the 
check  upon  it  was  in  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  the  object  of  the  clause  being 
what  he  bad  stated,  he  must  say,  that  as 
he  was  at  present  advised,  he  saw  no  ob- 
jection to  the  proviso  moved  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  thought  it  quite  possible, 
that  the  investigation  would  be  more  fair, 
complete,  and  satisfactory,  if  the  parties 
interested  in  the  result  were  allowed  to 
appear  by  their  agent  or  attorney,  but 
then  the  costs  should  be  borne  by  the  par- 
ties requiring  such  assistance,  and  not  be 
thrown  on  the  poor-rates. 

Mr.  Darby  said,  the  proviso  of  the  hon. 
Qenlleman  applied  only  to  the  persons  who 
were  lo  be  specially  appointed  under  the 
said  clause,  and  not  to  the  commissioners 
or  assistant-commissioners,  but  he  thought 
%\ke  protection  ought  to  extend  to  all. 

Sir  <7.  Graham  mi,  he  sboald  certainly 
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object  to  all  parlies  at  all  times  being  al- 
lowed to  appear  by  their  counsel  or  agents 
before  the  commissioners,  or  assistant 
Poor-law  commissioners.  The  power 
should  only  be  gi?en  in  cases  of  special 
investigation. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought  the  inquiries  had 
better  always  be  open,  as  this  would  tend 
to  produce  more  of  public  confidence  in 
them;  and  it  would  be,  in  his  opinion, 
exceedingly  injurious  to  allow  the  assist- 
ant-commissioners or  their  representatives 
to  close  the  doors  at  their  pleasure. 

Mr.  EscoU  cordially  concurred  in  de- 
precating any  secret  inquiries  into  the 
operation  of  the  Poor-law ;  and  his  opin- 
ion was,  that  the  power  of  making  them 
so  at  pleasure  would  'produce  great  sus- 
picion and  dissatisfactton.  There  was, 
however,  another  and  a  far  more  import- 
ant point,  which  did  not  seem  to  have 
been  borne  in  mind  during  this  discussion 
—and  that  was  the  authority  from  which 
the  appointment  of  these  special  commis- 
sioners of  inquiry  was  to  emanate.  Here, 
in  fact,  lay  the  whole  matter.  It  was  op- 
posed to  every  principle  of  common  sense, 
as  it  was  palpably  at  variance  with  the 
plainest  dictates  of  justice,  that  parties 
whose  conduct  was  complained  of  should 
virtually  conduct  the  inquiry.  Yet,  was 
not  this  really  the  case  here?  For  would 
not  the  inquiries  in  effect  and  in  truth  be 
into  the  operation  of  the  Poor-law,  under 
the  administration  of  the  central  commis- 
sionersy  who  themselves  were  to  have  the 
selecrioo  (it  should  seem)  of  those  by  whom 
the  inquiries  were  conducted?  Really, 
this  appeared  one  of  those  cases  in  which 
argument  was  useless,  and  simple  reason 
was  conclusive.  He  felt  warmly  on  this 
point,  from  a  sincere  conviction,  that  had 
this  been  otherwise^  there  would  have  been 
far  less  of  odium  cast  upon  the  commis- 
sioners themselves,  and  far  less  of  injury 
to  the  poor ;  and  not  less  firm  was  his 
persuasion,  that  if  now  altered  in  this  re- 
spect, the  law  would  work  with  more  of 
public  confidence,  and  infinitely  less  of 
public  mischief. 

Sir  /.  Graham  acknowledged,  that  this 
argument  would  be  conclusive,  were  it 
contemplated  that  these  inquiries  should 
embrace  the  general  administration  of  the 
central  commissioners ;  but  the  clause  re- 
ferred only  to  local  abuses  charged  against 
the  assistant-commissioners,  and  as  to 
which  the  central  commissioners  required 
special  means  of  informatioD. 


Viscount  Satidon  said,  that  though  tech- 
nically  and  strictly  his  right  hon.  Friend 
might  here  be  correct,  yet  the  commis- 
sioners themselves  did  not  consider  it  in 
the  same  light,  and  practically  the  inquir- 
ies of  assistant-commissioners  were  always 
conducted  with  an  evident  anxiety  to  avoid 
any  imputation  on  tha  Poor-law,  as  if  the 
conduct  of  individuals  necessarily  involved 
the  policy  of  the  law.  The  point  invariably 
pressed  by  these  authorities  most  strenu- 
ously was,  that  the  persons  calling  for  the 
inquiry  were  not  only  opposed,  but  un- 
fairly opposed,  to  the  act ;  and  all  their 
energies  were  bent  towards  neutralizing 
the  evidence  adduced  in  support  of  the 
complaint.  Now,  if  the  inquiries  were 
conducted  by  Gentlemen  sent  from  the 
Home  Secretary,  there  would  be  no  anx- 
iety and  effort  to  make  out  a  "  case  "  for 
the  New  Poor-law;  but  the  sole  desire 
would  be  to  elicit  the  truth  satisfactorily 
and  impartially.  Had  this  been  the  case 
in  the  Bridgewater  inquiry,  there  would 
not  have  been  such  cause  for  public  dis- 
content. Nothing  was  more  important  in 
regard  to  public  feeling  towaras  the  law 
than  this  question. 

Mr,  R,  Yorke  observed,  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  commissioners  themselves 
would,  in  these  cases,  be  the  subject  of 
inquiry ;  it  was  the  same  as  setting  a  thief 
to  sit  in  judgment  upon  his  own  accom- 
plice. 

Mr.  AgUonby  would  leave  it  to  the 
commissioners  to  judge  whether  there  ought 
to  be  an  inquiry  or  not,  but  he  thought 
the  Secretary  of  State  ought  to  appoint 
those  by  whom  the  inquiry  was  to  be  car- 
ried on.  If  the  supreme  power  in  these 
matters  were  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
State,  such  an  arrangement  would,  he 
thought,  have  the  effect  of  greatly  lessen- 
ing the  jealousy  which  would  otherwise  be 
felt.  The  danger  was,  that  the  public 
would  be  too  apt  to  regard  the  whole  as  an 
ex  parte  proceeding — it  would  be  impos- 
sible, he  thought,  to  keep  people  from  ap- 
prehending that  the  commissioners  would 
lean  towards  the  assistant  commissioners 
with  too  favourable  a  bias.  An  appoint- 
ment by  the  Secretary  of  State  of  those 
who  were  to  conduct  inquiries  would  not 
at  all  lessen  the  power  of  the  commission- 
ers, and  would  greatly  tend  to  inspire  the 
minds  of  the  people  with  confidence  in 
the  whole  system. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  that  the  original 
enactmsBt  gave  to  the  commissioners  sir* 
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Jreme  power  id  the  administration  of  the 
'oor-law.  The  commissioners  were  cer- 
tainly removable  by  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, but  that  formed  the  only  check  upon 
their  condact.  Now,  the  assistant-com- 
missioners were  the  servants  of  the  com- 
miuion,  and  they  should  not  look  up  to 
any  other  power;  it  was,  therefore,  that 
he  desired  to  keep  the  enactment  as  it  now 
stood.  He  would  suppose  that,  in  a  par- 
ticular case,  persons  were  delegated  by 
the  Executive  Government  to  carry  out  a 
certain  inquiry  against  the  wish  of  the 
commissioners,  and  he  would  further  sup- 
pose that  their  report  proved  unfavourable 
to  the  assistant-commissioners,  it  would 
then  be  necessary  to  alter  the  whole  of  the 
act ;  for,  however  adverse  the  report  might 
be,  no  assistant-commissioner  could  be  re- 
moved without  the  authority  of  the  com- 
mission ;  he  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  pause,  before  they  touched  a  clause 
which  so  materially  affected  the  moving 
power  of  the  whole  measure.  If  the  com- 
missioners were  fit  for  the  office  to  which 
they  were  appointed,  he  thought  that  they 
ought  to  be  treated  with  a  liberal  confi- 
dence ;  if  they  were  not  entitled  to  confi- 
dence they  ought  to  be  removed.  The 
object  of  the  bill  was,  that  the  Executive 
Government  should  not  be  responsible  for 
carrying  out  the  act,  but  merely  responsible 
for  the  appointment  or  removal  of  the 
commissioners  themselves. 

Mr.  Aglioftthy  did  not  want  to  interfere 
with  the  supreme  power  of  the  commis- 
sioners ;  all  he  desired  was,  that  investi- 
gations should  be  placed  above  all  sus- 
picion, 

Mr.  B,  Wood  thought,  that  some  power 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  guardians,  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  them  to  promote  in- 
quiries into  the  conduct  of  assistant- 
commissioners. 

Mr.  Darby  felt  satisfied,  that  if  the  ap- 
pointment of  persons  to  institute  investi- 
gations were  left  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
he  would  consult  the  wishes  of  the  com- 
missioners in  each  instance,  and  they 
would,  after  all,  possess  the  patronage. 
He  considered  the  present  clause  a  great 
improvement. 

Sir  R.  Peel  doubted  not  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  actuated  by  conscientious  mo- 
tives, but  the  course  which  he  took  afforded 
but  small  encouragement  to  any  Ministry 
to  introduce  relaxations  of  the  law.  His 
right  hon*  Friend  bad  proposed,  that  other 


persons  than  the  assistant-commissioners 
should  be  appointed  to  make  special  in- 
quiries, upon  which  thebon.  Gentleman  rose 
and  said,  he  would  rather  have  no  clause  at 
all  than  one  of  that  nature.  Such  was 
the  encouragement  which  the  Government 
had  to  make  concessions,  that  sundry 
amendments  were  proposed,  which  were 
inconsistent  with  the  principle  of  the  bill. 
The  proviso  proposed,  that  persons  should 
be  appointed  to  make  inquiries  who  had 
no  connexion  with  the  commission.  In 
the  first  place,  whenever  they  saw  fit,  or 
were  required  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
the  commissioners  were  to  appoint  such 
persons  to  conduct  the  inquiry.  The 
authority  of  the  commissioners  was  su- 
preme over  that  of  the  assistant-com- 
missioners, and  being  called  upon  to 
exercise  it  they  would  proceed  to  nomi 
nate  a  doctor  of  medicine,  or  a  surveyor, 
or  a  barrister,  persons  having  profes- 
sional qualifications  for  the  performance 
of  the  services  required  of  them.  The 
authority  rested,  then,  with  the  commis- 
sioners, but  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  must  give  his  sanction ; 
he  had  a  veto,  as  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  had  expressed  it. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  of  the  invi- 
diousness  of  the  Secretary  of  State  ap- 
pointing special  commissioners ;  but  there 
was  no  doubt  that  such  appointments 
would  be  the  subject  of  communication 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Poor-law  commissioners.  It  would  cer- 
tainly not  be  wise  to  get  up  two  conflicting 
authorities ;  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
commissioners  ought  to  act  in  harmony. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  clause  as  it 
stood  was  good,  because  it  gave  a  security 
against  abuse ;  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  affirm  the  proposition  as  originally 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  deference 
to  what,  he  thought,  was  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House  and  of  those  who 
were  opposed  to  the  bill,  He  trusted  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  abandon  his 
proposition,  and  not  take  a  course  which 
would  tend  to  discourage  relaxations  of 
the  law  in  reference  to  those  matters  which 
had  come  under  consideration. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill :— - 
Ayes  59 ;  Noes  9  :  Majority  50. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Brocklehursti  J. 
Bttckleyy  £« 


Crawford,  W«  S, 
Fieldeoi  J« 


339 


Amendtnent  of 


{COMMONS} 


the  Pwr*Law. 


34« 


ifohnson.  Gen. 
O'Brien,  J. 
Richards,  Jl. 
Scholefield,  J. 


Williami,  W. 

TBLLBRS. 

Grimsditch,  T. 
Pechelly  Capt. 


Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  agreed  to. 

'Clause  4  to  32  inclusive,  postponed. 

On  clause  23,  that  **  guardians,  &c., 
may  set  occasional  poor  to  work." 

Mr.  R*  Yorke  proposed,  that  the  words 
in  the  clause  *'  subject  always  to  the  pow- 
ers of  the  Poor-law  commissioners,"  should 
be  omitted  from  the  clause. 

Mr.  8.  Crawford  said,  that  he  objected 
to  the  whole  of  the  clause  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  It  was  a  most 
tyrannical  clause,  and  vested  in  the  guard- 
ians' powers,  which  they  ought  not  to 
possess.  If  a  man  went  even  for  one  night 
into  the  union  workhouse,  he  was  obliged 
to  allow  his  hair  to  be  cut  off  close  to  his 
head.  Such  a  ease  had  happened.  So 
strong  was  his  objection  to  the  tyrannical 
powers  vested  in  the  guardians  by  this 
clause,  that  he  was  determined  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  subject. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill  ;-^ 
Ayes  84 ;  Noes  8 :  Majority  76. 

Liii  iif  the  No£8. 


Scholefield,  J. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLEKS. 

Crawford,  S. 
Fieldeo,  J. 


firoadwood,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Hodgson,  F. 
iohosoo.  Gen.* 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Richards,  R. 

Clause  to  stand  part  of  the  bill. 

The  rest  of  the  clauses  were  rejected  or 
agreed  to  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Darby  moved  the  bringing  up  of  a 
clause  prohibiting  the  Poor-law  commia- 
aioners  from  interfering  with  local  Poor- 
law  administration,  except  with  the  consent 
of  two-third*  of  the  board  of  guardians 
under  the  local  act. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  firat  time. 
On  the  motion  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time, 

Sir  /.  €fraham  opposed  the  motion. 
Government  had  determined,  considering 
the  state  of  public  business,  and  the  ad- 
vanced perioQ  of  the  Session,  to  introduce 
no  provisions  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  introducing  any  important  alterations 
into  the  spirit  of  the  bill.  The  clause  of 
hia  hon.  Friend,  however,  was  quite  at 
variaooe  with  the  existing  lasr,  nod  it  was 
a  aiateki  lo  teppoee  that  Ibe  origiMd 


intention  of  the  Poor-law  Act  was  not 
that  its  provisions  should  be  general. 
Through  the  operation  of  the  proposed 
clause,  upwards  of  1,200,000  persons 
would  be  withdrawn  from  what  he  consi- 
dered the  salutary  control  of  the  Poor-law 
commission. 

Captain  Pechell  supported  the  clause. 
He  deprecated  interference  with  boards 
under  local  acts,  and  referred  to  previoua 
debates,  with  the  view  of  proving  that  the 
House  had  affirmed  thia  principle  of  non- 
interferencf. 

Mr.  T.  Dunoombe  thought  that  tf  Go 
vernment  objected  to  giving  independenl 
powers  to  local  boards,  that  they  should 
repeal  their  local  acts  altogether.  Go- 
vernment, however,  had  no  right,  acoord- 
ing  to  the  original  understanding,  to  aweep 
away  these  local  acts,  which  were  in  many 
instances  obtained  at  a  great  expense.  He 
should  strenuously  support  the  clause. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  clause  be  read  a  second  time : — Ayes, 
42;  Noes,  91:  Majority,  49. 

List  qf  the  Atbs* 


Aldam,  W. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Baskenrille,  T.  B.  M. 
Beckett,  W. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bowring,  Dr, 
Buckley,  E. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
DenisoD,  £.  B. 
Dodd,G. 
Dunoombe,  T. 
Escott,  B. 
Fambam,  £.  B. 
Fitsroy,  hon.  U. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gill,  T. 
Goring,  C. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grimstoo,  ViKt, 

List  of 

AeUod,  Sir  T.  D. 
A*Court,  Capt. 
AgUonbyi  H.  A. 
Antrobus,  £ 
BaUbor,J.M. 
Baring,  boo.  W.  B. 
filackburoc,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  U.  G. 
Branuton,T.W. 
Brotbenoo,  J. 
Bruc^  Lord  & 


Halford,  U. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
•Hodgson,  R. 
Uoniiby,  J. 
Johnson,  Gen. 
Laogston,  J.  H. 
Masterman,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
Nawry,  Visot. 
Richards,  R. 
Rollestoo,  Col. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Stbthorp,  Cd. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Tufnell,  U. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Yorke,  U.R. 


Oaffby,.G. 
PscheU,  Capt. 

the  Noes* 

Cavendish,  hon.  0.  U. 
Cbilders,  J.  W. 
CUyton,  R.  R. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Colboroe,ho.W.  N.  R. 
Conrtooavj  Lord 
Cnpps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Douglas,  Sir  C*  E. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
DuBcaoyG. 
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MstcovuifT.CB. 
FitsmamiGey  bon.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forster^  M. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Oladtftoney  7t.hn.W^. 
Gordoiiy  hoD.  Capt. 
Goqlboora,  it.  bn.  tl. 
Gnbaan,  it.te.  Sir  J. 
ilale,  R.  fi. 
iiaaulton,  W«  J. 
Ueneage,  G.  U.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S, 
Hobbouse^rt.  bn.Sir  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hnniey  J« 

Umt,w. 

JomSe,Sir  W.G.H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
KnatchbuU,rt.liD.SirE. 
LarobtODi  H. 
Xegh,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  'Earl  of 
Loddnrt,  W. 
Af  aolMoiie,  T. 
Madiemic,  W.  F. 
M'Geacby.F  A. 
March,  Earl  of 
Moigaq,  O. 
NcTiUe,  R. 
flewport,  Viscl. 
NichoH,  right  bon.  J. 
Morreys,  I^rd 
Morrtjv,  Sir  D.  J. 


Northland,  Vjsot. 
Paoiu^,  C.  AV. 
Pakiog^QO,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pemberton,  T. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Hice,  £.  A. 
Eosie,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
ilou8>  hon.  Capt. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Sheppard,  T, 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
8tan8field,W.ll.C. 
Ktuart,  U. 
button, hou.U.  M. 
Tancred,H.  W. 
Thorocley,  T. 
Tollemache,  J. 
TroHope,  Sir  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vetey,  hon.  T. 
.Waddingtoo,  U.  6. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wood,B. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Baring, -H. 


House  resumed.    Bill  to  be  reported. 

South  Australia.]  House  in  Com- 
mittee 00  the  South  Australia  Bill. 

Mr.  jE/iMie  expressed  his  strong  disap- 
probation of  this  manner  in  which  the 
colooj  had  been  governed  from  the  time 
ofXord  Glenelg  downwards.  He  accused 
Colonel  Gawler  of  icxtravaganci^,  and  the 
Colonial  Hioisiecs  of  mismam^emeut  and 
careJessness.  They  had  all  acted  wropgly, 
and  yet  .none  of  them  would  bear  the 
responsibility  of  their  misdoinga.  The 
colony  had  been  involved  in  the  .greatest 
distress,  and  its  credit  had  altogether  gone. 
Money  had  not  been  borrowed  when  it 
might  bate  been  lent  .with  safety,  and  now 
aloan  had  been  asked  for  and  granted  at  a 
time  and  in  a  manner  the  most  unsuitable, 
uoUr*  «nd  liaaxpedient.  Whnt  he  pro- 
posed svas.rthat  the  colony  should  still  be 
neld  liable  for  the  money  which  had  been 
gken  to  it;  and  be  would,  therefore, 
flme  that  ttks  dbuee  relieving  it  from  its 
Jiabilitias  beonitted. 

i«ord  aattjsy.aBid,  that  it  was  bo  part 
4iCliiid«tf'lo  diinul  thaondttctfif 


thoiftiffeq^i 


who  had  preceded  him  in  office,  and  -lo 
whom  the  mismanagement  of  the  colony 
must  be  attributed,  but  he  could  not  ^o 
the  length  to  which  the  hon.  GenMem«i|i 
had  gone,  either  in  his  attack  upon  Loi^ 
J.  Russell  the  other  night,  or  upon  LmI 
Glenelg  to-inight.  He  thought  the  •mia- 
management  of  the  colony  was  to  he  attri- 
buted, not  to  one  Colonial  Minister  or  ip 
another,  hut  to  the  House  of  Commop^ 
and  to  Parliament.  But  the  question  now 
really  was,  how  could  that  mismanagement 
be  altered,  and  its  evil  consequences  to 
some  extent  remedied?  As  to  Colonel 
Gawler,  he  confessed  that  he  had  not 
exactly  pursued  the  course  which  heeliouM 
have  recommended.  His  conduct  bad 
perhaps  faicly  exposed  him  to  the  charge 
of  extravagance ;  but  that  very  conduct, 
that  free  expenditure  of  nnoney,  had  caused 
his  popularity  in  the  colony.  But  yet  it 
certainly  was  one  of  the  evils  against  which 
they  bad  now  to  contend.  With  respect 
to  the  omission  of  the  clause  as  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  answer  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended.  He  believed  that  to  make  the 
colony  liable  in  case  of  any  surplus  revenue 
accruing  at  a  future  period  would  be  a 
mode  of  proceeding  calculated  to  extin- 
guish the  energies  of  the  colonists. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill. 
Ayes,  73;  Noes,  10:  Majority,  63. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
iBateson,  R. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadly,  H. 
Bruce,.  Lord  £• 
Buokley,  £. 
Cardwell,  £. 
Cavendish,  hun.  G.  H. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir.G. 
CoMle,  C.'R. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,hoo.  Col. 
Dsnison,  B.  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Fambam,  £.  B. 
usoDi  Sir  E»  At 


Fitzmaurice,  hon.  W. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,  rt,bn,W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulburo,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
Grogan,\B. 
HamiltOH,  W.  J. 
Henley,  J.  W, 
Herbert,  hon.  Si 
Hodgson,  R. 
.Hornl^,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  >B. 
Hussoy,  T. 
Hmt,  W. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Capt. 
KaatchbuU^rtJMiiSirE. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F« 
Mucb^&rlflf 
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Maaterman,  J, 
Neville,  R. 
NichoU,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Patten,  J.  W, 
Philips,  M. 
Rasbleigh,  W. 
Rice,  £.  R. 


Siblhorp,  Col. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  U.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 


Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Ward,  H.  G. 

Rous,  hon.  Capt.  Young,  J. 
Rundle,J.  tellers. 

Rushbrooke,Co].  Pringle,  A. 

Russell,  J.  D.  W.  Baring,  H. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Scholefield,  J. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Thornely,  T. 

Brotherton,  J.  Wawo,  J.  T. 
Cobden,  R. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  tellers. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Hume,  J. 

Morris,  D.  Wood,  B. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed  through  the  committee. 

House  resumed.   Report  to  be  received. 

Coroners  of  Warwick.]  Sir  C, 
Douglas  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Coroners,  &c.  (Warwick  and  Lancaster) 

Bill. 

Mr.  Aglionby  said,  unlesssome  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  took  place,  he  should 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  two  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  20,  1842. 

MnroTBB.]  Bills.  PuMfc— !'■  Joint  Sioek  Banking 
Conapttiiei. 

9*-    Commoo  Law  Couxti  (Irdand)  s  Game  CotUcatai 
(InlaMl)t  Bonded  Com  (So.  t). 
Beported^nOnaim  (Inland). 

9«-    and  paMd:— Wide  Streets  (Dublin) t    Piinnst 
Eleedon  Pciitlane  Trial. 
l¥h«fe<— 8^    CaaTin't  EstatCb 

Pannova  PanaaiiTao.  By  Mr.  Corry,  from  Watcxford, 
and  Omagh*  againit  the  TobaoooRcgulatioDa  BOL— From 
Lendownen  and  othen  attending  Hadldgh  Market, 
i^alnit  Bonded  Com  (Na  t)  BUL^Fnm  the  Onnd  Jury 
of  Camarron,  Ibr  the  repeal  of  the  Act  uniting  the 
Diooeeee  of  SL  Aiaph  and  Bangor.— By  Mr.  Hughes, 
turn  the  Dioceee  of  St.  Aaapb,  againit  St.  Aiaph  and 
Bangor  C^thfd«i«  BUL— By  Mr.  Haidy,  and  Mr.  C 
UatffOk,  from  Bredfiird,  Geadon,  Halifn.  SUrooat,  and 
Newport  Unkm,  againit  the  Poo^-law  Amendment  Bill. 
-.By  Mr.  S.  Cawfixd*  from  Sonthwaik,  fbr  the  Re- 
dempdan  of  the  Tolla  on  Waterkx)  and  the  other  Metro, 
politan  Bridgea^Fiom  Macclesfield,  against  the  Redue- 
tion  of  the  Duty  on  SIDl— By  Mr.  Beckett,  from  Stan- 
mingley.  Nether  Thong,  Heston.  Ecdeihill.  Cleckhaatan, 
and  Putey.  Ibr  Ltanitfaig  the  Houn  of  Labour  of  young 
penoos  in  F^tttoriea.—FVom  London,  againit  any  fiirthcr 

Onnt  to  Maynoolh  CoUqge. 

Railways.]  Mr.  Gladslone,  in  mov- 
iog  thit  the  Loids'  ameadmeiito  to  this 


bill  be  affreed  to,  obserred,  that  when 
the  several  railway  acts  were  passed,  a  li. 
mitatiun  was  introduced  restricting  the 
weight  of  the  carriages  to  four  torn. 
This  clause  went  from  one  bill  to  the  other 
without  opposition.  It  was,  however, 
deemed  desirable,  for  the  security  of  the 
public,  that  the  carriages  should  be  of 
greater  weight,  and  there  was  scarcely  a 
railway  in  which  the  weight  was  so  low  as 
four  tons.  It  was  thought  better,  then,  to 
repeal  this  clause,  to  which  he  did  not  an- 
ticipate any  objection,  as  it  was  sufficiently 
in  harmony  with  the  object  of  the  bill. 
Lords'  amendments  agreed  to, 

Police  Rewards  (Ireland.]  Lord 
Clements  found  a  very  large  sum  appropri- 
ated under  the  heads  of  police  rewards  and 
superannuation  fund.  One  amounted  to 
7,045/.,  and  the  other  to  18,280/.  Now,  as 
no  estimate  was  taken  of  these  sums,  and 
as  part  of  them  was  provided  for  by  a  com- 
pulsory assessment  on  the  counties,  ha 
wished  to  know  the  intisntions  of  the  Go* 
vernment  as  to  their  disposal. 

Lord  EUot  having  had  notice,  he  had 
written  to  Colonel  Macgregor  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  the  answer  was,  that  the  present 
system  of  rewards  had  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  late  Government,  and  that 
though  the  scale  of  rewards  was  doubled, 
no  person  received  any  while  in  the  service. 
Colonel  Macgregor  added,  that  if  they 
were  lessened,  such  a  step  would  have  the 
effect  of  chilling  the  zeal  of  the  force. 

Medical  Reform.]]  In  answer  to  a 
question  from  Mr.  Stansfield, 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  he  had  that  day  had 
an  interview  with  a  deputation  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  bill  which  had  been  introduced 
relative  to  the  medical  profession,  and  the 
result  being  to  prove  that  his  views  were 
not  sufficiently  matured,  he  should  post- 
pone all  further  proceeding  with  regard 
to  it  till  next  Session. 

Bonded  Corn  Bill  (No.  2.)]  Mr. 
Gladstone  rose  to  move  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bonded  Com  (No.  2)  Bill.  He  felt 
confident  that  this  bill  would  meet  with 
almost  unanimous  concurrence.  Before  he 
made  any  observations  on  its  provisions,  he 
must  say  a  few  words  to  explain  how  it 
came  into  his  hands,  and  to  render  an  act 
of  justice  to  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  sat 
opposite.  During  the  present  Session,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  had  introduced 
a  bill  similar  to  the  present,  which  bill  was 
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referred  to  a  select  cominittee,  contaiDing 
manjrof  the  stauncbest  friends  of  the  agri- 
caltaral  interest  Among  the  rest,  the 
Members  for  Berks  and  Somerset,  and  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lincoln,  and 
his  Colleague.  It  was  in  consequence  of 
the  report  of  that  committee  that  the  pre- 
sent bill  was  introduced.  The  proceedings 
of  that  committee  were  conducted  with  the 
greatest  harmony  and  satisfaction ;  and  at 
a  very  full  meeting  of  that  committee  it 
adopted  the  report  on  which  the  present 
bill  was  founded.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
could  not  claim  the  credit  of  having  sug- 
gested this  measure ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
bad  to  regret,  that  four  or  five  years  since, 
be  had  voted  against  one  of  similar  import, 
although  that  bill  proposed  the  grinding 
of  com  under  the  lock  of  the  Crown.  How- 
ever, when  it  became  his  official  duty  to 
examine  into  the  merits  of  the  question, 
be  soon  convinced  himself  that  the  measure 
was  perfectly  safe  as  regarded  the  producing 
interest  of  this  country,  while  on  the  other 
hand,  it  promised  great  benefit  to  our  com- 
merce, and  augmentation  to  certain 
branches  of  trade.  The  reason  why  the  bill 
now  appeared  under  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
auspices  was^  that  it  bore  somewhat  on  the 
safety  of  the  revenue,  and  it  had  therefore 
been  considered  desirable  to  consult  the 
officers  of  customs  previous  to  its  introduc- 
tion in  the  House ;  but  as  far  as  there 
was  any  credit  attached  to  the  measure, 
and  he  considered  it  deserving  of  great 
credit,  it  belonged  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead,  who  had  suggested  it  to  the 
House,  and  with  excellent  judgment  had 
conducted  it  to  its  present  stage ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
able  to  congratulate  himself  on  its  bene- 
ficial results.  The  bill  proposed  that  parties 
should  be  empowered  to  take  foreign  wheat 
out  of  bond  on  the  proviso  that  they  sub- 
stituted a  calculated  equivalent  either  in 
fine  fiour  fit  for  exportation  or  in  biscuit 
of  one  of  the  three  classes  used  in  merchant 
vessels.  He  trusted  that  it  would  thus 
open  to  our  millers  and  biscuit- bakers  a 
considerable  trade  from  which  they  were 
DOW  excluded,  by  enabling  them  to  export 
bread  and  flour  to  various  parts  of  the 
globe.  There  was  now  a  considerable  ex- 
port of  flour  from  other  countries  to  New- 
foundland, to  Australia,  to  Brazil,  and 
aometimes  even  to  the  United  States ;  and 
he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  a  consider- 
able share  of  that  trade  might  not  fall  into 
the  hands  of  the  merchants  and  manufac- 
torera  of  this  country.    Another  point  to 


which  he'wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  was,  the  permission  contained  in  the 
bill  for  the  manu&cture  of  ship  biscuits. 
The  House  had  already  almost  unanimously 
recognised  the  pressing  necessity  that  ex- 
isted for  lightenmg  the  burdens  that  pressed 
upon  our  aliipping  interests,  and  with  this 
view  a  provision  had  been  introduced  into 
the  Customs'  Act  for  the  import  of  salt 
provisions.  But  it  was  said,  when  that 
provision  was  under  consideration,  that  a 
similar  advantage  should  be  given  with 
respect  to  the  other  main  article  of  ships' 
provision,  and  the  measure  now  before  the 
House  would  efi«ct  that  object.  Trade 
would  be  otherwise  benefitted  by  it,  as  the 
demand  for  foreign  com  would  be  consider- 
able, and  independent  of  the  fluctuations 
of  seasons  in  this  country.  Another  advan- 
tage likely  to  accrue  from  it  would  be  a 
tendency  to  increase  the  supply  of  com  in 
bond,  an  object  so  intimately  afifecting  the 
sustenance  of  the  people  in  seasons  of  scar- 
city that  it  could  not  be  too  much  encou- 
raged by  the  Legislature.  The  main  ob- 
jection to  the  bill,  and  one  in  which  he 
had  himself  concurred  until  more  strict 
examination  had  made  him  better  ac 
quainted  with  the  facts,  was^  that  the 
permission  given  would  open  a  door  for 
firauds  on  the  revenue.  He  thought  that 
that  objection  was  not  tenable.  Bat  it 
should  be  recollected  that  this  country 
was  not  the  first  to  try  the  experiment. 
Belgium  and  France  had  at  this  moment 
a  similar  plan  in  operation,  and,  in  France 
purticularly,  a  large  trade  was  carried  on 
without  causing  any  dissatisfaction.  It 
was  now  twelve  or  fourteen  years  since  the 
trade  had  been  first  permitted  in  France, 
and  [now  an  annual  amount  of  250,000 
cwt.  of  flour  was  manufactured  for  shipping 
and  for  export  to  other  countries.  He 
believed  that  the  privilege  was  confined  to 
certain  ports,  but  if  France,  with  her 
limited  commerce,  derived  advantages  from 
such  a  law,  it  was  fairly  to  be  inferred  that 
a  very  great  advantage  must  accme  to  this 
country.  With  regard  to  fraud,  the  ques- 
tion was  not  whether  some  trifline  uraud 
might  not  be  eflected  under  tbe  bill ;  the 
question  was>  whetber  it  was  likely  to  be 
committed  on  so  large  a  scale,  and  to  be  of 
frequent  occurrence,  so  as  to  form  a  suffi« 
cient  objection  to  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
In  the  first  place,  he  believed  that  the  per- 
sons likely  to  engage  in  this  trade  would 
not  look  tosodisgraceful  a  mode  of  obtaining 
profit  as  fraud,  but  even  if  they  did,  any 
amount  of  fraud  they  could  enect  would 
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h$m  mo  serioug  faifliieaoe  on  the  agrical- 
torisC  iDtevesi  or  the  marketii  of  the  goud- 
trjr.  Two  expeneoeed  offioera  io  the 
CttiitoiMis  had  b^B  examioed  hf  the  select 
conniitteey  and  had  given  it  as  their  opi« 
aion,  that  inferior  flMir  could  not  be  »ub« 
alituted  for  com  taken  out  of  bond  without 
witpieion  on  the  ]Nirt  of  the  CttstoaiB'  oiB- 
oer,  although  he  might  not  be  able  to  de- 
cide to  a  nicety  the  exact  amount  or  mode 
of  adulteration.  But,  even  soppoeing  the 
trade  to  reach  the  amount  of  100,000  qra. 
of  corn  annually^  the  introduction  even  of 
that  whole  amount,  whidi  was  not  more 
than  the  two^uadredth  part  of  the  annual 
eonsumptioa  of  this  oodntry,  into  our  mar- 
kets could  hmwe  no  sensible  effect  on  the 
immense  consumption  of  this  coontry.  He 
did  not  mean  to  justify  fraud,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  sufiicieftt  means  would  be  pro* 
vfded  by  this  bill  for  its  prevention ;  what 
he  meant  to  convey  was»  that  even  if  it 
did  take  place,  it  could  have  no  sensible 
effect  on  our  producing  interests.  There 
were  two  or  tnree  modifications  which  he 
propoeed  to  introduce  into  this  bill.  Firsts 
be  proposed  to  limit  its  operation  to  three 
yearSf  m  order  that  Pailiametit  might  have 
an  early  opportunity  for  re-examination, 
while  at  the  same  time  sufficient  room 
would  be  given  for  fairly  ascertaining  its 
effect  SMondly,  be  proposed  that  the 
iour  made  under  the  bill  should  be  ad- 
mitted for  home  consumption  under  the 
same  duty  as  foreign  flour,  although,  at 
the  staie  time,  he  did  not  think  it  likely 
that  much  would  be  taken  out  in  that  wayi 
as  flour  for  exportation  was  generally  ma- 
nufactured in  a  way  which,  while  making 
it  less  liable  to  decay,  rendersd  it  unsuit- 
able to  the  home  market.  Thirdly,  he 
proposed  somewhat  to  mitigate  the  penal- 
ties io  the  bill*  At  present  it  provided  a 
penalty  of  6/«  a  quarter  on  com  which 
should  be  taken  out  of  bond  by  the  substi- 
tution of  adulterated  flour  or  inferior  bis* 
cuit|  but  be  thought  that  this  might 
cause  hardship  in  cases  where  the  fraud 
had  been  cauasd  bv  miscalculation  or  mis- 
take in  selecting  tne  article^  and  not  fiau* 
dolent  Intention.  He  proposed,  therefore, 
to  introduce  wordi  into  the  bill  somewhat 
to  mitigate  the  penalties  in  soch  cases. 
He  trusted  that*  with  these  alterations, 
the  bill  would  be  likely  to  assist  in  the 
revival  of  trade,  and  to  add  to  the  comforts 
of  the  people.  The  right  boo.  Member 
concluded  bv  moving  that  the  bill  be  now 
lead  a  second  time. 

Colonel  Kuihbrooke  gave  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  credit  for  the  best  inteationa 
but  entertained  serious  doubts  as  to  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  measuie  upon 
the  agricultural  interest.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  read  some  extracts  from 
the  evidence  given  before  the  coiMnittee 
with  the  view  of  showing  that  no  nracau- 
tions  which  coold  be  t^en  woula  afford 
security  against  fraud,  and  concluded  by 
moving  that  the  bill  be  read  a  seeend  tiase 
that  day  three  months. 

Mr.  Trotter  said  that  a  bill,  almoal  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  the  present,  had  been 
introduced  in  1837,  by  Mr.  Robineon,  then 
Member  for  Worcester,  and  had  been  o|k 
posed  by  the  then  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
conducive  to  fraud.  The  two  predecessors 
in  office  of  the  noble  Lord  who  now  held 
that  appointment,  had  opposed  the  asei^ 
sure  on  the  same  ground,  and  all  the  right 
bon«  Gentlemen  now  below  him  had  on 
former  occasions  voted  against  a  similar 
bill.  For  his  own  part,  he  oonsidered  that 
none  of  the  objections  that  had  formerly 
existed  to  such  a  measure  had  since  been 
removed.  He  did  not  oppoee  it  himself 
as  an  agricultural  question,  that  point  he 
would  throw  aside  altogether  |  his  opposi- 
tion was  grounded  on  general  principlea, 
and  on  his  belief  that  frauds  to  a  large 
extent  must  be  the  consequence.  He  moat 
cordially  seoonded  the  amendment. 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  tat  it  to  be  his  bounden 
duty  to  support  the  amendment,  althoogk 
no  one  had  more  strenuously  endeavoiund 
to  bring  that  party  into  power,  which  neiw 
had  inlLrodoced,  Ke  rsgrrtted  to  say  thin, 
amongst  other  measures,  highlv  injurious, 
if  not  absolutely  ruinoos,  to  the  agricul- 
turists of  this  country.  He  referred  to 
returns  already  made  before  the  House,  to 
show  that  the  effect  of  the  mcoaurse  of 
free-trade  alreadv  adopted  since  Mr.  Hue* 
kisson's  time  baa  been  to  depress  agricul- 
ture, until  the  burden  of  the  Poor-rates 
had  become  intolerable,  and  also  to  embar- 
rass our  commerce,  and  turn  the  exchangee 
against  this  country.  The  plan  seemed  to 
have  been  borrowed  from  a  soniewhat 
simibr  project  relative  to  foreign  sugara 
released  from  bond,  for  the  purpose  of 
rsfinin^,  and  being  exported  to  fonigii 
countries ;  hot  the  author  of  that  project, 
Mr.  Huskisson,  found  that  the  law  eoukl 
be  evaded,  and  the  bonded  sugar,  1^  mnans 
of  febricated  certificates,  sold  by  the  dealers 
in  this  market.  He  believed  the  pfaw  to 
have  been  in  this  instance  adopted  withottt 
due  examination,  and  he  trusted  it  was  not 
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yet  tod  late  to  persaade  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  to  retrace  his  steps  and  to  abandon 
the  bill.  He  assured  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net/that  according  to  the  present  sjrstem 
of  thmsacting  business  in  the  custom 
hotises  of  this  country  nothibg  oould  be 
moni  easy  than  to  bring  cargoes  of  foreign 
biscoit  idto  this  country,  and  to  re-export 
them  immediately^  for  the  mere  purpbse  of 
oiitaiding  certificates  of  export  of  so  much 
ftnreign  com,  which  certificates  would  en- 
title those  parties  so  exporting  the  foreign 
made  buscuit  to  release  as  much  foreign 
com  from  bond  as  was  equal  to  the  manu- 
factured article  supposed  to  be  composed 
of  foreign  flour  released  from  hood  in  our 
warehouses.  In  this  manner,  the  bonded 
grain  would  constantly  be  taken  fraudu^ 
lently  out  of  the  warehouses,  and  enter 
into  the  oontomption  at  hoftne,  to  the  pre- 
judice of  our  own  growers,  and  in  direct 
eontradiction  to  the  spirit  of  the  existing 
law  relative  to  the  import  of  foreign  grain. 
This  pirocess  must  also  hare  the  efiect  of 
ioflnencing  the  returns  upon  which  the 
Corn-law  averages  were  struck ;  and  when 
large  portions  of  foreign  corn  were  thus 
spuriously  idthdrawn  from  bond,  this 
average  mint  be  very  seriously  depressed, 
to  the  great  embarrassment  and  confusion 
of  the  com  market  generally. 

Mn  Hfttt  expxeswd  his  surprise  that  his 
fcon.  Friend  having  stated  that  for  many 
years,  he  had  been  connected  with  the 
commercial  and  shipping  interests  of  the 
6rantry  should  come  forward  to  oppose  the 
■leasare.  Those  interests,  differing  as  they 
did  on  other  questions,  were  almost  to  a 
man  unanimous  upon  this,  and  they  ac- 
knowledged the  benefit  which  they  would 
gainf  by  being  allowed  to  purchase  flour 
and  biscuit  ifi  this  country  at  continental 
prices.  He  would  not  advert  to  the  dis- 
tress of  the  country^  nor  would  he  excite 
tbeif  feelings  by  describing  the  sufiTerings 
which  were  endured  by  the  people;  but 
he  was  prepared  to  contend,  that  at  any 
time,  and  under  any  circumstances,  the 
Legislature  was  bound  to  prdvrde,  as  far  as 
possible,  employment  for  the  working 
daises.  This  measure  would  throw  open 
fresh  channels  of  industry,  and  would  afford 
to  the  labouring  population  of  England  an 
advantage  which  haid  already  been  granted 
by  etery  continental  government  to  theif* 
people.  The  ships  of  this  country — 
especially  those  that  were  engaged  in  the 
fishiog  trade — i^ere,  under  the  present 
state  df  thibgs,  compelled  to  be  sent  to  the 
parts  df  the  north  of  Europe  to  take  in 


their  supply  of  flour  and  biscuit,  if  they 
irished  to  obtain  them  at  a  reasonable 
price.  The  diflerenoe  in  the  pride  of  pro- 
risions  obtained  in  England  and  those  tdcen 
elsei^here  had  caused  the  i^uction  of  the 
number  of  the  fishing  ships  which  entered 
into  the  English  ports.  He  had  not 
heard*  and  he  could  not  conceive;  any 
i^asonable  or  sound  objection  to  this  mea- 
sure. The  alarm  felt  by  the  agricukuriftts 
was  altogether  unfounded.  The  existing 
prohibition  injured  the  shipping  intereste; 
the  commercial  interests,  and  the  labour^ 
ing  classes,  and  it  did  good  to  no  one.  He 
thanked-  the  Governibeht  for  producing  do 
beneficial  and  so  useful  a  measure. 

Mr.  GUI  merely  rose  to  express  his  dia- 
sent  to  the  proportion  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  Meibber  for  Essex  that  this  measure 
would  lead  to  the  fraudulent  introduiotion 
of  foreign  flour.  He  felt  confident  thai 
no  such  effect  would  be  produced  by  it, 
and  he  should  give  it  his  hiearty  support. 

Viscount  Palmerstan  had  listened  with 
great  attention  to  the  objections  which  had 
been  urged  against  the  bill,  and  they  ap^ 
peared  to  him  to  have  been  answered  by 
anticipation  in  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whose  explanation  with 
regard  to  frhud  was  perfectly  Satisfactory. 
With  regard  to  the  objection  thai  had 
been  urged,  namely^  that  the  measufre 
would  give  to  the  commercial  marine  good 
biscuits  at  a  cheap  rate,  that  appear^  to 
be,  instead  of  a  sound  oMeetion^  a  very 
strong  Recommendation.  There  was  one 
argument  which,  more  than  any  ether, 
recommended  it  to  his  support^  Theright 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the  bill 
would  open  new  sources  of  commerce  to 
this  country,  which  would  be  not  tempo- 
rary or  uncertain,  but  permanent  and  se« 
cure.  He  hailed  that  principle  most  cof-* 
dially  as  coming  from  the  particular  quar** 
ter  from  whence  it  had  proceeded^  and  only 
lamented  that  it  had  not  been  permitted 
to  take  a  wider  range,  than  the  preseilt 
bill  ttfRirded.  But  as  that  principle  bad 
been  laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle^* 
many  he  hoped  soon  to  see  it  more  exten-* 
sively  acknowledged. 

Mr.  Darbif  Icries  cf  "  Divide  "]  would 
not  obtrude  himself  against  the  sense  of 
the  House,  and  would  not  make  a  speech  | 
but  this  he  would  say^  that  it  was  most 
unfair  id  the  noble  Lord  to  enter  into  the 
genera]  question,  Mrhen  the  House  was  not 
disposed  to  allo^  a  debate. 

Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  speak  to  the 
measure— [*'  No,  no  I "] — aye,  add  he  was 
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ffoiog  into  the  general  question^  too.  It 
had  been  proposed  by  the  Government, 
after  a  long  discuABion  of  the  Corn-law, 
that  there  should  be  some  minute  relaxa- 
tion in  a  part  of  the  system.  But  the 
agricultural  gentlemen  had  put  forward  a 
document  in  opposition  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  in  their  care  for  their  in- 
terest they  had  put  forward  that  which 
was  not  true,  for  the  purpose  of  serving 
their  own  private  interests  in  their  pecu- 
liar position  as  landlords.  Much  had  been 
said  about  fraud.  What  was  the  meaning 
of  the  word  fraud?  It  meant  that,  by 
the  provisions  of  the  bill,  means  were  given 
to  introduce  corn  to  the  starving  people. 
The  fraud  was  a  fraud  upon  their  own 
improper  law — nothing  else.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, were  bound  to  do  what  they 
were  doing,  and  they  would  if  they 
dared,  relax  the  stringency  of  the  Corn- 
laws  :  but  knowing  that  to  be  at  present 
impossible,  they  had  put  forth  this  little 
bill  as  a  feeler.  Every  person  who  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  felt  that  every  posi- 
tion be  took  up  was  a  backhanded  blow  at 
his  own  Corn-law.  Let  them  not  be  misled. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  proposed 
his  measure,  and  a  sham  6ght  had  been 
got  up  upon  it,  disgraceful  to  the  party 
from  which  it  had  emanated,  public  justice 
had  forced  the  Government  to  undertake 
this  bill,  which  was  an  answer  to  every  mea- 
sure the  Government  had  brought  forward 
forthe  last  six  months.  {*'  Divide."]  He  was 
not  to  be  put  down.  He  knew  the  comer 
well  from  which  that  noise  proceeded.  He 
knew  the  meaning  of  those  clamours  for  a 
division.  Hon.  Members  wanted  their 
dinners,  But  was  that  the  manner  in 
which  the  business  of  the  country  was  to 
be  conducted  ?  He  appealed  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  his  side  of  tne  House  :  they,  as 
the  opposition,  had  a  duty  to  perform,  and 
were  not  to  be  frightened  out  of  it  by  the 
attacks  of  poptn  iays.  If  gentlemen  wanted 
their  dinners,  let  them  go.  Cheap  food 
for  the  people  was  the  first  proposition  em- 
bodied m  tne  bill,  and  all  the  arguments 
about  opening  fresh  channels  for  trade  were 
but  round-about  enunciations  of  the  doc* 
trines  of  free-trade.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, if  the  phalans  behind  him  would 
have  permitted,  would  have  said,  <' ex- 
change the  manufiMtures  of  Eagland 
against  the  com  of  the  world,  and  we  shall 


have  a  trade  grow  up,  which  will  not  be 
for  a  year,  or  for  two  years,  or  for  three 
yean,  but  be  a  permanent  acquisition  to 
the  manufocturing  interest  of  the  country.** 
That  was,  in  fact^  the  language  whidi  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  used  in  support  of 
this  Inll,  which  was  in  itself  so  pc^liarly 
and  pitifully  paltry  that  he  would  not  say 
another  word  upon  it.  In  one  respect, 
undoubtedly,  it  might  be  r^aided  as  of 
some  importance,  as  exhibiting  the  weak- 
ness  and  paltriness  of  the  party,  which  in 
spite  of  its  own  dear-sightednefls,  was 
driven  to  pursue  the  wrons,  although  it 
saw  the  right,  and  approved  it.  He  never, 
in  the  whole  course  of  his  life,  had  heard  a 
speech  so  peculiarly  calculated  to  show  all 
the  advantages  of  a  fr«e-trade  in  com  as 
that  which  he  had  that  evening  heard 
from  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  And  what  ground  had  the  op- 
position  taken  to  it  The  object  of  the  bill 
was  to  declare  that  under  certain  circum« 
stances  warehoused  wheat  should  be  deli- 
vered duty-free  upon  substituting  an  OQual 
quantity  of  wheat  flour  or  biscuit.  That 
was  the  proposition  contuned  in  the  biU. 
It  was  no  sooner  offered  to  the  House  than 
up  rose  a  couple  of  the  representatives  of 
the  agricultural  interest  to  oppose  it.  Let 
the  House  mark  that  this  was  not  the 
opposition  of  the  farmer,  but  the  oppoat- 
tion  of  the  landlord — ^the  opposition  or  the 
landlord,  who  wanted  dear  com  at  the 
time  the  people  were  starving.  That  was 
the  meaning  of  the  opposition.  He  took 
the  hon.  Member  for  Essex  as  the  repre- 
sentative in  this  instance  of  the  landed 
proprietors.  The  hon.  Member  for  Essex 
was  afraid  that,  whilst  the  people  were 
starving,  by  some  legerdemain,  which  he 
could  not  explain,  com,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  bill,  would  come  into  the 
market  and  be  sold  rather  cheaper  than  the 
landed  gentlemen  wished.  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  say  to  that  assertion  ? 
"  Why  really,"  said  he,  **  the  quantity  of 
com  admitted  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  will  be  so  small,  so  minute,  compared 
with  the  whole  consumption  of  whttt  in 
this  country,  that  it  is  absolutely  ridicu- 
lous to  consider  it  as  havine  any  infli^eooe 
upou  prices  }"  "  Ob,^  rejpiied  the  sturdy 
landlord,  **  I  don'tbelieveit— it  nay  lower 
the  price  of  my  com  a  penny,  or  a  farthing, 
or  a  half  a  forthing,  or  a  quarter  of  a  fiur* 
thing;  and  therefore  I  adhere  to  ny  oppo- 
sition,  and  will  divide  against  the  bul."  If 
such  a  course  bad  been  panued  by  any 
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Member  on  that  (the  Oppoeition)  side  of 
the  House,  it  would  have  been  called  a  fac. 
tious  opposition ;  but  because  it  came  from 
those  wno,  from  prescription,  were  per- 
mitted to  legislate  as  they  liked,  namely, 
from  the  representatives  of  the  land,  it  was 
considered  all  right,  and  quite  proper ;  and 
a  clamorous  cry  was  raised,  because  they 
were  not  allowed  to  go  at  once  to  the 
favourite  diversion  of  a  division  and  their 
dinners.     That  was  the  real  state  of  the 

Suestion ;  and  it  was  right  that  the  country 
bould  know  and  understand  it. 

Sir  Thomas  X).  Acland:  I  have  simply 
one  remark  to  make  in  reply  to  what  we 
have  just  heard  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath.  He  says  that  we  wish 
to  sacrifice  the  interests  of  the  country, 
and  that  the  only  object  we  have  in  view 
is  to  raise  the  rents  of  our  lands.  I  beg  to 
state  that  that  is  not^  never  was,  and  I 
believe  never  will  be  the  true  motive  of 
any  English  country  gentleman;  and  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
devote  one  moment  to  a  dispassionate  con- 
sideration of  the  subject,  instead  of  in- 
dulging the  desire  of  making  an  inoppor- 
tune speech,  I  am  satisfied  he  would  not 
remain  of  the  opinion  to  which  he  has 
given  utterance. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  every  act  of  the 
landed  gentry  was  calculated  to  keep  up 
the  price  of  corn,  to  maintain  monopoly  ; 
and  whatever  might  be  their  wishes  and 
intentions,  the  result  of  their  conduct  was 
such  as  to  justify  the  statement  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  was  glad 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  put 
the  matter  on  the  ground  which  he  had 
taken.  Now,  that  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site understood  ftom  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bath,  the  grounds 
OD  which  they  on  the  Opposition  side  sup- 
ported this  measure,  he  hoped  these  Mem- 
bers  would  agree  to  it.  He  should  him- 
self vote  for  it,  believing  it,  as  far  as  it 
went,  to  be  a  salutary  measure. 

Colonel  5f6/Aorn  would  not  waste  the 
valuable  time  of  tne  House  by  replying  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  fiatb, 
whose  speech  was  contemptible,  and  not 
worthy  of  notice.  The  fact  was,  that  the 
grapes  were  sour.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  could  get  a  few  of  the  acres 
possessed  by  those  whose  conduct  they  so 
grossly  misrepresented,  he  believed  that  the 
treatment  of  the  tenant  and  of  the  labourer 
would  be  very  dififerent  from  what  it  now 
was.    He    would    take    no   further    no- 
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tice  of  the   hon.   and  learned    Member's 
trash. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  word  '*  now"  stand  part  of  the  question ; 
—Ayes  116;  Noes  29:  Majority  85. 

List  oj  the  Ayes. 

Aclaud,  Sir  T.  D.  Hatton,  Capt.  V. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Hawes,  B. 

Aldam,  W.  Hope,  hon.  C. 

Baillie,  Col.  Hume,  J. 

Baird,  W.  Humphery,  Aid. 

Baldwin,  B.  Jermyn,  Earl 

Baring,  hon.  W.  B.  Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Bprnal,  R.  Litton,  E. 

Blackbume,  J.  I,  Lockhart,  W. 

Bolder©,  H.  G.  liOwther,  hon.  Col. 

Borthwick,  P.  Macnamara,  Major 

Bowes,  J,  Mainwaring,  T. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Masterman,J. 

Brocklehurst,  J.  Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Brotherton,  J.  Morison,  General 

Buller,  E.  Napier,  Sir  C. 

Busfeiid,  W.  Neville,  R. 

Campbell,  A.  Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Chelsea,  Visct.  Northland,  Visct. 

Chute,  W.  L.  W.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Clay,  Sir  W.  Paget,  Col. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Palmerston,  Visct, 

Clive,  E.  B.  Parker,  J. 

Cobden,  R.  Patten,  J.  W. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E.  Pechell,  Capt. 

Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  Philips,  M. 

Courtenay,  Lord  Plumridge,  Capt. 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F.  Ponsonby,  hon.  J.  G. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Pringle,  A. 

Denison,  E.  B.  Pusey,  P. 

Douglas,  Sir  H.  Rashleigh,  W. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  Repton,  G.  W.  J. 

Duncan  G.  Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Ebrington,  Visct  Rose,  rt.  hn.  Sir  G. 

Egerton,  W.  T.  Rundle,  J. 

Eliot,  Lord  Sandon,  Visct. 

Escott,  B.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Stewart,  J, 

Fielden,  J.  Strutt,  E. 

Fitzroy,  Capt.  Sutton,  bon.  H.  M. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Thornely,  T. 

Gaskell,  J.  Milnes  ToUemache,  J. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Gill,T.  Tufnell,  H. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E.  Vane,  Lord  H. 

Gladstone,  T.  Villiers.  hon.  C. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt.  Ward,  H.  G. 

Gore,  M.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H.  Williams,  W. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Wood,  B. 

Greene,  T.  Wood,  Col.  T. 

Grogan,  E.  Wood,  G.  W. 

Guest,  Sir  J.  Wrightson,  W,  Q. 

Hall,  Sir  B.  Yorke,  H.  Ra 
Hamilton,  W.J. 

Ilarcourt,  G.  G.  telleR^v, 

Hardy,  J.  Fremantle,  Sit  T- 

Harris,  J.  Q.  Huit,  W. 
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Alllix,J.P.  Hughes,  W.B. 

Arbuthnott,  hon.  H.  JolUffe.  Sir  W.  G.  H. 

Arkwright,  G.  Mackenzie,  T. 

Baskerville,  T.  B.  M.  Mackenzie,  W.  F. 

Broadley,  H.  Packe,  C.  W . 

Back,  L.  W.  Palmery  G. 

BuHer,  Sir  J.  Y.  Pluinptre,  J.  P. 

Chetwode^  SirJ.  Richards,  R. 

CodringtoD,  C.  W.  Sibthorp,  Col. 

Darby,  G.  Smith,  A. 

Katon,  R.  J.  Smyth,  Sir  H. 

Farnham,  E.  B.  Thornhill,  G. 

Forbes,  W.  TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E.  tellers. 

Halford,  H.  Trotter,  J. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Rushbrooke,  Col. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Rbgulation  of  Buildings.]  On  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into  con)  mil  tee 
on  the  Buildings  Regulation  Bill  (No.  2,) 

Sir  /.  Graham  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
requesting  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to 
postpone  it  for  the  present  Session.  The 
report  from  the  Poor-law  commissioners  on 
the  sanatory  regulations  of  the  principal 
towns  in  Great  Britain  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  befora  the  close  of  the 
Session,  and  the  information  therein  con- 
tained would  be  in  circulation  through  the 
country  during  the  Session.  The  subject 
of  drainaffe,  and  that  which  was  contem- 
plated hf  the  present  bill*  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  more  advantageously  taken  into 
coniideratioQ  at  the  same  time.  The  Go- 
vernment hoped  next  Session  to  bring 
forward  a  bill  embracing  the  whole  subject, 
and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Members  would  consent  to  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Tufnell  9A\d,  that  after  what  had 
been  stated  by  the  rij^ht  hon.  Baronet,  he 
had  no  other  course  to  pursue  but  to  post- 

Sone  the  committee  on  the  bill,  but  still 
e  thought  it  was  a  little  hurd  on  the 
parties  interested,  as  this  bill  was  brouglit 
in  with  the  object  of  leginlatins  for  the 

S>or  in  large  towns.  If  the  right  hon. 
aronet  would  take  it  up,  he  would  be 
most  happy  to  leave  the  bill  in  his  hands, 
as  it  would  then  hare  a  better  chance  of 
success.  He  should,  therefore  more,  that 
the  bill  be  committed  that  day  three 
months. 

Bill  put  off  for  three  months. 

Ambndmbkt  of  the  Poor-law.]  Mr. 
Greene  brought  up  the  report  on  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Bill,  which,  with  the 
amendncots,  werv  agreed  to. 


Mr.  EscoH  roae  to  moTe  tlie  ioflertioD  ef 
the  following  clause,  of  which  he  had  giveo 
notice: — 

'*  That  it  shall  be  lawfol  for  all  boards  of 
guardians  of  the  poor  in  Eof^and  and  Wales 
to  grant  sudi  relief  as  in  their  judgment  sbaU 
be  necessary  to  poor  persons  at  their  owd 
homes,  any  order,  rule,  or  regulation  of  the 
Poor-law  commissioners  notwithstanding.** 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
strongest  and  best  founded  objections  were 
entertained  against  the  present  system  for 
relieving  the  poor  of  this  country — a  sys- 
tem which  was  not  advantageous  to  the 
rate- payers,  nor  beneficial  to  the  poor, 
although  he  believed  that  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act  had  been  introduced  to 
produce  the  very  reverse  of  thoae  effect*. 
The  measure  had  &iled  to  achieve  thoae 
objects  which  its  propounders  and  sup- 
porters professed — and  he  doubted  not  that 
they  really  thought  so — would  be  the 
consequences  of  its  operation.  After  hav- 
ing listened  with  the  utmost  attention  to 
almost  all  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made  on  both  sides  of  the  House  upon 
this  question,  he  felt  that  he  stood  io 
rather  a  peculiar  position,  one  differiiy 
very  widely  from  that  occupied  by  nearly  m 
who  had  addressed  the  House  in  reference 
to  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act.  When 
that  measure  was  iirst  introduced  io  1834, 
he  certainly  felt  that  it  never  would  attain 
the  objects  which,  no  doubt,  its  aatbora 
had  in  view ;  but  since  it  had  become  the 
law  of  the  land,  he  had  always  endeavoured 
to  abstain  from  anything  like  violent  and 
irritating  language  in  expressing  his  opin- 
ions upon  its  provisions,  believing  most 
thoroughly  that  to  be  the  best  way  of 
attaining  the  end  they  all  had  in  view-.— 
namely,  the  practical  amendment  and  im- 

?rovement  or  the  condition  of  the  poor, 
le  was  convinced  that  it  was  only  by  a 
calm  and  dispassionate  course  of  delibera- 
tion they  could  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  this  great  and  important 
subject.  He  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  proposing  the  cootiouaoce 
of  the  Poor-law  commisnoo,  was  actuated 
by  as  pure  a  spirit  of  philanthropy  as  any 
man,  even  the  most  strenuous  oppoaer  of 
this  measure,  and  that  he  also  wished  to 
carrv  into  eflfect  a  law  for  the  benefit  both 
of  the  poor  and  of  the  rate-payer.  It  waa 
with  the  same  feelings  that  he  (Mr.  Esoott) 
ventured  to  address  himself  to  the  dause 
which  he  now  submitted  ftw  the  adoptiOQ 
of  the  House.  Hb  right  boo.  Friend  had 
most  wisely  said,  that  there  was  pot  time 
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10  the  present  Seaiion  of  Parliameot  to 
giv«  the  biH  that  attefitive  consideration 
wbiob  was  necessary  for  ita  final  and  satis* 
ftctory  settlement    He  agn^ed  with  his 
right  bon.  Friend  most  entirely  in  the 
propriety  of  postponing  some  of  the  clauses 
of  the  bill.    The  commission,   however, 
itself,  which  in  the  minds  of  many  hon. 
Members  constituted    a  very   objection- 
able  part  of  the  law,   was  to  be   coq* 
tiaoed  ftr  fiFe  yearsi  and  without  those 
ramedial  clauaea  which,  no  doubt,  would 
hare  been  passed  by  the  House,  and  so 
limited  the  powers  of  the  conimissioners. 
Was  not,  therefore}  some  such  measure  as 
he  DOW  proposed  rendered  absolutely  neces* 
aary  by  the  very  fact  that  the  powers  of  the 
oommissiooers  had  been  prolonged  for  five 
years?     Under  the  present  circumstances 
cif  the  case,  the  law  as  it  was  proposed  by 
Irord  Brouffhsm  in  1834  would  still  be  the 
law  undl  tne  pext  Session ;  and  the  com- 
missioo  being  extended  for  five  years  it 
would  be  iq  toe  power  of  the  commissioners 
to  issue  any  rules  and  regulations  which 
tbey  might  think  fit  for  the  government  of 
the  poor  and  the  administration  of  relief 
to  the  poor  for  the  whole  of  those  five  years, 
Qolees  Parliament  should  order  to  the  con* 
Irarv.    It  might  be  said«  aod  he  appre^ 
beoued  that  it  would  be  said,  by  his  right 
hon,  Frieodi  though  he  was  no^  certain 
of  the  oourie  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
inteoded  to  pursue,  that  his  amendment, 
aJtbougb  a  good  deal  mighty  be  said  in 
favour  of  it  ^  aod  although  in  some  dis* 
tricts  it  mi^bt  lie  bigbly  expedient  to 
adopt  it,  yet  it  would  be  in  direct  contnu 
dictiop  to  the  principle  of  the  Poor-law  as 
at  present  administered.    He  would  beg  of 
bis  right  hoUt  Friend,  now  they  were  aisr 
cussing  this  question  again  and  before  they 
aeparatedi  to  tell  the  House  what  the  prio- 
ciple   of   the    Poor-law    was?    He  had 
liateued  to  almost  everv  speech  that  had 
beeu  delivered  during  tne  debates  on  this 
bill ;  he  had  read  the  ^reat  speech  of  L,ord 
Brougham  upon  the  introduction  of  the 
bill  in  1834,  as  well  as  other  speeches,  aod 
ako  a  variety  of  pamphlets  upon  the  Poor- 
law  i  but  never  yet  up  to  that  moment  had 
he  met  with  a  definite  notion  of  its  princi. 
p|e«    If  the  principle  of  the  Poor.law  were 
an  economical  and  proper  distribution  of 
niiet  to  the  poor,  which  would  also  reduce 
the  charges  upon  the  rate-payers— if  its 
object  were  to  teach  habits  of  industry  to 
the  poor,  and  to  make  them  depend  upon 
their  own  resources  rather  than  upon  ex- 
traneous aid*— if  its  object  were  to  encourage 


the  honest  and  industrious  labourer,  and 
to  discourage  the  idle  vagabond — then  the 
measure  would  bti  one  worthy  of  adoption 
and  of  all  support*    But  if  the  principle  of 
the  bill  were  to  deny  relief  to  the  poor 
ssve  upon  the  condition  of  going  into  the 
workhouse,  then  it  ought  not  to  be  adopted, 
and  he  verily  believed  that  it  was  a  prin- 
ciple which  could  not  long  be  acted  upon. 
Fir:it  and  foremost  in  the  bill  stood  the 
commissioners — that  was  a  great  and  im- 
portant part  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act,     But  that  point  had  been  so  fully 
discussed  that  he  would  not  enter  further 
upon  it  than  to  say  that  the  continuance 
of  the  commission  for  five  years  ought  to 
have  been  resisted,  but  he  was  not  prepared 
to  say,  that  when  sanctioned  by  Parliament 
resistance  should  be  carried  lurtlier ;  but 
it  became  absolutely  necessary,  for  that 
very  reason,  that  such  a  clause  as  he  pro- 
posed  should  be  added  to  the  bill*     Up  to 
that  moment,  he  repeated,  he  had  not  only 
not  heard  anv  definition  of  the  principle  of 
the  bill,  but  he  had  never  heard  any  state- 
ment in  defence  of  the  commission,  more 
especially  if  it  were  intended  to  perpetuate 
that  commission.     He  did  most  distinctly 
dispute  the  rightfulness,  rather  than  the 
rignt^  of  Parliament)  in  establishing  such 
a  commission ;  and  he  should  wish  to  know 
in  what  author  of  eminence  who  had  writ- 
ten upon  the  constitution  of  this  country-^ 
in  what  authority  of  eminence  upon  any 
question  relating  to  the  powers  of  Parlia- 
ment, was  there  any  opinion  to  justify  its 
establishment  ?  The  powers  of  Parliament 
were  and  must  be  limited ;  and  when  they 
came  to  consider  questions  of  this  kind 
they  would  find  that  there  was  no  tittle 
of  authority  whatever  for  such  an  establish- 
ment as  the  Poor-law  commissioners.    He 
wished  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  were  in  his  placci  because  then  he 
would  have  put  the  question  to  that  great 
constitutional    leader   of   the   somewhat 
shattered  phalanx  of  the  Whig  party,  who 
had  long  been  considered  as  an  aole,  he 
had  almost  said  an  here<)itary,  expounder  of 
the  principles  of  the  British  Constitution  ; 
he  would    have    asked    the   noble  Lord 
whether  there  was  any  power  or  authority 
in  Parliament  to  delegate  to  any  three 
men  the  power  of  making  laws,  which 
power  had  beeu  confided  by  the  country 
only  to  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  and 
the  monarch.     He  should  like  to  bear  an 
answer  to  that  question.     He  should  like 
to  have  his  mind  satisfied  upon  the  point  ; 
beciiuse  he  fully  agreed  that  when  rarlia- 
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ment  and  the  Crowo  had  sanctioned  a 
measure,  they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to 
bubmit,  and  to  teach  the  people  in  their 
respective  districts  to  obey  the  law.    But 
he  thought  that  such  an  act  as  this  should 
not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent ;  and  there- 
fore he  wished  to  know  the  authority  for 
establishing  such  a  commission,  and  dele- 
gating to  It  such  powers.     He  should  be 
told,  very  likely,  '*  It  is  quite  true  that 
Parliament  ought  not  to  delegate  to  a  com. 
mission  the  power  of  making  laws,  but  then 
the  fact  is,  that  such  was  not  the  case  here, 
for  Pari  ament  bad  delegated  nothing  of 
the  kind,  the   commissioners   being  em- 
powered to  make  only  a  sort  of  bye-laws, 
or  rules  and   regulations.      That  is  not 
within  the  power  of  this  commission  only, 
but  it  is  a  thing  of  frequent  occurrence, 
and  it  often  happens  that  bodies  constituted 
by  authority  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment have  power  to  make  bye-laws  under 
the  act  of  Parliament  by  which  they  were 
constituted."    Now,  that  was  an  argument 
which  he  could  not  designate  by  any  other 
terms  than  as  being  a  quibble  upon  words. 
The  point  to  be  considered  was,  what  was  the 
effect  of  the  rules,  or  re«^ulations,  or  by-laws, 
call   them   which  they  pleased,  which  the 
Poor  law  commissioners  made?  If  the  effect 
was  of  the  paramount  importance — if  they 
were  understood,  as  he  was  sure  they  must 
be  by  any  man  who  ever  turned  his  atten- 
tion to  this  subject — to  be  adverse  to  the 
clause  which  he  submitted  to  the  House 
for  giving  out  door  relief  to  the  poor — if 
they  had  not  only  the  same  effect  as  a  law, 
but   prevailed   universally,    and   had   the 
greatest  possible  effect  upon  the  people  of 
thi^  country,  as  much  as  any  law  within 
the   memory  of  man — if  such  was   their 
effect,  where  were  the  authority,  the  rea- 
sons, the  argu Clients,  to  show  that  Parlia- 
ment should   delegate   such   a   power  to 
these  commissioners?      He  had    heard  it 
haid  in  that  House,  over  and  over  again, 
that  the   prohibitory  order  could  not  be 
enforced  in  the  manufacturing  dictricts. 
That  wan  admitted;  but  in  the  agricul- 
tural districts,  it  was  said,  the  benefit  of 
the  law  was  experienced  in  the  reduction 
of  the  rates,  and  in  making  the  labourers 
more  industrious.    From  his  experience  in 
the  agricultural  district  where  ne  lived,  a 
large  (lortion  of  the  year,  and  firom  con- 
stant communication  with  poor  men  and 
persons  of  all  classes,  and  also  from  his  own 
knowledge,  he  could  state  that  the  prohi- 
bitory order  had   been  productive  of  the 
very  worst  consequences  as  respected  both 


the  rate-payers  and  the  poor.    What  was 
the  effect  of  it  ?     A  hardworking,  striving, 
industrious  man,  with  a  wife  and  family, 
would  be  told,  when  he  wanted  relief,  that 
he  was  able-bodied,  and,  therefore,  under 
this  prohibitory  order,  he  bad  no  right  to 
relief  unless  he  entered  the  house.    That 
was  the  general  principle.     Now,  he  could 
state  that  he  knew  whole    parishes   in 
which  every  workman  had  ceased  to  be 
able-bodied  under  the  operation  of  the  pro- 
hibitory order.     He  could  state  from  his 
own  knowledge,  that  many  a  poor  and 
industrious  working  man,  rather  than  go 
into  the  house,  rather  than  leave  his  wife 
and  children,   rather  than   see  his  little 
cottage  goods  sold,  rather  than  leave  that 
which  was  his  home,  and  to  which  he  was 
attached,  and   become  an  inmate  of  the 
workhouse,   had  gone  on   working  upon 
those  wages  which   were    inadequate  to 
afford  him   sufficient  support.     By  these 
means  industrious  men  hsid  been  brought 
down  to  a  weak  and  low  state  of  health,  so 
that,  though  they  might  not  be  suffering 
acute  disease,  they  were  far  from  being 
able  to  do  a  day's  work,  and  when  over- 
taken by  disease,  they  very  soon  fell  vic- 
tims to  it  and  their  previous  hard  living. 
But  what  was  the  consequence  of  this  law 
with  regard  to  the  idle  and  dissolute  ? 
The  man  who  cared  not  for  his  children, 
or  wife,  or  home,  would  go  into  the  work- 
house, because  there  he  could  get  lodged 
and  fed  in  idleness ;  the  man  who  had  no 
good  qualities,  and  who  was  of  no  value  to 
society,  was  sheltered  and  supported,  but 
the  honest,  industrious,  and  independent 
in  feeling,  were  allowed  to  pine  away  and 
perish.     Probably  he  should  be  told  that 
the  farmers  ought  to  give  greater  wages  to 
enable  the  labourers  to  live  better.     He 
thought  so ;  but  would  any  political  eco- 
nomist tell  him  upon  what  principle  the 
farmer  ought  to  pay  for  labour  more  than 
its  worth  ?     It  was  one  of  the  foolish  and 
canting  cries  of  the  present  day,  that  the 
farmers  ought  to  raise  the  wages  of  their 
labourers.     They  gave  as  much  wages  as 
the  labour  was  worth.     The  price  of  la- 
bour had  been   reduced,   partly   through 
the    redundancy  of  the  population,   but 
much   more  because  of   the   prohibitory 
order.     No  doubt  that  order  was  issued 
with  the  best  intentions,  but  with  an  idea 
of  raising  wages,   instead  of  which  they 
had  been  Towered.  [Mr.  Hawes:  ''Hcar.T 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  go  with  him 
into   Somersetshire,  he  would  soon   con- 
vince him  of  that,  and  would  show  him 
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parishes  where  the  week's  wages  did 
not  exceed  6s.  The  poor  man  who  for- 
merly would  hare  fought  with  the  farmer 
for  !»•  6d,  a-day  was  now  compelled  to 
take  If.,  because  if  he  did  not  take  the  65. 
for  his  week's  wages,  he  would  be  threat- 
ened with  dismissal  and  the  workhouse, 
and  his  honest  horror  and  excellent  dread 
of  the  workhouse,  accompanied  as  it  must 
be  with  the  breaking  up  of  his  home,  and 
his  separation  from  his  wife  and  children, 
made  him  submit.  Thus  the  best  were 
punished,  while  the  worst  were  indulged ; 
and  that  which  it  was  supposed  would  be 
instrumental  in  raising  wages  had  been 
the  means  of  lowering  them,  and  of  further 
impoverishing  the  poor.  When  the  law 
was  first  propounded,  the  people  in  the 
rural  districts  were  told  that  it  would 
improve  the  condition  of  the  poor,  and 
lower  the  poor-rates.  The  honest  labour- 
ers were  told  that  the  eifect  of  the  bill 
would  be  to  raise  their  wages;  and  if 
they  could  not  get  higher  wa^es,  they 
were  to  throw  themselves  into  the  work- 
houses, and  dare  their  employers  to 
give  so  little.  ["  Hear,  hear."]  He 
heard  an  a*>sistant-commissioner  make  use 
of  that  language.  The  farmers  and  the 
gentry  were  told  that  another  effect  of  the 
measure  would  be  to  reduce  their  rates. 
Had  these  promises  been  realized  ?  What 
had  been  the  effect  of  the  law  in  the  part 
of  the  country  in  which  he  resided  ?  In 
many  parishes  of  Somersetshire,  by  the 
unequal  operation  of  the  new  Ihw,  the 
rates  had  been  raised.  He  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  examine  into  the  state  of 
nine  parishes  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
In  every  one  of  which  the  rates  had  in- 
creased, whilst  the  poor  were  suffering  for 
want  of  relief.  It  might  be  asked  why  the 
rates  had  been  raised  ?  He  would  inform 
bon.  Members  why  the  rates  had  been 
raised.  They  had  been  raised  because  the 
House  had  refused  to  adopt  a  regulation 
similar  to  that  which  he  was  about  to  pro- 
pose. It  was  not  difficult  to  define  why 
the  rates  had  increased.  Cases  similar  to 
the  one  he  was  about  to  relate  had  no 
doubt  conduced  to  raise  the  rates.  A 
man  with  a  wife  and  family  of  six  chil- 
dren would  entail  upon  the  parish  a  large 
weekly  expenditure  if  compelled  to  go 
into  the  workhouse.  That  sum  which 
would  be  necessary  for  their  maintenance 
JO  the  house  would  have  been  considerably 
reduced  had  the  guardians  consented  to 
allow  the  man  for  the  support  of  his  family 
»  few  ehillioga  per  week  oat  of  the  work- 


house. With  this  trifling  allowance  the 
roan  would  have  been  able  to  support  him- 
self without  there  being  any  necessity  for 
entering  the  workhouse  at  all.  In  order 
to  save  a  few  shillings  per  week,  the  parish 
incurred  the  expense  of  1/.  or  more  per 
week,  and  on  that  account  the  rates  had 
been  raised.  Was  it  just  to  allow  a  man, 
with  his  wife,  and  large  family,  to  starve 
at  home  on  a  miserable  pittance,  or  would 
you  consent  to  allow  him  out  of  the  parish 
funds  25.  6d,  |)er  week,  and  thus  enable 
him  to  support  himself  and  family,  without 
being  compelled  to  throw  himself  into  the 
workhouse?  In  answer  to  this  it  might  be 
urged,  that  if  this  principle  were  acted 
upon — if  a  man  was  allowed  a  certain 
weekly  sum  to  assist  him  in  the  support  of 
his  family  out  of  the  house,  it  would  be 
paying  wages  out  of  the  rates.  With 
regard  to  that  objection  he  would  say,  that 
there  was  00  man  more  alive  to  it  than 
himself,  He  did  not  deny  that  the  course 
lie  proposed  would  give  ris^  to  contingent 
evils  He  would  ask,  which  system  w«uld 
give  rise  to  the  greater  evil,  that  which  he 
proposed  or  that  sanctioned  by  the  bill 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House? 
Taking  into  consideration  all  the  objections 
to  his  proposition,  all  the  d  fficiilties  which, 
it  might  be  said,  it  would  probably  give 
rise  to— balancing  the  evils  aga  nst  the 
advantages— for  he  did  not  consider  his 
proposition  perfect  in  its  character — cou- 
si<lering  all  these  points,  the  good  which 
was  likely  to  result  from  the  (operation  of 
a  clause  like  that  which  he  had  proposed, 
and  the  few  evils  which  it  might  give  rise 
to,  he  did  think,  "  upon  the  whole,'*  it 
was  the  best  course  which  could  be  adopted 
with  reference  to  the  principle  for  which 
he  was  contending, — viz.,  that  of  adminis- 
tering out-door  relief  under  certain  circum- 
stances. He  did  hope  that  hon.  Members, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  particularly, 
would  take  this  matter  into  serious  consi- 
deration. What  was  the  question  ?  Would 
it  not  be  better  to  empower  the  guardians, 
who  were  personally  acquainted  with  the 
feelings,  wishes  and  condition  of  the  poor 
among  whom  they  were  brought  up,  and 
among  whom  they  resided — would  it  not 
be  better  to  authorize  those  guardians 
to  allow  a  poor  man  2s.  6d.  per  week 
to  assist  him  in  the  maintenance  of  his 
family,  instead,  for  the  mere  support  of 
what  was  called  a  principle,  to  drive  him 
into  the  union  workhouse  ?  There  was  an- 
other point  to  which  he  was  desirous  of 
duecting  the  attention  of  the  House,    He 
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was  afraid,  after  what  had  passed  during 
the  debate  on  the  Poor-law  Bill  last  nighty 
that  he  should  be  told  that  such  a  clautie 
as  that  which  he  had  proposed  would  have 
the  effect  of  tnischierously  ioterfetiag  with 
the  power  vested  in  the  hands  of  the  Poor- 
law  commissionerfr^^that  it  would  tend 
matmally  to  diminish  the  Authority  which 
the  commissioners  ought  to  exercise 
throughout  the  country.  That  was  not 
his  object  He  had  no  Wish  to  produce 
such  an  efkct  If  he  for  one  moment  con' 
ceired  that  his  clause  would  have  the  effect 
of  interfering  with,  or  injuring  the  useful 
authority  of  the  commissioners^  he  would 
not  press  it  on  the  notice  of  the  House  { 
but  It  would  have  no  such  effect.  It  was 
his  firm  conviction  and  honest  belief  that 
it  would  not  in  the  slightest  degree  inter- 
fere with  the  useftil  discretion  of  the  com. 
missioners.  It  would  only  operate  in  such 
cases  where  the  Poor-law  commissioners 
could  exercise  no  discretion.  The  commis- 
sioners could  only  issue  a  general  prohi- 
bitory order,  and  they  were  prevented  by 
act  of  Parliament  from  administering  Poor- 
law  relief  in  particular  cases.  What  did 
the  Poor-law  Bill  say  with  reference  to 
the  powers  vested  in  the  Poor-law  com- 
missioners? In  the  15th  section  of  that 
bill,  which  had  a  reference  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  relief  tn  the  poor  under  the  con. 
trol  of  the  commissioners^  after  stating* 

"  That  the  comtnissioners  may,  at  their  dis- 
cretion from  time  to  time,  suspend,  alter,  or 
rescind  such  rules^  orders,  and  regulations,  or 
any  of  them." 

It  concluded  with  these  words : 

"  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this  act 
contained  shall  be  construed  as  enabling  the 
said  commissioners  or  any  of  them  to  interfere 
in  any  iodividaal  case  for  the  purpose  of  order- 
ing relief." 

It  was  clear  from  the  act  of  Parliament 
itself,  that  the  commissioners  could  not 
interfere  in  individual  cases.  In  support 
of  the  commissiotiers  it  had  been  ucged 
that  they  constituted  a  court  of  appeal  to 
which  the  poor  man  could  apply.  Such 
could  not  be  the  case,  fbr  the  act  of  Par* 
liatnent  distinctly  said,  that  they  should 
not  order  relief  to  the  poor  aian.  Such 
being  the  fact,  he,  by  his  proposed  clatiae 
only  interfered  in  cases  in  which  the  com- 
miaBionera  could  exercise  no  authority.  He 
did  not,  therefmre,  interfere  with  the  Ufveful 
authority  of  the  commissioners.  Snch 
would  not  be  the  effect  of  his  clause*  He 
was  aware  that  there  were  many  unions  in 
which  Bone  df  the  evUs  wUdi  be  had  dea«  i 


oribedexisted)  where  this  adffiitti«tr«thM  i>f 
the  PooNlaw  had  been  attemfed  with  ad- 
vantage to  the  poor ;  but  hotr  had  the  mea- 
sure been  prodocttve  of  such  gooti  resiilts? 
He   would  tbferm  the  Hoaie*     It  wta 
effected  by  neglecting  the  orders  which  hid 
been  issued  with  referenee  to  the  admifite- 
tration  of  tvlief,  by  flcting  in  direct  t»ppi^ 
sition  to  that  order*  by  trampling  upon  thts 
I'egulationa  of  the  Poor-lnw  eommiteioneiiii 
He  only  asked  the  House  td  permit  all  th« 
unions  throughout  the  ccmntrjr  to  do  thU 
by  law  which  othen  wefe  compelM  to  dn 
in  opposition  to  the  law.      A  chairman  i€ 
the  board  of  guardians  had  boMed  to  him 
that  be  never  attended  to  the  orders  of  the 
Poor  •  law  commissioners.  He  knew  another 
chairman  who  admitted  relief  in  the  Ahape 
of  loans.    Upon  being  asked  whether  he 
ever  expected  the  money  to  be  repaid^  he 
replied  in  the  negative*      It  was  in  this 
manner  that  men  influenced  by  moftives  of 
humanity  were  compelled  to  evade  the  IftW; 
Was  it  not  then  In  a  shacking  state  when 
a  man  was  compelled  in  the  exereise  of  a 
public  duty,  to  evade  it?     There  were, 
no  doubi,    unions  where   ths    Poor-hwr 
Bill  miffht  operate  advanti^^eously.     It 
was  said,  that  if   h^  could  witness  the 
efiects  of  the  Poor-law  in  many  uaioiis, 
his  objections  to  the  law  ^uM  be  miti- 
gated, and  that  he  should  feel  disposed  to 
support  its  provisions.    He  had  no  doubt, 
that  the  Poor-law  had  met  with  the  «p* 
probation  and  support  of  many  gentlemeii 
in  oonaeqlience  of  its  defects  liekig  removed 
or  palliated  by  the  bourse  pursued  by  the 
gentry  restding  in  the  distriots  Wh^hs  it 
was  in  operation  t  but  it  was  not  every 
country  gentleman  who  could  exercise  an 
authority  over  ft  large  and  exteaiive  umon. 
Wlmt  toM  be  effected  in  A  unton^  thirty 
miles  in  length,  in  a  monntainmls  part  of 
the  country  r     Under  such  orrcttmslBnoeOy 
it  was  impossible  for  the  operation  of  the 
Poor-law  Bill  to  be  watcfa<5d,  or  the  lu- 
terests  of  the  poor  propierly  to  be  attended 
to.    In  an  extensive  union  like  that  whieh 
he  had  mentionod,  it  was  imposstble  t&  in* 
duce  the  guardians  to  attend  at  the  boafd 
once  a  week-^to  ride,  as  they  were  often 
compelled  to  do^  twenty-two  miles  fer  that 
purpose.     He  wisAied  to  refer  to  One  point 
mooted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  MeOiber 
for  Bath  the  oth^r  evening,  in  his  fl|ieerfi 
on  the   Poor-law   Bill.      That  how.   4ml 
learned  Member  had  put  this  qvesikm  on 
a  ground  totally  disttnot  ftom  that  npMi 
which  it  bad  previously  been  piaoed.  And 
the  righi  hob.  Baronet  nt  feho  beni  «f  tite 
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G»vtnraieot  rather  wnotiinied  the  view 
whieb  that  hoo.  and  learned  Member  had 
taken*  The  hen.  and  learned  Member 
slated,  that  the  poor  had  no  right  to  relief. 
With  efer?  respeot  for  the  learning  and 
aUity  oi  the  boa*  Member,  he  miMt  say, 
tliBt  the  argament  consisted  in  a  mere 
^bble  on  the  word  "  right."  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  referred  in 
hia  speedi  to  the  statute  of  £li2abeth> 
wbich  a«thocised  no  relief  to  the  poor 
utttil  oertaiii  conditions  were  complied 
with.  But  under  the  statute  of  Elisa. 
beth,  the  aged  and  infirm  weie  provided 
lor  at  theh-  own  homes.  Tlie  same  de- 
soiptieii  of  persons  were  now  provided  for 
upon  a  eertatn  condition— and  what  was 
tbat  condition  ?  The  condition  was,  that 
tbef  were  refiised  all  relief  unless  they 
went  into  the  union  workhouse.  There 
waa  a  great  diibrenoe  between  the  present 
law  and  tlie  statute  of  £liaabetb.  Under 
the  staitute  of  £liaabeth,  relief  was  distri- 
buted in  various  parishes,  and  distributed 
by  these  who  were  practically  ac^ainted 
with  the  wants  and  condition  of  those  who 
applied  for  and  received  assistance.  By  the 
pneeul  law,  the  power  of  giving  relief  in 
pariohea  had  been  destroyed.  The  best 
Poor-4aw  which  he  could  conceive  would 
bs!,  that  which  repealed  all  those  laws  which 
overlaid  the  healthful  provisions  of  the 
alatttle  of  £liaabeth ;  such  ao  enactment 
would  not  only  coaler  a  great  blessing  00 
the  rate^payersy  but  oa  the  poor  them- 
seivea.  He  be^ed  to  remind  the  House  of 
what  had  transpired  with  reference  to  the 
Poor-law  during  its  passage  through  the 
House  of  Lorda.  It  was  bis  belief,  that  if 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  had  not  given  his 
aupportto  Lord  Brougham,  the  bill  which 
he  had  introduced  would  never  have  be- 
come the  law  of  the  land.  He  thought, 
that  a  question  of  this  kind  should  be  con- 
sidered without  any  reference  to  party 
feelings  But  what  did  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
UngtoD  say  oa  that  occasion  }   He  said, — 

**  That  Ihe  mi^istrates  did  net  adfisinister 
the  law ;  the  overseers  were  intrusted  with  its 
administration.  It  was  true,  that  the  magis- 
mtes  bad  interfered  with  the  overseers,  and 
(hat  one  object  of  the  bill  before  the  House 
was  to  bring  the  law  back  from  the  hands  of 
^  ttftgtstrates,  and  place  it  in  that  of  the 
ffvcrrseers,  aocotding  I0  the  old  system.  There 
wma  SNRhing  move  ianportaivt  than  to  bring 
back  tbe  a^inistratioa  of  the  law  to  the  ^d 
qrstem.  When  that  was  effected,  no  one 
would  be  mere  happy  than  himself,  to  see  the 
bill  abandoned.^ 

It  was  his  belief  ibat  when  the  Duke  of, 


Wellington  uttered  these  words,  it  was  his 
wish  to  return  to  the  old  parochial  system. 
The  first  step  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  would  be  to  place 
the  power  of  administering  the  law  in  the 
hands  of  the  Poor-law  guardians,  who  stood 
as  the  representatives  of  the  parochial  au- 
thorities. He  considered  the  question  as 
one  of  deep  importance,  and  he  would  per- 
form his  duty  by  dividing  the  House  upon 
the  clause. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  question,  that  it  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Sir  </,  Graham  said,  the  ability  and  evi- 
dent sincerity  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  en- 
titled all  that  had  fallen  from  him  to  the 
fullest  consideration.  He  felt  the  magni- 
tude of  the  subject  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman»  but  he  must  also  say,  that  the 
discussions  upon  it  were  nearly  inter- 
minable, and  ought  now  to  be  left  over  till 
the  next  Session.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  frankly  admitted,  what  every  hon. 
Member  present  roust  have  seen,  that  his 
clause  was  in  direct  opposition  to  the  prin- 
ciple aot  only  of  the  measure  before  the 
House,  but  of  the  law  of  1834.  The  boa. 
Gentleman  said,  the  principle  of  the  work- 
house test  was  not  to  be  found  in  the  act 
of  Elizabeth.  Now,  most  undoubtedly 
tltat  was  so,  but  by  that  act  relief  was  not 
made  a  positive  right,  but  it  was  made 
contingent  upon  certain  works  to  be  per. 
formed  by  the  party  receiving  it.  If  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  were  adopted, 
it  would  not  only  defeat  the  measure  then 
under  discussion,  but  it  would  in  effect  re • 
peal  the  act  of  1834;  indeed,  it  was  at 
utter  variance  with  the  workhouse  prin- 
ciple, which  was  contained  in  all  the  Poor- 
laws  of  late  times.  He  must  deny  the  as- 
sertion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  under 
the  proposed  measure,  as  well  as  that  of 
1834,  the  commissioners  were  not  pos- 
sessed of  large  and  extensive  power?* 
They  had  those  powers,  and,  althougb 
they  were  somewhat  indefinite,  it  was  not 
now  uncertain  how  they  had  been  used. 
The  hoa.  Gentleman  and  the  House 
must  be  aware,  that  several  general  or- 
ders had  been  passed  by  the  commissioners, 
they  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  by  the  sanction  of  Parliament 
they  had  now  become  law.  Those  general 
orders  baring  now  all  the  force  of  law 
could  not  be  revoked  by  the  commissioners; 
they  must  administer  the  law  according  to 
the  principles  therein  laid  down.  Any  one 
who  heara  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle* 
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roan  would  have  been  led  to  suppose  that 
the  law  was  stringent  in  preventing  any 
relief  being  given  to  the  able-bodied  pauper 
out  of  the  workhouse.  He  would  inform 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  such  was  not  the 
case,  and  that  a  very  large  discretion  was 
given  to  boards  of  guardians  under  the  or- 
ders issued  by  the  commissioners.  Under 
one  of  those  general  orders,  relief  in  money, 
in  food,  in  clothes,  and  in  medicine  might 
be  given,  not  only  in  the  illness  of  the  head 
of  a  f&mily,  but  in  case  of  the  sickness  of 
any  member  of  it,  or  in  case  of  any  suffer- 
ing arising  from  accident — indeed,  in  all 
cases  where  the  necessity  for  relief  was 
sudden  and  urgent,  the  guardians  were  in- 
trusted with  those  large  powers.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asked  him  to  state  what 
was  the  principle  of  the  bill.  Now,  there 
was  always  considerable  danger  in  giving 
definitions ;  but  the  definition  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  he  would  say  was, 
''Local  relief  to  the  poor,  subject  to  a  cen- 
tral superintendence  and  control."  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  say  that  the 
workhouse-test  was  so  rigidly  applied  that 
no  relief,  or  at  least  but  little,  had  been 
given,  except  in  the  workhouse.  To  prove 
that  such  a  view  of  affairs  was  entirely 
erroneous,  he  was  prepared  with  some 
returns,  from  which  it  appeared  that  in 

1839,  out  of  1,137,000  persons  who  were 
relieved,  only  140,C)00  received  that  relief 
in  the  house,  while  997,000  were  relieved 
out  of  it,  and  at  their  own  homes.     In 

1840,  1,199,000  were  relieved,  and  only 
169,000  received  that  relief  in  the  work- 
house, while  1,030,000  received  it  out  of 
the  house,  and  at  their  own  homes ;  and  in 
1841, 1,300,000  was  the  number  of  persons 
relieved  in  eross,  only  192,000  of  whom 
received  relief  in  the  workhouse,  while 
1,108,000  were  relieved  out  of  it.  This 
proved  that  the  workhouse- test  was  not 
firmly  adhered  to.  Again,  let  them  try 
the  question  by  the  relative  expense.  The 
sum  total  paid  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
poor  in  1840  was  3,739,000/L  Any  one 
who  had  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  been  led  to  the 
belief  that  all  that  sum  had  been  expended 
in  in-door  relief.  Now  what  were  the 
facts }  Generally  speaking,  all  paupers 
above  the  age  of  sixty  were  relieved  out 
of  the  workhouse,  and  in  all  cases  of 
sickness  either  of  the  heads  of  families  or 
of  members  of  the  family,  relief  was  ad- 
ministered to  the  parties  at  their  own 
homes.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  eloquently 
complained  of  the  guardians  being  in  the 


common  practice  of  selling  off  the  furniture 
of  all  persons  applying  for  relief,  and  said 
that  it  was  done  under  the  authority  of 
the  law.  He  must  deny  that  such  was 
the  law—  he  believed  it  was  not  the  prac- 
tice j  but  if  it  was,  it  was  most  decidedly 
illegal;  no  guardians  or  other  .authorities 
had  power  to  do  so.  Well,  out  of  the 
3,739,000/.  expended  in  poor-rates  in 
England  and  Wales  in  1840,  808^000/. 
only  was  expended  in  workhouses,  while 
2,931,000/.  was  expended  in  the  relief  of  the 
poor  at  their  own  homes.  Again » in  1841 
the  gross  amount  expended  upon  the  relief 
of  the  poor  in  England  and  Wales  was 
3,884,000/.,  and  out  of  that  sum  only 
892,000/.  was  expended  in  the  workhouse, 
while  nearly  3,000,000/.  was  expended  in 
the  relief  of  paupers  at  their  own  homes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  asked  him 
what  proportion  of  these  cases  were  able- 
bodied  } — it  was  a  very  diflScult  matter  to 
give  an  answer  to  that  question,  for  he  was 
not  furnished  with  returns  to  that  effect ; 
but  there  was  one  class  of  persons  who 
were  relieved  of  which  he  had  an  accurate 
account,  and  from  that  it  appeared  that  in 
1841  there  were  relieved  of  widows,  and 
women  who  had  been  deserted  by  their 
husbands,  165,000.  Of  the  male  paupers 
he  was  unable  to  say  what  proportion  were 
able-bodied  and  had  been  relieved  in  the 
workhouse  or  at  their  own  homes,  but  he 
could  state,  upon  the  best  authority,  that 
out  of  the  165,000  persons  he  had  alluded 
to,  only  13,601  were  relieved  in  the  work- 
house. But  the  hon,  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  made  one  admission  which  must  prove 
fatal  to  his  clause  "i— he  admitted  that  if  be 
was  successful  in  carrying  it,  it  would 
necessarily  lead  to  the  payment  of  wages 
out  of  the  poor-rate ;  that  it  must  lead  to 
a  recurrence  to  the  worst  of  the  evils  which 
existed  prior  to  1834.  Everyone  who  had 
the  slightest  regard  for  the  welfare  of  the 
labouring  population  must  decidedly  oppose 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  clear,  even  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  his  success  must  prove  a  return  to  the 
old  system,  under  which  the  farmer  paid 
low  wages  to  his  labourer.  Nothing  could 
be  more  unfair,  because  it  was  only  an  in- 
direct way  of  taxing  other  people  for  tb« 
support  of  his  workmen.  Notning  could 
be  more  intolerable,  nothing  more  indefen* 
sible,  than  such  a  system.  On  the  one 
hand  it  produced  a  servile  pauperized  popu- 
lation, while,  upon  the  other,  it  produced 
much  hardship  and  injustice.  Every  one 
who  wished  for  a  return  to  such  a  rainoua 
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system  might  vote  for  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
aod  learnea  Member  ;  but  all  who  were  of 
opinion  that  such  a  course  would  be  a  step 
backwards,  and  most  detrimental  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  labouring  population 
themselTeSy  must  vote  against  him.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  quoted  some 
expressions  which  had  fallen  from  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  in  1834.  He  had 
caught  the  words  that  he  wished  to  rescue 
the  poor-rates  from  the  hands  of  the  jus- 
tices, and  to  see  the  administration  of  all 
relief  of  the  poor  restored  to  the  hands  of 
the  overseers.  Undoubtedly,  one  of  the  most 
crying  evils  of  the  system  as  it  existed  pre- 
vious to  1834  arose  from  the  authority  ex- 
ercised by  the  justices  over  and  independ- 
ent of  the  parish  authorities.  Although  he 
entertained  a  most  decided  objection  to  the 
control  of  the  magistrates  over  the  relief  of 
the  poor,  as  exercised  prior  to  1834,  he 
considered  the  continuance  of  that  control 
far  preferable  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  By  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  local 
autnorities— -who  were  influenced  by  local 
prejudices  and  antipathies—  would  be  in- 
trusted with  the  sole  and  exclusive  power 
of  administering  relief  in  their  respective 
districts.  He  thought  there  would  be  no 
safety  in  such  an  administration.  He  con- 
sideKd  that  one  great  evil  of  the  law  as  it 
existed  prior  to  1834  was  the  power  vested 
in  the  magistrates ;  but  he  thought  it  was 
preferable  to  permit  an  appeal  to  the  ma- 
gistrates than  to  allow  no  appeal.  The 
great  advantage  of  the  present  law  was,  he 
conceived,  the  control  exercised  over  the 
local  administration  of  relief  by  parties 
who  were  free  from  local  prejudices — who 
acted  upon  general  principles  recognised 
by  the  Legislature,  and  laid  down  by  the 
Legislature,  these  parties  being  themselves 
under  the  control  of  the  Executive,  and 
their  acts  being  open  to  discussion  in  the 
representative  assembly  of  the  nation.  He 
contended  that  it  was  necessary,  when  the 
administration  of  relief  was  vested  in  local 
bodies,  that  some  appeal  should  be  af- 
forded; and  such  appeal  roust  be  made 
either  to  some  local  tribunal,  or  to  a  cen- 
tral controlling  department.  He  had  pe- 
rused a  pamphlet,  entitled  Remarks  on  ike 
ProkUniory  Orders  and  Discretionary 
Powers  of  Guardians,  addressed  to  the 
Thirsk  board  of  guardians  by  a  member  of 
the  board,  in  which  the  author  stated,—- 

'*  The  proceediDgs  of  local  boards  easily 
evade  puDtic  attention.  Their  composition  is 
coatininUy  varying^  and  there  is  no  mdividnal 


to  whom  the  responsibility  of  any  blunder 
attaches.  Every  act  of  the  commissioners  is 
watched  with  the  utmost  jealousy,  and  this 
fact  furnishes  the  best  safeguard  that  they  will 
exercise  the  powers  with  which  they  are  in- 
trusted with  due  caution  and  discretion.  Of 
this  I  am  confident — no  precautions  can  be  too 
great,  no  jealousy  too  watchful,  in  committing 
to  any  party  the  discretion  of  bestowing  out- 
door relief  on  the  able-bodied;  for  it  is  a 
power  which  may  sap  and  destroy  the  very 
springs  of  industry  by  the  imposition  of  local 
taxation.  That  such  a  power  should  be  com- 
mitted to  any  local  board  is  roost  impolitic ; 
and  there  seems  no  depository  to  which  this 
power  can  be  so  beneficially  and  securely  con- 
fided as  to  a  central  commission." 

This  was  precisely  the  opinion  which  he 
entertained  as  to  the  principles  on  which 
the  bill  of  1834  was  founded;  and  this 
was  the  principle  on  which  the  bill  now 
submitted  to  the  House  mainly  rested. 
His  opinion  was  that,  if  the  House  adopted 
the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  not  oolv  would  the  commis- 
sion  be  utterly  useless,  but  the  whole  scheme 
of  the  enactments  of  the  bill  of  1834  would 
be  nullified.  He  was,  therefore,  most  deci- 
dedly opposed  to  the  clause  proposejd  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Fielden  thought  the  argument  that 
labourers*  wages  were  under  the  former 
law  paid  out  of  the  poor^ates  was  most 
fallacious.  The  guardians  had  a  discre- 
tionary power  as  to  granting  relief,  and  if 
employers  could  be  compelled  to  give  the 
labourers  such  wages  as  would  gain  them 
subsistence  they  would  not  require  relief. 
He  thought  no  answer  had  been  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated 
that  the  poor  man  had  the  right  to  appeal, 
first  to  the  guardians,  then,  if  they  dui  not 
afford  him  redress,  to  the  magistrates,— 
then  to  the  assistant  Poor-law  commis- 
sioners,—and,  if  they  neglected  his  appli- 
cation, he  could  appeal  to  the  commis- 
sioners at  Somerset-house.  By  a  proviso 
of  the  Poor-law  Act,  however,  tie  commis- 
sioners were  precluded  from  receiving  any 
appeal  in  an  individual  case;  but  every 
appeal  which  could  come  before  them  must 
be  an  individual  case.  He  thought  the 
Poor-law  was  founded  in  ioiustice;  it  was 
an  iniquitous  measure,  and  the  sooner  it 
was  torn  from  the  statute-book,  and  burnt 
by  the  common  hangman,  the  better. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  had  expressed  his  opinion  that  the 
Poor-law  was  founded  in  injusticei  and 
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had  said,  that  he  wtNild  gladly  see  it  toro 
from  the  statute-hook.  Now^,  if  he  thoaght 
this  law  to  be  unjust,  he  would  willingly 
endeavour  to  procure  its  repeal ;  but  he 
believed  it  was  founded  in  strict  justice, 
and  that  it  had  been  a  source  of  great 
advantage  to  the  poor  throuffhout  a  large 
portion  of  the  country ;  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  abide  by  that  opinion.  He  waa 
fkr  from  agreeing  with  the  hon.  Member 
ttft  Oldham,  for  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  had  afforded  a  most  com- 
plete and  conclusive  reply  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  by 
whom  this  clause  hud  been  proposed.  The 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were 
supported  by  ftncts  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  had  not  ventured  to  ques* 
fion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that, 
if  the  wages  of  labourers  were  eked  out 
from  the  poor-rates,  their  wages  were  not 
paid  from  the  rates ;  that  if  a  poor  man 
in  the  employ  ol  a  former  did  not  obtain 
sttth  wages  aa  would  procure  a  subsistence 
ibr  himself  and  his  iamily,  and  receive  re« 
Kef  fram  the  overseers,  his  wages  were  not 
actually  paid  from  the  rates.  But  was  this 
relief  given  from  the  pockets  of  the  over-^ 
seers,or  from  the  pockets  of  the  rate-payers? 
He  thought,  it  was  most  improper  that 
money  dmwn  ftlMn  the  pockets  of  shop. 
keepers  and  other  inhabitants  of  a  parish 
for  administering  relief  in  cases  of  emer* 
gency— of  ahsolate  want,  should  be  appKed 
to  eke  out  the  wages  of  persons  to  whom 
the  formers  would  not  gire  a  sufficient  sum 
to  obtain  them  the  means  of  subsistence, 
in  such  a  C8to«  it  would  palpably  be  the 
iirteresl  of  the  farmer  to  reduce  the  wages 
of  the  lahoarer,  when  it  was  known,  that 
they  would  be  made  up  from  the  poor- rate. 
He  thought  the  present  Poor-law  aflbrded 
the  khoorer  some  means  of  control  over 
the  former,  for  if  a  poor  man  was  compelled 
to  work  for  St.  or  79.  a-week,  when  he 
owght  to  feoeive  lOr.  er  12^.,  he  ml^fifht 
throw  himself  and  his  fomily  into  the 
werkheuast  and  thus  by  adding  to  the 
anMNMt  of  rates,  he  might  oblige  his  e&N 
pioyer  to  give  him  snoh  a  rate  S[  wages  as 
would  procura  him  aubsistenoe.  He  be- 
lieved we  was  making  a  correct  statement 
when  he  said,  that  in  the  Andover  Union 
a  asrt  of  oeuspitacy  waa  entered  into  aomog 
the  fomerv  to  oom^id  the  labourers  to 
woric  for  extremely  low  wages.  About 
twenty  of  the  labourers  applied  to  the 
hoard  of  guardians  for  relief,  and,  under 
the  advice  of  one  of  the  assistant^commia- 
moersy  the  boiurd  admitted  the  men  and 


their  families  into  the  workhouse.  ThiF 
consequence  was,  that  the  forttMV  werv 
instantly  compelled  to  raise  the  rate  of 
wages  nearly  25  per  cent,  ami  the  mes^ 
instead  of  remaining  in  the  workheaie» 
were  enabled  to  lealiie  wages  whMi  pro. 
cured  them  the  means  of  subaistenee.  He 
believed,  that  in  the  rural  disttieta  this 
had  been  the  general  elhct  ni  the  Poer- 
fow  Bill.  In  the  parish  of  Wars,  wiisn 
the  system  of  out-door  relief  was  pufsoed^ 
120  men  in  receipt  of  parochial  relief  wwe 
frequently  employed  in  the  gravel-pita,  or 
were  maintained  in  entne  imeaessi  That 
union,  under  the  esiating  law,  cumnrisad 
seventeen  parishes  \  and  Ik  believed,  that 
since  the  Poor-law  waa  adopted)  there 
never  had  been  at  anyone  period  seven* 
teen  able-bodied  men  out  of  employmeut 
in  the  workhouse.  The  right  hon.  Baiunet 
opposite  had  shown,  that  thecommiasionera 
posaesaed  the  utmost  power  of  relaxing  die 
stringency  of  the  law,  and  that  the  propor- 
tion of  out-door  relief  already  afibrded,  waa 
so  great  that  the  danee  of  the  hon.  asd 
learned  Gentleman  was  wholly  unnecaa* 
sary.  If  the  House  adopted  the  danae  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  they  would,  in  Ibct, 
revert  to  the  state  of  things  which  eaiated 
prior  to  1834.  He  thought  the  Govern- 
ment bad  taken  a  proper  course  with 
regard  to  this  question,  and  he  waa  glad 
to  state  his  general  concurrence  in  the 
principles  they  had  adopted.  If  those 
principles  were  unpopular,  he  and  a  large 
number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  aide  of 
the  House  were  as  ready  to  ahare  the 
unpopularity  with  the  Gorernment  as 
were  some  fion.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Ho 
believed  the  principles  on  which  the  Poor^ 
law  was  founded  were  aound,  and  that  n 
operation  the  bill  was  moat  beneicidi  to 
the  wotting  dasses  ;  and  hia  opinion  had 
not  been  shaken  by  the  hitler  denuneia<> 
tions  of  a  knot— «  very  amaH  knot*-iof 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  Hevae, 
who  had  united  in  opposing  this  measure. 
He  gave  his  support  to  this  bill  beoaiiae  he 
conceived  it  was  a  measure  which  wduM 
generally  be  oMst  beoefidal  to  the  Idbeur 
ing  daases  of  the  country,  though  ex^ 
rience  might  show  the  neceasfty  of  miti- 
gating some  of  its  provisioos  in  the  nesBt 
Session.  It  had  been  the  eustom  to  talk 
of  the  stringency  of  this  law,  and  of  the 
extensive  powers  which  it  vested  in  eer* 
tain  parties,  but  he  Would  remind  the 
House  that  such  powers  were  given  in 
order  that  any  necessaij  relaxation  of  its 
provisiona  might  be  erocted.    He  defied 
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the  hon.  Meitiber  fof  Oldham  to  show 
ihat|  where  *  erne  df  emergency  had  been 
nade  outi  the  oommiwioBert  had  evinced 
any  iodfapoeition  td  relax  the  stringeocrof 
tiM  law.  He  oontendedt  that  the  Poor-law 
IMl  wae  Bot  in  the  slightest  degree  on. 
eoiisthulional ;  the  commissioners  were 
sttictly  reepoDflible  for  their  actsi  and  if 
afty  grievaiice  arose,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Heme  Department  was  called  to  aocouat* 
He  wouldy  therefore^  certainly  vote  against 
Ibe  daiise  piopoeed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member- 
Mr.  O'Counell  said,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemsn  pressed  his  clatise  to  a 
divisioa  he  woold  vote  in  its  favour,  be* 
came  it  asserted  the  principle  of  out*door 
relief^  and  proposed  to  intrust  the  discre* 
tion  of  affbrdtfig  that  relief  to  persons  who 
would  be  likely  to  administer  it  properly. 
The  right  hon«  Baronet  in  his  speech  dur- 
ihg  this  debate>  had  fully  admitted  the 
principle  of  affording  out-^door  relief,  and 
bad  shown  that  a  great  proportion  of  the 
relief  recently  afforded  had  been  out-door 
relief.  In  Ireland  the  Poor-law  had  been 
iautydatfed  as  a«  ezpetimeat,  and  there  no 
out-doer  relief  was  g^'ven.  In  this  country 
an  aged  petion  night  receive  out-door 
relief,  unlesi  be  preferred  becomihg  an 
inmate  of  the  workhouse ;  but  in  Ireland 
no  person  could  receive  the  slightest 
amount  of  relief  without  going  into  the 
workhouse.  He  thought  the  operatieD  of 
the  Poer«lawio  its  present  state  in  Ireland 
was  most  dangerous ;  it  created  an  enor* 
dtoua  eapendkure  without  affording  any 
asbataotial  relief.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
o«t«do6r  relief  ought  to  be  granted  in  that 
comktry  as  well  as  in  England,  and  he 
would  therefere  support  the  clause  pro- 
posed by  the  boo*  aad  learned  Gen- 
tleman • 

Mr.  Hmrdp  would  support  the  clause  of 
the  boa*  Member  for  Windiester.  It  wae 
net  his  #isb  that  the  wages  of  labourers 
ahovM  bfe  eked  otft  in  ek&et  agfricultural 
or  OMRiullBctttring  districts  by  parodifal 
rrfief ;  but  if  the  rate  of  wages  wim  so  low 
th^  they  did  not  enable  a  oran  to  6btain 
a  aubsfstenee  for  kis  family,  he  thought 
relief  might  fairly  he  granted.  He  thought 
the  cwnmissioaers  sttUfig  in  Sotnerset- 
bspttse  could  not  decide  oa  the  relief  td  be 
given  In  ladividaal  cases;  they  must  oki- 
mutely  depend  on  the  report  of  the  Poor- 
Ikm  guardians.  Why  not  therefore  at 
Ofiee  give  the  dis<fretion  to  give  0u^door 
itlief  le  the  Poor-law  guMditD*  ?  Instead 


of  this  discretion  being  vested  in  the  over« 
seers  of  the  poor  of  a  parish,  as  formerly  1 
twenty  or  thirty  parishes  were  now  united, 
all  the  guardians  of  whkh  must  concur  in 
the  relief  to  be  given,  and  be  thought  that 
surely  the  decision  as  to  the  cases  in  whieh 
out>*door  relief  ought  to  be  given  might  be 
safely  left  to  them.  If  they  were  not 
allowed  to  give  relief  they  must  report  on 
the  case  to  the  commissioners,  and  how 
could  the  commissioners  then  refuse  to 
give  relief  against  the  tenour  of  the  rrport 
of  the  guardians?  He  thought  it  there* 
fore  better  to  give  the  discretion  to  the 
guardians  at  once.  He  should  suppoft  the 
motk>n  of  (he  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  Aglionby  did  ndt  see  bow  the  right 
hon»  Baronet  opposite,  the  Member  for 
Kent,  could  oppose  the  motion.  On  a 
formei  occasion  he,  as  ehairman  of  a 
board  of  guardians,  had  represented  in 
that  House  a  case  of  extreme  hardship 
which  had  come  befbre  the  board  of  which 
he  was  chairman,  and  in  which  a  complete 
case  for  a  grant  of  out-door  relief  was 
made  out ;  the  board  of  guardians  reported 
the  case  to  the  Poor-law  cdmmissiotiere, 
and  they  peremptorily  refused  the  out-»door 
relief ;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  gnev* 
ously  Complained  of  their  conduct.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  as  chairman  of 
the  board  of  guardians  of  the  Lougtown 
union,  in  the  north  of  England,  had 
applied  to  the  commissioners  for  a  relax^ 
ation  of  this  rale,  and  stated,  that  he 
would  nt>t  act  as  a  guardian  unless  the 
discretion  were  granted ;  am)  in  this  case 
the  Poor-law  commissioners  dki  not  insist 
on  uniformity.  That  was  the  first  case  in 
which  his  belief  in  the  necessity  of  tmi* 
formity  was  staggered  t  and  he  was  (hence- 
forth convinced  that  the  disci^tion  might 
be  safely  left  with  the  board  of  guardians. 
The  oidy  necessity  for  this  unifornsity 
appeared  to  be,  that  in  case  of  pressure 
from  without  the  guatdiaiil  might  be  able 
to  Ml  back  on  tlie  Poor-law  commissioit- 
ers ;  but  if  the  Poor-law  guafrdianS  were 
too  timid  to  carry  out  their  own  acta,  they 
had  DO  right  to  throw  the  odium  on  the 
Poor-law  eommiesionere.  The  Poor-law 
guardians  must  be  better  judges  of  the 
meritt  of  each  case  than  the  commission* 
ers,  and  he  should  therefore  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon^  and  learned  Member. 

Sir  E.  KnaitkbM  certainly  had  made 
the  statement  alluded  to  by  the  hon,  and 
learned  Meoriber  wlie  imd  just  sat  dowB| 
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and  still  entertained  the  lame  opinion  as 
he  then  did,  that  it  was  a  case  of  peculiar 
hardship ;  but  it  did  so  happen  that  since 
he  had  made  that  statement  to  the  House 
a  general  relaxed  rule  had  been  issued  by 
the  comissioners,  and,  according  to  the 
new  order,  the  guardians  were  empowered 
to  give  relief  in  such  cases  for  fourteen 
days,  at  the  expiration  of  which  time  the 
case  was  to  be  referred  to  the  Poor*law 
commissioners.  That  new  order  entirely 
met  the  case  he  had  laid  before  the  House, 
and  justified  him  in  the  course  he  was 
taking. 

Mr.  Kemble  was  not  one  of  those  so 
strongly  opposed  to  the  New  Poor-law  as 
to  wish  to  get  rid  of  it  altogether;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  thought  that  much  of 
the  Poor-law  required  to  be  mitigated. 
He  thought  that  the  object  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  completely  car- 
ried  out  without  this  motion,  when  it 
appeared  that  in  1 840  only  1 69,000  per- 
sons received  relief  in  the  workhouses  out 
of  199,000  persons  who  had  been  relieved, 
and  that  last  year  only  192,000  persons 
received  relief  in  the  workhouses,  while 
1,108,000  persons  received  relief  out  of 
them.  He  would  press  on  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  not  to  divide  the  House 
on  the  question.  As  one  of  those  aniious 
to  mitigate  the  severity  of  the  law,  as  all 
the  other  motions  calculated  for  its  miti- 
gation had  been  withdrawn,  he  thought 
that  a  division  now  on  this  question,  in- 
stead of  advancing  the  cause  they  had  at 
heart,  would  injure  it,  and  weaken  the 
power  they  might  be  able  to  show  on  some 
future  occasion  when  the  act  should  be 
fully  discussed.  If  the  hon.  Member  per- 
sisted in  dividing  the  House,  he  should  be 
under  the  necessity  of  adopting  that  plan 
which  had  been  stigmatised  by  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  as  sneaking  or  skulking 
from  the  House,  whatever  imputations 
might  be  cast  upon  him  for  it. 

Mr.  S»  Crawford  hoped  the  question 
would  go  to  a  division,  and  hon.  Members 
might  '•  skulk"  it,  if  they  liked.  He  had 
heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,  as  a  supporter  of  popular  rights, 
with  great  pain.  The  result  of  the  rule  of 
the  Poor-law  commissioners  was  to  take 
away  discretionary  power  from  the  people. 
He  thought  it  a  degredation  that  the  sup- 
porters of  popular  rights  should  vote 
for  such  a  law  in  that  House.  If  the 
people  were  not  fit  to  be  trusted  to 
•(ect  guardiana  to  administer  the  Poor-law^ 


they  were  not  to  be  trusted  to  elect  Mem« 
bers  of  that  House  to  frame  laws.  As  a 
friend  of  the  extension  of  popular  rights, 
and  of  the  extension  of  the  suffrage,  he 
could  not  permit  such  observations  to  pass 
without  comment.  The  facts  which  had 
been  brought  forward  showed  that  the 
commissioners  desired  to  maintain  the 
principle  of  in-door  relief  in  an  extreme 
manner,  and  they  had  only  relaxed  their 
rules  on  this  subject  when  their  existence 
was  in  jeopardy,  and  the  public  voice  was 
against  them.  He  should  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  Hume  would  not  yield  to  the  hoo. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  in  his  de- 
sire to  support  popular  rights,  or  to  see  the 
people  happy ;  but  he  was  surprised  he 
should  advocate  a  course  which  past  expe- 
rience had  shown  produced  evils  that 
threatened  to  destroy  society.  He  could 
only  say  that  that  man  was  not  a  friend  of 
the  working  classes,  or  of  the  country  at 
large,  who  would  wish  to  return  to  that 
state  of  society  from  which  they  had  been 
happily  relieved  by  this  law.  He  was 
anxious  to  support  the  power  of  the  cen- 
tral commissioners.  It  was  necessary  to 
lay  down  general  rules.  Without  t)ie 
central  control  there  would  be  as  many 
different  modes  of  adminutering  relief  as 
there  were  unions.  If  this  motion  were 
carried  he  should  like  to  know  of  what  use 
the  commissioners  would  be ;  for  it  went 
to  prevent  the  boards  of  goardians  from 
l>eing  under  any  direction.  He  begged 
altogether  to  differ  from  the  boo.  and 
learned  Member  when  he  said  that  wagea 
bad  not  been  affected  and  raiaed  by  the 
operation  of  the  Poor-law.  By  this  law 
the  practice  had  been  put  an  end  to  of 
giving  relief  to  help  out  wages.  If  the 
motion  were  agreed  to  the  old  practice 
would  return,  from  the  Tarious  unions 
being  left  to  their  own  discretion;  he, 
therefore,  thought  it  better  to  adhere  to 
the  rule  laid  down  by  the  New  Poor-law, 
and  he  should  vote  against  the  motion. 

General  Johneen  said,  the  boo.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  proposed  the 
motion,  wished  for  no  retom  to  the  old 
law,  but  that  the  boards  of  ^ardians 
should  have  the  power  of  admmisteriog 
relief  as  they  thought  proper  wheie  there 
wss  necessity  for  it.  That  boards  of 
guardians  returned  by  the  Toioe  of  the 
people  to  administer  relief  to  the  poor  of 
the  district  should  not  be  intmstea  to  do 
S0|  appesured  to  bias  to  bo  the  atiugeat 
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doctrine  that  ever  was.  He  could  not 
coincide  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield.  He  thought 
the  proposition  before  the  House  a  most 
reasonable  one ;  he  should  be  glad  to  put 
an  end  to  this  most  unconstitutional  power; 
and  he  should  cordially  support  the  motion. 
The  House  divided,  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  be  read  a  second  time : — 
Ajes  55 ;  Noes  90  :  Majority  35. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Adam,  W. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Archdall,  Capt. 
Arkwrighty  G. 
Baillie,  Col. 
fiankes,  G. 
Baskerville,  T.  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Broadley^  H. 
Broad wood^  H. 
Brockiehurst,  J. 
BrothertoD,  J. 
Caidwell,  E. 
Chetwode,  Sir.  J. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
IVIsraeli,  B.' 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Doncombe.  T. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Farobam,  E.  B. 
Feildeo,  W. 
Gore,  M. 
Halford,  H. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 


Hornby,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Johnson,  Gen. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H, 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
M.    M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Main  waring,  T. 
Masterman,  J. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'CooDell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.J. 
Palmer,  G. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Sanderson,  R. 
SandoD,  Visct. 
Sibthorp,  Col- 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Stewart,  J. 
Thornhill,  G 
Walker,  R. 
Williams,  W. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Escott,  B. 
Fielden,  J. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aeland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Baring,  bn.  W.  B. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  hn.  Capt. 
Boldero,  H.G. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chute,  W,  L.  W. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  £.  B. 
Clive,  hoD.  R.  H. 
CockburD,rt.  hQ.SirG. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 


Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Duncan,  G. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Follett,SirW.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gill,  T. 

GrordoD,  hon.  Capt. 
Goring,  C. 
Goulbnm,  rt.  hon.  H 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Uardioge,  rt.  h.  Sir  H. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hawes,  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 


Tnglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.Sir£. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  U.  H. 
Litton,  £. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lyall,  G. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Morgan,  O. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
O'Brien,  J. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Peel,  J. 

Plumridge,  Capt. 
Piumptre,  J.  P. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pulsford,  R. 


Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Rundle,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stansfield,  W,  R.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tancred,H.  W. 
Thornley,  T. 
ToUemache,  J. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Wood,B. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


On  the  question  that  the  bill  be  read  a 
third  time  on  Friday, 

Sir  T.  Aeland  said,  he  was  very  anxious 
to  express  his  wish  for  the  restitution  of  a 
clause  (the  29th),  which  had  been  left  out 
last  night — he  did  not  know  why — and 
which  empowered  guardians  to  appoint 
local  committees  to  receive  applications 
for  relief,  to  examine  and  report  to  the 
Board,  in  cases  where  the  whole  of  any 
parish  was  situate  more  than  miles 

from  the  place  of  meeting  of  the  board. 
In  districts  such  as  he  was  acquainted 
with,  of  great  length,  where  the  pauper 
had  to  come  ten  or  twelve,  or  even  twenty 
miles  to  attend  the  board,  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult and  inconvenient  for  him  to  put  for- 
ward his  claim,  and  consequently  he  was 
obliged  to  trust  to  the  relieving  officer  to 
get  his  claim  heard.  He  had  been  very 
glad  to  see  this  clause,  and  he  could  not 
help  hoping  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  grant  this  boon  to  the  poor,  by 
replacing  the  clause  on  the  third  reading, 
from  which  he  could  not  anticipate  that 
any  inconvenience  would  ensue. 

Captain  Pechell  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  attend  to  any 
such  suggestion.  If  he  did,  they  might 
have  the  Gilbert  Union  clause  revived.  If 
the  hon.  Baronet  wished  to  effect  the 
purpose  he  had  in  view,  let  him  bring 
in  a  clause  to  diminish  the  size  of  unions. 
Such  a  clause,  it  might  be  expected,  would 
obtain  considerable  support  if  brought  up 
as  a  rider. 
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Dr.  Bmmng  should  be  glad  if  the  right 
Hon.  Barooet  would  adopt  this  suggestion, 
and  reinstate  the  clause,  whioh  was  not  of 
a  coercive  but  a  mitigatory  nature.  But 
he  would  go  further  than  this  clause, 
and  propoae  that  the  local  committees 
should  not  only  visit  but  relieve..  If  they 
adopted  that  proposition,  it  would  operate 
as  a  very  greit  mitigation  of  the  har«hneu 
of  the  Bill,  and  would  be  cordislly  wel- 
comed in  those  districts  where  distress  was 
almost  universal. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time  on  Friday. 

Supply *-Matnootii.]  HouseinCom- 
mittee  of  Supply. 

On  the  nsotion  that  tha  sum  of  8,928/. 
be  granted  to  defray  the  charge  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  College. 

Mr.  Plumptre  opposed  the  grant,  a» 
one  that  was  oflPensive  to  a  large  portion 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  He  did  not 
oppose  it  on  religious  grounds  merely,  but 
because  the  doctrines  taught  at  the  college 
had  a  tendency  to  the  subversion  uf  the 
allegtanee  due  to  the  Crown. 

L^rd  CUmenis  reiuonitrated  against  the 
course  taken  by  the  opponents  of  the  grant 
to  this  Catholic  seminary,  which  he  con- 
sidered essential  to  the  religious  instruc- 
tion sod  spiritual  welfare  of  the  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland.  Why  did  not  hon. 
Members  who  were  so  attached  to  the  Pro- 
testant doctrine  and  faith,  instead  of  tak- 
ing ill-founded  eseeptions  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Catholic  pastors,  exert  themselves 
in  the  more  praiseworthy  and  Christian 
duty  of  providing  for  the  spiritual  wants  of 
the  Irish  Protestants  f  The  riches  of  the 
established  Church  and  its  clergy  was  as 
notorious  as  the  poverty  of  the  Catholic 
Church  and  its  exemplary  priesthood. 
Why  then  was  this  petty  grant  in  aid  of  a 
fund  raised  by  Catholics  for  the  education 
of  their  own  clergy,  and  others  who  pro- 
fessed the  same  fsithj  carped  at  ?  Was 
this  the  proof  of  superior  liberality  in  the 
professors  of  the  reformed  religion;  or 
were  these  illiberal  objectioos  to  theexem- 
plarjf  exeroise  of  pastoral  care  in  the  Ca- 
tholic clergy  iotcndad  as  a  set  off  against 
the  notorious  neglect  of  those  flocks  by 
the  clergy  of  the  EsUblished  Church  in 
many  districts  of  Ireland.  It  wu  a  cir- 
oamstanoe  which  came  under  his  own  ob- 
servation in  parishes  a^jaGent  to  that  in 
which  he  rtsided*  that  the  parisbioaers  of 

Krisbes  froas  which  the  cleigy  derived  a 
ge  income  in  tithe  were  totally  deprived 


of  spiritual  instruction  in  their  own  pa» 
rishes,  and  forced  to  resort  to  a  distant 
church  to  attend  Divine  service.  It  would 
be  far  more  prudent  and  more  consunant 
with  the  spirit  of  true  Christianity,  if  the 
sealous  advocates  of  the  Protestant  reli- 
gion and  its  clergy  were,  instead  of  tak- 
ing all  possible  opportunities  of  vilifying 
the  Catholic  clergy  and  Catholic  laity,  to 
endeavour  to  forget  all  party  and  religious 
distinction,  and  set  themselves  earnestly  to 
devise  an  efficient  remedy  for  the  spiritual 
destitution  of  their  Protestant  brethren  in 
those  parishes  of  Ireland  which  were  fre- 
quently some  of  the  better  class  of  livings 
in  that  country.  The  vote  should  have 
his  most  zealous  support. 

Mr.  Baieson  rose  with  much  reluctance 
to  detain  the  House  at  that  late  hour  of 
the  night,  but  feeling  it  his  duty  not  to 
give  a  silent  vote  on  the  Maynooth  grant, 
he  begged  the  indulgence  of  the  Honse 
while  be  made  a  few  observatione,  and 
stated  the  reasons  which  prevented  liin 
from  giving  it  his  support.  He  knew  that 
some  hon.  Members  would  consider  that 
his  opposition  to  it  arose  from  narrow  and 
prejudiced  views.  But  be  was  sore  that, 
if  they  were  aware  of  the  effects  prodneed 
on  Ireland  by  the  present  Maynooth  sys- 
tem of  educatk>o,  they  would  paoee  before 
giving  it  their  sanction.  He  could  say 
that  it  was  not  from  bigotry  or  intolerance 
that  he  opposed  it :  for  he  looked  upon 
liberty  of  conscience  as  one  of  the  greatest 
of  blessings,  and  religious  persecution  as 
the  most  intolerable  of  all  tyrannies.  He 
hated  the  spirit  which  breathes  in  the  in- 
quisition—  he  abhorred  those  feelings 
which  rejoice  at  the  imposition  of  penal 
laws.  He  said  be  would  now  only  look 
at  this  question  in  a  political  point  of  view, 
end  he  would  ask,  if  it  wu  right,  es» 
pedient,  or  politic  for  the  State  to  support 
an  institution,  if  that  institution,  bv  the 
doctrines  it  teaches,  by  the  principlas  it 
inculcates,  by  the  conduct  of  its  Measbsfs 
and  pupils,  tended  in  any  way  to  lessen 
the  loyslty  or  the  obedience  of  the  sub- 
jects of  that  State.'  Ought  we  to  continue 
to  endow  an  institution,  established  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  a  sounder  in* 
stmction,  a  more  loyal  and  nMre  Britisk 
education  than  at  the  time  of  its  fonnda^ 
tion  it  was  supposed  could  bo  obtained  in 
other  seninsries,  if,  having  otteriy  fiiiled 
for  thoee  purpoecs,  it,  on  the  contrary, 
fostered  principles  hostile  to  our  institn- 
tioos,  alien  to  the  constitution  of   iko 
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spalm  ?  Jt  hud  often  been  stated  tiiat  we 
were  bound  in  justice  to  continue  this 
grsnt,  thst  it  wm  a  legacy  bequeathed  to 
us  by  the  Irish  Parliament,  which  we»  its 
heirs  and  executors,  ought  to  pay.  But 
he  distinctly  denied  such  was  the  case, 
in  the  three  acts  of  Parliament  relating  to 
Msynooth,  no  mention  is  made  of  a  na- 
tional endowment.  Even  were  it  so,  why 
are  we  bound  to  make  this  an  exception  ? 
Why  not  treat  it  as  they  did  the  other  Par- 
liamentary enactments?  Though  Parlia- 
ment, for  instance,  made  null  and  void  what 
the  Act  of  Union  declared  to  be  "  one  of  its 
essential  and  fundamental"  articles — viz., 
the  preservation  of  the  Irish  Church  Estab* 
lishment.  Though  apparently  no  re- 
specter of  persons  or  of  property,  yet  Par- 
liament must,  however,  now  halt  in  its 
career,  and  not  dare  irreverently  to  touch 
the  liberal,  enlightened,  and  unexclusive 
College  of  Maynooth.  But  what  were 
the  facts  of  the  case?  In  1795,  Parlia- 
ment considered  it  expedient  to  allow  a 
ooll^^  to  be  established  for  the  education 
of  persons  professing  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion,  lest  by  a  foreign  education,  when 
treason  and  infidelity  ran  riot  over  the 
Continent,  the  Roman  Catholic  youth 
diould  imbihe  republican  principles, 
and  return  discontented  with  the  estab- 
lished order  of  things.  But  though  Pitt 
proposed  and  the  Irish  Parliament  sanc- 
tioned, a  grant— and  though  the  United 
Parliament  afterwards  thought  fit  to  con- 
tinue one— yet  it  was  proposed,  sanctioned, 
and  continued,  solely  for  a  particular  poli- 
tical purpose.  He  asked,  had  that  desired 
objeet  been  gained? — had  the  Maynooth 
system  been  of  benefit,  either  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy  or  to  the  empire  at 
large  ?— or  had  it  not  rather  defeated  what 
ought  to  be  the  very  end  and  object  of  edu- 
cation ?  Were  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic 
priests  of  1842  better  subjects,  more  en- 
lightened, more  loyal,  more  charitable  in 
their  opinions,  than  the  foreign  educated 

C'ests  of  the  last  century  ?  The  evidence 
ore  Parliamentary  committees,  nearly 
every  writer  on  Ireland — Mr.  Inglis,  even 
Dr.  Doyle  himself — proved  the  contrary. 
Mr.  Inglis,  a  staunch  Liberal,  one  whose 
statements  ought  to  have  some  weight 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  thus  writes, 

"I  entertain  no  doubt  that  the  disorders 
which  originate  lo  hatred  of  Proteitantism, 
have  been  iocreased  by  the  Maynooth  edoca- 
tkm  of  the  Catholic  priesthood.  It  is  the 
ifaynooUi  priest,  who  is  the  agitating  priest ; 
and    U   tht   lbrtiao«educstfd    parish    priest 


chanee  to  be  a  more  Kbsral  aundid  ssas,  less 

a  zealot,  and  less  a  hater  of  Protestantism  than 
is  consistent  with  the  present  spirit  of  CaAlvw 
licism  in  Ireland,  straightway  an  assistant, 
red-hot  from  Maynooth,  is  appointed  (o  the 
parish,  ** 

And  again, 

"  I  look  upon  it  as  most  important  to  the 
civilization  and  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  that  a 
better  order  of  Catholic  priesthood  should  be 
raised.  Taken  as  thev  at  present  are  from  the 
very  inferior  classes,  they  go  to  Maynooth,  and 
are  reared  in  monkish  ignorance  and  bigotry, 
and  they  go  to  these  cures  with  a  narrow  edu- 
cation grafted  on  the  original  prejudices  and 
habits  of  thinking,  which  belong  to  the  dau 
among  which  their  early  years  were  passed,  " 

Had  the  mind,  continued  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, been  enlarged  and  elevated  by  the  ip- 
structioB  given  at  this  seminary^ had  in- 
tolerance ceased— 4iad  superstition  and  spi- 
ritual thraldom  been  banished  where  May- 
nooth had  had  swav,  where  its  influence 
had  been  felt— had  it  taught  obedience  to 
the  laws,  "  To  render  to  all  their  dues : 
tribute  to  whom  tribute  is  due?"  He 
was  afraid  such  had  not  been  the  case.  He 
must  ask,  who  were  they  who  excited  the 
peasantry  in  the  south  against  their  land- 
lords—who instilled  into  the  minds  of  their 
flocks  feelioffs,  if  not  of  hatred,  at  least  of 
jealousy  aod  suspicion,  against  the  Sasse- 
nagli  and  the  dergy  of  the  Estsbl  idled 
Church  ?^Who  drove  voters  to  the  hust- 
ings, and  coerced  them  by  the  threat  of 
excommunication«~by  the  fear  of  being 
cursed  from  the  altar,  as  outcasts  from 
their  neighbours  and  their  God?  He 
much  regretted  he  was  obliged  to  say  they 
were  a  large  body  of  the  Mavnooth  priests. 
He  appealed  for  confirmatmn  to  Parlia- 
mentary reports.  Every  page  of  the  evi- 
dence taken  bj  the  committee  on  bribery 
and  intimidation  in  1938,  showed  that 
such  was  the  case.  He  could  prove  from 
evidence  he  had  then  with  him,  the  truth 
of  every  statement  he  made,  but  at  that 
late  hour  would  not  trouble  the  House. 
Though  he  spoke  of  this  tyranny  and  in- 
terference, he  did  so  in  a  very  friendly 
spirit  toward  his  Roman  Catholic  ftfllow 
countrymen.  [Ironical  cheers  from  ike 
Opposition.]  Yes,  there  were  thousands 
ana  tens  of  thousands  of  Roman  Catholics 
who  felt  as  he  did,  but  who,  though  they 
groaned  under  this  system  of  terror,  were 
forced  to  bow  down  in  seeming  humility. 
There  were  priests  too  who  would  break 
the  bonds,  but  dare  not ;  who  when  un- 
willing to  agitate,  are  immediately  saddled 
with  a  Maynooth  curate  who  has  none  of 
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those  sqaeaniish  scruples.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  not  sanction  the  present 
system  which  is  fatal  to  the  peace  and 
tranquillity  of  Ireland—which  perpetuates 
the  great  curse  of  that  country,  religious 
dissension — which  will  not  allow  Irishmen 
to  do  justice  to  their  own  naturally  kind 
and  social  disposition — which  changes  their 
natural  loyalty  into  abject  submission  to  a 
demagogue,  and  their  naturally  strong  re. 
ligious  feelings  into  superstition  and  gross 
bigotry — which  insteaa  of  affording  a  loyal 
British  education,  for  which  sole  purpose 
it  was  established,  on  the  contrary,  engen- 
ders a  bitter  sectarian  spirit,  and  hostility, 
not  only  to  the  Established  Church,  but  to 
the  institutions  of  the  State.  He  hoped 
hoQ.  Gentlemen,  representatives  of  Eng- 
lish constituencies,  who,  perhaps,  judged 
of  the  political  and  religious  state  of  Ire- 
land from  that  of  England— who  formed 
their  opinion  of  the  Maynooth  priesthood 
in  Ireland,  perhaps  from  some  of  the 
liberal-mindeay  enlightened,  most  esti- 
mable^  and  deservecUy  respected  clergy, 
whom  they  may  have  met  with  on  the 
Continent— -to  pause  and  examine  more 
carefully  the  effects  of  this  Maynooth  sys- 
tem of  education— and  then  to  say,  where 
are  the  advantages  and  the  blessings  which 
have  resulted  to  that  country  from  it  ?  On 
that  answer  he  would  be  content  to  leave 
this  subject  to  be  decided ;  but  he  begfsed 
hon.  Members,  who  had  not  examined  this 
question,  not  to  be  deceived  by  cant  phrases 
about  liberality  and  the  advantages  of  edu- 
catiott-*by  declamations  about  the  interests 
of  seven  millions  of  Roman  Catholics. 
For  their  sake,  as  well  as  for  that  of  Pro- 
testants, he  now  opposed  this  grant.  He 
asked  them  to  refuse  it,  or  else  to  change 
the  system.  He  spoke  not  as  a  politi^ 
partisan— not  even  as  a  Protestant — but  as 
an  Irishman  he  would  plead  for  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  his  Roman  Catholic  fel- 
low-countrymen—'* protect  them  from  po- 
litical religion— save  them  from  designing 
friends,  who  would  plunge  them  into  agi- 
tation and  opposition  to  the  laws. "  In  con- 
clusion he  entreated  hon.  Members,  who 
intended  voting  for  this  Maynooth  grant, 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  educational 
light,  to  take  care  thev  were  not  creating 
darkness— who  would  by  it  aid  truth,  to 
take  care  they  were  not  disseminating 
error ;  who  would  by  it  encourage  educa- 
tion, to  take  care  they  were  not  poisoning 
the  soaroes  of  knowledge— who  would  by 
it  promote  peace,  liberality,  and  mutual 
good  wiilp  to  take  care  they  were  not  ra- 


ther sowing  the  seeds  of  disunion  and  un- 
charitableness,  the  bitter  fruits  of  which 
we  have  lately  been  too  largely  reaping. 

Mr.  Hawes  considered  that  the  objecti- 
ons raised  to  this  vote  involved  an  attack  on 
the  very  first  principles  of  religious  liberty. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kent  had  rested  his 
objections  on  conscientious  grounds,  and 
said  that  nothing  could  justify  the  Go- 
vernment calling  upon  Protestants  to  pay 
for  the  education  of  Catholics.  If  this 
was  a  sound  objection,  why  did  they  call 
upon  the  Scotch  Presbyterian  and  the 
Dissenter  to  contribute  to  the  maintenance 
the  Established  Church  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, to  be  consistent,  should  become  a 
voluntary,  and  should  not  interfere  with 
the  consciences  of  others.  The  objection 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  fatal  to  their 
calling  upon  the  country  to  contributeto  the 
State  religion,  as  well  as  every  other  religion. 
The  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last  did  not 
take  the  high  ground  of  principle  that  had 
been  adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kent,  but  merely  dealt  with  the  vote  as  a 
question  of  expediency,  and  had  chosen  to 
call  the  Roman  Catholic  priests  educated 
at  Maynooth  preachers  of  disloyalty  and 
sedition.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
he  had  proofs  of  this :  if  thb  was  the  case, 
it  was  a  pity  that  he  did  not  produce  sope 
of  them,  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  House. 
He  could  not  conceive  any  thing  more 
objectionable  than  raising  such  an  opposi* 
tion  to  a  vote  to  provide  for  the  instruction 
of  the  priests  of  seven-eighths  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  They,  night  after  night, 
voted  sums  of  money  for  the  religious 
education  of  the  people  of  all  creeds  in 
the  colonies,  without  the  slightest  objec- 
tion :  and  he  was  astonished  at  the  spirit 
of  opposition  manifested  to  this  paltry  vote 
for  the  education  of  Irish  priests.  He  did 
not  pretend  to  say  whether  this  or  that 
religion  was  right  or  wrong,  for  he  left 
such  a  matter  to  the  determination  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Kent,  in  his  infallible 
spirit.  He  must  add  that  be  wished  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last,  who  so 
strongly  declared  that  he  was  a  Protes- 
tant, had  called  himself  a  Christian,  for 
his  speech  certainly  showed  that  he  wanted 
something  of  the  spirit  of  Christian  cha- 
rity. He  was  satisfied  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  would  not  be  inflaeoced  by 
the  spirit  which  was  manifested  in  tba 
speeches  of  the  two  boo.  Membere  oppo- 
site. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  bad  always  gives 


Aipp/y— 


{Jtrtr  iO] 


MapnodL 


m 


It  night  be  defended  either  on  the  ground 
of  propriety  or  of  pledge.  It  would  neither 
be  advftotageous  nor  creditable  to  leave  a 
larga  portion  of  otir  people  wholly  with* 
out  religioui  inetruction.  Yet  this  would 
virtually  be  the  effect  of  withdrawing  the 
grant  and  afibrding  no  tubititute.  The 
charges  made  against  the  institution  ought 
to  be  substantiated  ere  they  were  circu- 
lated. In  1826  a  commission,  after  a 
close  examination,  reported  that  there 
was  nothing  disloyal  or  immoral  in  the 
instruction  administered  at  Maynooih. 
Those  prurient  passages  would  never  have 
been  known  had  not  some  persons  pointed 
them  out  for  purposes  of  their  own.  He 
begged  to  say,  however*  without  raising 
any  invidious  comparison,  that  no  people 
poaaesaed  greater  moral  purity  than  the 
people  of  Ireland,  where  the  priests  were 
in  the  habit  of  instituting  those  inquiries 
which  had  been  referred  to.  He  should 
therefore  much  regret,  both  on  Parlia- 
mentary and  political  groundSi  the  sue 
ceas  of  the  amendment.  He  could  con- 
ceive nothing  more  impolitic ;  and  if  hon. 
Gentlemen,  who  wished  to  maintain  the 
connexion  between  this  country  and  Ire- 
land should  oppose  the  grant,  it  would 
appear  to  him  most  extraordinary. 

Mr.  O'CoKMil  said,  he  had  heard  some 
pan  of  the  noUe  Lord's  speech  with  great 
pleasure,  but  there  Was  one  expression 
which  he  would  presently  allude  to»  which 
had  given  him  pain.  The  debate  he  wa< 
not  sorry  for;  and  if  he  were  at  liberty 
after  the  speeches  that  had  been  made  to 
irote  against  this  grant,  he  should  do  so  on 
principle,  because  he  thought  no  one  set 
of  Christians  should  be  called  on  to  pay 
for  the  religious  establishments  of  an- 
other;  and  that  he  would  apply  to  Pro- 
testanta  as  well  as  Catholics.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Colchester  was  fortunate  in 
his  researche 


"  How  happy  t,  who  was  so  studious. 
To  catch  thy  lore  at  Cappoducius  !*' 

He  woald  advise  him  to  take  a  journey  to 
Oxford.  He  could  produce  the  last  num- 
ber of  the  Briiiah  Critic^  and  there  he 
oould  find  doctrines  that  would  console 
the  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract,  who 
thought  he  was  getting  so  close  to  them 
(the  Catholics)  that  he  would  be  sure  to 
keep  away  from  them*  He  did  not  know 
what  had  become  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Oxford  University;  he  should 
not  say  he  had  **  skulked"  away--that  was 


an  unparliamentary  word,  and  not  true  in 
this  instance :  but  he  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  he  relished  those  doctrines. 
He  waa  sorry  the  gallant  Colonel  was  not 
in  the  House ;  one,  at  least,  of  the  three 
colonels  had  gone  away,  though  he  had 
not  fled.  He  certainly  should  have 
thought  the  gallant  Colonel  had  come 
reekm^^  from  the  battle  of  the  Diamond. 
The  gallant  Colonel  talked  against  the 
Catholic  clergy ;  he  would  ask  him  what 
protection  they  got  from  the  magistrates 
in  the  county  of  Armagh  ?  Was  not  the 
town  of  Maghera  sacked  ?  Were  not  the 
furniture  and  property  of  the  inhabitants 
consumed?  Did  not  the  people  fly  for 
their  lives?  And  did  not  that  take  place 
in  the  presence  of  the  gallant  Colonel  ? 
And  was  there  any  human  being  convicted 
for  it  ?  When  the  gallant  Colonel,  then, 
stood  in  such  a  position  before  the  House, 
the  least  to  be  expected  from  him  was, 
to  have  treated  lightly  the  Catholic  clergy. 
They  bad  many  provocations;  they  had 
much  to  bear.  Was  it  nothing,  too,  for  the 
Irish  gentlemen  now  to  bring  up  theirsons  in 
bitter  animosity  and  rancour  against  them? 
["  No,  no."]  He  said. «'  Yes/'  using  at  the 
same  time  some  flimsy  hypocrisy  to  cover 
their  malignity,  but  only  to  make  it  doubly 
dangerous.  ['*No,  no.*']  Wbyi  were  not 
the  foulest  accusations  made  against  the 
Catholic  clergy?  Was  there  a  crime  with 
which  they  were  not  charged  ?  But  then 
part  was  by  insinuation  only,^-less  cou- 
rageous than  by  open  accusation,  "  But," 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry, 
**  I  know  it  to  be  truth ;  I  can  prove 
them."  There  was  not  one  of  those  ca- 
lumnies but  was  as  false  as  it  was  foul,  as 
untrue  as  it  was  malignant.  He  who 
made  such  charges  against  the  Catholic 
clergy  was  a  miscreant,  unworthy  of 
civilization.  He  would  tell  the  hon. 
Member  to  pack  up  bis  charges.  He  had 
begun  life  badly,  he  began  by  bringing 
charges  against  an  esteemed  clergy;  a 
clergy  beloved  by  their  flocks,  a  clergy 
who,  when  pestilence  was  abroad,  when 
famine  threatened,  when  death  was  com- 
ing on,  when  every  one  else  fled,  stood  by 
and  gave  consolation  to  the  people.  The 
typhus  fever  never  appeared  in  Ireland 
but  hundreds  of  the  Catholic  clergy  died 
from  their  attention  to  the  sufferers ;  and 
yet  the  hon.  Member  could  make  such 
charges  against  them.  Shame  upon  those 
who  educated  him;  and  yet  they  were 
told  that  these  doctrines  were  creditable  I 
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wai  ia  any  country — certainly  not  in  Eng- 
land— an  institution  supported  out  of  the 
public  funds  against  which  auch  strong 
charges  had  been  brought,  and  which 
charges  had  been  so  weakly  replied  to,  as 
the  College  of  Maynooth.  Those  charges 
were  founded  upoi^  certain  doctrines  which 
were  taught  in  books  that  were  acknow- 
ledged  to  be  class-books  in  Maynooth. 
He  would  say  that  the  Institution  which 
allowed  such  charges  to  go  forth,  and  which 
took  no  steps  either  to  explain  or  contra- 
dict them,  acted  a  most  dishonourable 
part.  With  respect  to  this  grant,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  a  work,  en* 
titled  The  State  in  Relation  to  the  Churchy 
by  W.  E.  Gladstone,  Esq.,  Student  of 
Christ  Church,  and  M.P.  for  Newark. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 

*'  Id  amount  the  grant  is  niggardly ;  in  prin* 
ciple,  it  is  wholly  vicious ;  and  it  will  ha  a 
thorn  in  the  side  of  these  countries  so  long  as 
it  is  continued.  If,  indeed,  our  faith  be 
pledged  to  the  college,  let  us  acquit  ourselves 
of  the  obligation.*' 

He,  however,  denied  that  the  faith  of  Par- 
liament waa  pledged  to  this  grant.  When  the 
College  of  Maynooth  was  first  established, 
the  idea  was  that  permission  should  be 
given  to  erect  the  college,  and  that  those 
persona  for  whose  benefit  it  was  intended 
ahoold  aupport  it.  In  1808,  when  Sir 
Arthur  Wellesley  waa  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  he  expressed  himself  to  this  effect 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  when  the  grant 
for  Maynooth  was  under  consideration  :— 

"  The  fact  was,  that  when  the  Maynooth  in- 
stitution was  first  established,  it  was  not  in. 
tended  that  it  should  be  maintained  by  the 
public  purse." 

He  afterwards  said  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Ponsonby— 

"  Whatever  might  have  been  the  under, 
standing  between  the  Roman  Catholics  and 
the  Government  of  which  the  right  hon.  Geo* 
tieman  was  a  Member,  Parliament  did  not 
stand  committed  by  any  pledge." 

It  appeared  from  a  return  of  the  amount 
of  subscriptions  raised  by  the  Roman  Ca* 
tholics  for  the  support  of  Maynooth,  up  to 
the  year  1822,  that  the  sum  did  not  ex- 
ceed 4,436/. ;  and  he  thought  when  the 
Roman  Catholics  themaelves  did  not  con- 
tribute, they  came  forward  with  a  bad 
grace  to  call  on  the  public  for  assistance. 
In  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Earl  of 
Shrewsbury  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin, ha  spoke  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priests 


of  Ireland  in  these  terms:— AUvdiog  to 
the  dioceses  of  Westmeatb  and  Armagbt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aaid, 

'<  There  was  not  a  single  clergyman  in  those 
extensive  dioceses  who  had  not  sent  in  hu 
contribution  to  the  Repeal  Association.  Ha 
believed  that  four-fifths  of  the  priesthood  were 

in  favour  of  repeal.'* 

Lord  Jocelyn  said,  he  waa  about  to  give 
a  vote  which  would  be  conaidered  perbapa 
strange,  or  even  inconsistent ;  but  which 
would  be  the  result  of  careful  considera- 
tion and  aincere  conviction.  He  ahoold 
vote  for  the  grant  becauae  it  bad  been  for 
forty  years  continued,  because,  although 
there  might  be  no  apecific  pledge  for  ita 
continuance,  the  long  prescriptive  right 
gave  the  Iriah  people  soasething  like  a 
claim;  and  becauae  the  sudden  diacoo- 
tinuance  might  lead  to  great  embarraaa- 
ment  and  some  hardship  to  those  now 
studying  in  the  college.  At  the  aame 
time^  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
take  stepa  to  inquire  into  the  oliargta 
made  against  the  college.  He  would  tak^ 
this  opportunity  of  expreaaiog  bia  gratifi- 
cation at  the  entire  disclaimer,  on  the  part 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Chief  SecreUry 
for  Ireland,  of  any  intention  to  caat  die* 
credit  on  the  Protestant  clergy  of  IrelaiKl, 
whom,  the  more  the  noble  Lord  knew  of 
them  I  the  noble  Lord  would  feapnct  aod 
eateem. 

Lord  £/tol  confeased  that  he  deeply  d€* 
plored  the  revival  of  a  diaeosaion  which 
partook  more  of  the  nature  of  a  theologieni 
disputation  than  of  a  political  debate.  For 
forty  consecutive  sessiona  had  thia  grant 
been  sanctioned,  and  nothing  in  the 
speeches  of  to-night  had  in  the  leaat 
shaken  his  persoaaion  of  ita  propriety, 
while  the  very  nnen  wboae  aothority  the 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  Vemer)  bad 
cited  as  opposed  to  it  were  in  fact  the 
authorities  of  men  who  had  themaelvea 
proposed  the  grant.  The  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, for  instance,  had  proposed  it,  aad 
by  Mr.  Perceval  it  had  really  been  ia- 
creaaed,  that  auteaman  declariog,  that 
though  the  principal  waa  bad»  yet  the 
faith  of  Parliament  was  pledged.  In  1795 
foreign  states  had  offered  facilities  for  the 
education  of  our  Catholic  prieathood.  Bot 
it  waa  then  deemed  very  impmdent  lo 
leave  our  Popiah  prieata  to  receive  what 
woald  have  been  a  thoroughly  revolatioa- 
ary  education,  and  the  arraogeaseat  then 
made  had  op  to  the  present  time  beea 
aanctioned  and  aupported  by  ParliaoMOt. 
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It  night  be  defended  either  on  the  ground 
of  propriety  or  of  pledge.  It  would  neither 
be  advtotegeous  nor  creditable  to  leave  a 
large  portion  of  our  people  wholly  with* 
out  reltgioue  instruction.  Yet  this  would 
virtually  be  the  effect  of  withdrawing  the 
grant  and  affording  no  subititute.  The 
charges  made  against  the  institution  ought 
lo  be  substantiated  ere  they  were  cirou-* 
iated.  In  1826  a  commission,  after  a 
close  examination,  reported  that  there 
was  nothing  disloyal  or  immoral  in  the 
instruction  administered  at  Maynooth. 
Those  prurient  passages  would  never  have 
been  known  had  not  some  persons  pointed 
them  out  for  purposes  of  their  own.  He 
begged  to  say,  however,  without  raising 
any  invidious  comparison,  that  no  people 
poaiessed  greater  moral  purity  than  the 
people  of  Ireland)  where  the  priests  were 
in  the  habit  of  instituting  those  inquiries 
whioh  had  been  referred  to.  He  should 
therefore  much  regret,  both  on  Parlia* 
roentary  and  political  grounds,  the  sue 
cees  of  the  amendment.  He  could  con- 
ceive nothing  more  impolitic ;  and  if  bon. 
Oentlemen,  who  wished  to  maintain  the 
connexion  between  this  country  and  Ire- 
land  should  oppose  the  grant,  it  would 
appear  to  him  most  extraordinary. 

Mr«  O'ConnM  said,  he  had  heard  some 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech  with  great 
pleasure,  but  there  was  one  exprssslon 
which  he  would  presently  allude  to»  which 
had  given  him  pain.  The  debate  he  was 
not  sorry  Ibr ;  and  if  he  were  at  liberty 
after  the  speeches  that  had  been  made  to 
vote  against  this  grant,  he  should  do  so  on 
principle,  because  he  thought  no  one  set 
of  Christians  should  be  called  on  to  pay 
for  the  religious  establishments  of  an* 
other;  and  that  he  would  apply  to  Pro* 
festanta  as  well  as  Caiholici.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Colchester  was  fortunate  in 
his  researches— 

"  How  happy  t,  who  was  so  studious, 
To  catch  thy  lore  at  Cappoducius  !** 

He  woald  advise  him  to  take  a  journey  to 
Oxford.  He  could  produce  the  last  num- 
ber of  the  Briiish  Critic^  and  there  he 
eottld  find  doctrines  that  would  console 
the  hon.  Memtier  for  Pontefract,  who 
thought  he  was  getting  so  close  to  them 
(the  Catholics)  that  he  would  be  sure  to 
keep  away  from  them.  He  did  not  know 
vrliat  had  become  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Oxford  University;  he  should 
net  say  he  had  '*  skulked"  away— that  was 


an  unparliamentary  word,  and  not  true  in 
ibis  instance :  but  he  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  he  relished  those  doctrines. 
He  was  sorry  the  gallant  Colonel  was  not 
in  the  House;  one,  at  least,  of  the  three 
colonels  had  gone  away,  though  he  had 
not  fled.  He  certainly  should  have 
thought  the  gallant  Colonel  had  come 
reekini;  from  the  battle  of  the  Diamond. 
The  gallant  Colonel  talked  against  the 
Catholic  clergy ;  he  would  ask  him  what 
protection  they  got  from  the  magistrates 
in  the  county  of  Armagh  ?  Was  not  the 
town  of  Maghera  sacked  ?  Were  not  the 
furniture  and  property  of  the  inhabitants 
consumed?  Did  not  the  people  fly  for 
their  lives?  And  did  not  that  take  place 
in  the  presence  of  the  gallant  Colonel  ? 
And  was  there  any  human  being  convicted 
for  it  ?  When  the  gallant  Colonel,  then, 
stood  in  such  a  position  before  the  House, 
the  least  to  be  expected  from  him  was, 
to  have  treated  lightly  the  Catholic  clergy. 
They  had  many  provocations;  they  had 
much  to  bear.  Was  it  nothing,  too,  for  the 
Irish  gentlemen  now  to  bring  up  thetrsons  in 
bitter  animosity  and  rancour  against  them? 
["  No,  no."]  He  said.  '<  Yes,"  using  at  the 
same  time  some  flimsy  hypocris}  to  cover 
their  malignity,  but  only  to  make  it  doubly 
dangerous.  [*'No,  ho."]  Why,  were  not 
the  foulest  accusations  made  against  the 
Catholic  clergy  ?  Was  there  a  crime  with 
which  they  were  not  charged  ?  But  then 
part  was  by  insinuation  only,—- less  cou- 
rageous than  by  open  aocusationi  "  But," 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry, 
**  I  know  it  to  be  truth ;  I  can  prove 
them."  There  was  not  one  of  those  ca* 
lumnies  but  was  as  false  as  it  was  foul,  as 
untrue  as  it  was  malignant.  He  who 
made  such  charges  against  the  Catholic 
clergy  was  a  miscreant,  unworthy  of 
civilization.  He  would  tell  the  hon. 
Member  to  pack  up  his  charges.  He  had 
begun  life  badly,  he  began  by  bringing 
charges  against  an  esteemed  clergy;  a 
clergy  beloved  by  their  flocks,  a  clergy 
who,  when  pestilence  was  abroad,  when 
famine  threatened,  when  death  was  com- 
ing on,  when  every  one  else  fled,  stood  by 
and  gave  consolation  to  the  people.  The 
typhus  fever  never  appeared  in  Ireland 
but  hundreds  of  the  Catholic  clergy  died 
from  their  attention  to  the  sufferers ;  and 
yet  the  hon.  Member  could  make  such 
charges  against  them.  Shame  upon  those 
who  educated  him;  and  yet  they  were 
told  that  these  doctrines  were  creditable  I 
02 


391 


Supply-^ 


{COMMONS} 


Maynooik. 


39a 


Wat  not  ihe  evidence  of  every  coinmiitee 
which  had  sat  on  subjects  connected  with 
Ireland  for  the  last  thirty  years  to  this 
effect,  that  thtre  was  no  population  on 
the  face  of  the  earth  who  observed  all  the 
moral  and  charitable  duties  better  than  the 
people  of  Ireland?  They  were  a  moral 
and  ii  religious  people.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  he  never  stated  the  reverse.  No. 
He  had  only  stated  that  they  were  edu- 
cated in  obscenity ;  but  it  wasoni y  in  hisown 
Blthyand  beastly  imagination.  [**  Older."] 
He  b«'gged  pardon ;  it  was  in  the  hon. 
Memhei's  reading,  not  his  imagination;  it 
was  in  his  own  study  and  literature  only 
that  he  could  have  made  such  a  discovery. 
He  observed  that  some  of  the  Gentlemen 
on  the  Ttccisury  bench  cheered  the  young 
Gentleni'in  when  he  sat  down.  The 
people  of  fielnnd  would  hear  of  this  with 
surprise  and  no  small  disuust.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Eliot)  must  perceive  what  kind 
of  party  in  Iieland  this  was  of  which  he 
was  the  head,  but  which  he  regretted  that 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  lead.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  say  one  ungracious  word  of 
the  noble  Lord,  for  he  was  sure  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  deserve  it ;  but  he  wished 
the  noble  Lord  were  able  to  manage  that 
party  which  was  now  seeking  to  control 
and  govern  him.  It  was  an  unhappy 
parly.  Why  did  they  not  attend  to  their 
own  religion  ?  Why  did  not  they  say  their 
own  prayers  T  The  gallant  Colonel  stated 
that  those  charges  had  been  made  against 
the  doctrines  taught  at  Maynooth,  and 
that  they  bad  never  been  answered.  Why, 
they  were  the  doctrines  that  were  taught 
throughout  the  Catholic  world.  Every 
controversialist  had  made  the  same  charges, 
and  whether  they  were  refuted  or  not,  the 
Catholics  had  not  diminished  in  the  com- 
bat. The  gallant  Colonel  said  they  were 
immoral.  On  this  point  he  was  ready  to 
meet  the  gallant  Colonel  on  any  6ne 
morning,  and  probably  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kent  would  be  able  to  get  the  use  of 
Exeter-hall  for  the  dispute;  but  the  Col- 
lege of  Maynooth  and  its  professors  looked 
with  a  sovereign  disregaid,  which  did  not 
rise  to  the  dignity  of  contempt,  at  these 
charges  made  against  the  faith  of  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  Christians 
throughout  the  world,  against  the  faith 
which  had  remained  unchanged  in  Ire- 
land, against  the  faith  of  the  ancestors  of 
every  one  now  present.  He  had  rather 
this  sum  of  9,000/.  was  flung  to  the  dogs 
han  that  it  should  be  made  the  subject  of 


this  discussion;  but  when  the  Catholics 
were  challenged,  it  was  not  for  them  to 
shrink  from  the  combat.  He  had  heard 
no  accusations,  except  such  as  were  vague 
and  general,  and  involved  in  indefinite 
terms.  They  could  only  be  met  with 
an  indignant  and  contemptuous  denial* 
Why,  instead  of  general  charges  being 
made,  were  not  attacks  made  on  indi- 
viduals, and  then  they  could  be  refuted? 
He  felt  it  his  incumbent  duty  to  fling 
back  these  calumnies  agninsl  the  Cat  holies 
with  scorn  and  contempt.  They  might  be 
assailed,  but  the  time  would  never  come 
when  they  would  be  conquered. 

Colonel  Vtmer  understood  that  during 
his  ttbsence  ffom  the  House  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  had  referred  to  cir- 
cumstances which  had  occurred  at  Hag* 
hera,  and  insinuated  that  he  bad  taken  a 
part. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  he  would  repeat  bia 
statement.  What  he  said  was.  that  the 
village  of  Maghera  was  sacked  in  the  gal- 
lant Colonel's  presence :  but  he  did  not 
say  that  the  gallant  Colonel  had  taken  a 
part  in  the  proceedings.  Not  a  single 
individual,  however,  had  ever  been  pu- 
nished for  the  outrage  to  the  present  day. 

Colonel  Vemer  said,  that  if  no  party 
was  punished,  that  was  no  fault  of  bis. 
He  had  risked  his  life  on  the  occasioo, 
and  seeing  a  man  about  to  burst  open  a 
door  with  a  stone,  be  had  placed  bis  back 
to  the  door,  though  by  doing  so  be  ran 
the  danger  of  being  seriously  wounded. 
For  this  he  had  b^n  persecuted  by  the 
late  Government  for  seven  years,  at  the 
end  of  which  he  was  deprived  of  his  com- 
mission, which  he  had  held  for  thirty-two 
years.  He  defied  any  man  to  say  that 
there  had  been  anything  improper  or  dis- 
creditable, or  any  impartiality  in  his  con- 
duct as  a  magistrate  and  a  justice  of  the 
peace. 

Mr.  0*ConneU  said,  that  not  one  word 
of  his  charge  had  been  disproved.  He 
had  not  stated  one  syllable  more  than  the 
gallant  Colonel  himself.  But  who  were 
the  parties  that  sacked  the  place  T  The 
Orange  yeomenry  of  the  north  of  Ireland^ 
and  the  gallant  Colonel  held  a  high  oflBctt 
among  them  for  many  years,  though  at 
that  time  he  had  ceased  to  possesa  it. 

Mr.  BaUum :  It  is  oiost  painful  to  ne 
to  be  thus  obliged,— -to  be  thus  coinptllcd, 
I  say,  to  ri^,  and  notice  the  coarse  invac« 
tive  to  which  the  right  hon.  GantleaBao* 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  has  just  gtvea 
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utterance.  He  has  thought  right  to 
make  a  roost  uncalled  for  attack  on  a 
near  relative  of  mine,  lately  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  he  mentioned  the  word 
''miscreant/'  He  has  used  most  coarse 
terms  with  respect  to  the  manner  in  which 
he  brought  me  up.  I  will  not  take  the 
trouble  to  contradict  these  imputations,  — 
for  the  House  knows  their  value.  And  to 
the  House  I  will  leave  the  character  of  my 
relative.  Neither  will  I  tell  the  right  hon. 
Member  how  I  have  been  brought  up ; 
but  I  will  tell  him  what  my  relative  did 
not  bring  roe  up  to  be.  He  did  not  bring 
me  up  to  become  a  cowardly  blusterer, 
or  a  mendicant  hypocrite ;  he  did  not  bring 
me  up  to  be  one  whose  only  arguments 
are  appeals  to  the  worst  passions  of  the 
mob,  or  one  whose  abuse  is  the  strongest 
praise. 

Mr.  0*0071916// said,  he  perfectly  forgave 
theyoung Gentleman.  ["Order."]  In  what 
respect  was  he  out  of  order  ?  Unless  the 
younf;  Gentleman's  memory  was  bad,  he 
would  recollect  that  he  had  had  ten  times 
as  much  abuse  poured  on  him,  and  he 
was  never  prouder  than  when  he  received 
It  from  the  young  Gentleman,  who  had 
given  an  admirable  specimen  of  what  might 
be  expected  from  him.  He  had  served 
his  country;  he  had  done  his  duty  at  a 
time  when  a  calumnious  spirit,  and  a 
spirit  of  unchristian  malignity  protruded 
theroselves ;  and  he  threw  back  with  so- 
vereign disregard  the  imputations  of  those 
who  calumniated  his  creed,  and  perhaps 
bated  his  country. 

Mr.  Campbell  entreated  hon.  Members 
not  to  be  led  away  by  the  unfortunate  turn 
which  the  debate  had  taken.  Credit  had 
been  refused  to  the  hon.  Member  near 
bim  for  making  an  honest  and  honourable 
speech ;  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  take  that  as  a  specimen  of  the 
sort  of  maintenance  which  he  might  expect 
from  the  party  who  supported  him  on  the 
present  occasion. 

The  House  divided : — Ayed  95 ;  Noes 
46 :  Majority  47. 
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Aclaod,  Sir  T.  D. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
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Courtenay,  Lord 
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Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Eicott,  B. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
French,  F. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M . 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hardinge,  Tt.hn.Sirn. 
Hawes^  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lincoln,  F^arl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
M«Geachy,  F.  A.    * 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 


Milnes,  R.  M. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
G'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J, 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Pulsford,  R. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Sheil,  right  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somerville,  Sir  W.  M. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stansheld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornley,  T. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T, 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 
Youngs,  J. 
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List  of 

Allix,  J.  P. 
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Clayton,  R.  R. 
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Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  T. 
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Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hodgson,  F. 
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Keroble,  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Maslerroan,  J. 
Moraan,  O. 
Mundy,  K.  M. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Polhill,  F. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
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Smith,  A. 
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The  House  resumed.  The  chairman  re- 
ported progpress. 

Committee  to  sit  again. 

South  Australia.]  On  the  question 
that  ihe  report  on  the  South  Australia 
Bill  be  brought  up, 

Dr.  Bowrina  protested  against  their 
proceedinir  with  the  bill  at  that  hour  in 
the  morning.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose was  desirous  of  making  some  obser- 
vations on  the  bill,  and  he  was  not  then  in 
his  place.  He  must  persist  in  insisting 
upon  the  povtponement  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  B,  Wwd  said,  that  he  concurred  in 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, and  would  support  ir. 

Colonel  Sibtharp  said,  that  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  press  the  bill,  it 
would  teach  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose a  lesson.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  ought  to  have  been  in  his  place, 
if  he  wished  to  oppose  the  bill. 

Lord  Sttutky  thought  that  the  opposition 
to  the  bill  was  most  unfair.  The  bill  had 
been  introduced  as  early  as  seven  o'clock 
the  other  evening,  and  had  undergone  a  full 
discussion.  £very  opportunity  had  been 
afforded  for  the  discussion  of  the  measure, 
and  he  therefore  must  persist  in  proceed- 
ing with  it. 

Dr.  Bowring  :  Sir,  I  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned  : — Ayes  ] ;  Noes 
59 :  Majority  58. 


List  qf  the  Ayes. 


firotherton,  J. 


TELLERS, 

Wood,  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 


Report  received.     Bill  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  two. 
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MiNirrtHO    Bills.    PkMJc— !*•   Election  Trkb;  Priflom. 
tf*    Militia  Saving!  Rankt;  Chehes  Hospital. 
CofNMl/rerf.— FitherinTraatieaCoiitinuaiioe;  Slave  Tnda 
TreaUei  ContlMiaMet  Militia  BaUoCs  Su^MMloot  01a> 
titets  Courts  and  Piisonfi  Turnpike  Tniito. 
3^  and  paned : — Lunacy. 

PBTiTtom  Pmiskntbo.    By  the  Duke  of  SntlwrlaMl,  from 
HaliSix.  in  favour  of  Uw  >Uncs  and  Comactot  BUL 


Adjotirned. 
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MmuTia.]  BiLLa.  PnAllr.— ComMlf/eif.— Grand  Jury 
Pneantmenti  (Irdand);  Manolieitar,  Birmlnglian,  and 
Boltan  PoUott  AmmmA  Tauei  Lunatic  AayhaoM  (In* 
land). 

RcyorfeeC— Llemiad  Lunatie  Aiylumss    CuAoni  Acts 
Amidmann  BseiMqaar  BlDt  Pnputtkm. 
3*>  and  paind :— South  AufCnlia. 
PHiMMT.— 3*-   and  paoad:— Lioid  Sheiliunie^  Bitalei 
Gitnon't  BMntc. 

Pcnnoira  Pawwirrsn.  By  Sir  R.  Inslii»  from  tht  Tanai 
Hamlets,  againtt  a  ftirther  grant  to  Maynooth.— By  Mr. 
VlUiert,  from  Oirvan,  and  a  Cootaenoe  Meeting  la 
Pdaoe>yaid«  Ibr  a  Repeal  of  tho  Coni-ia«i^— By  Sir  O. 
Rose,  from  Chrirtdiureh,  Bveiham  t  and  by  Mr.  Ahlam. 
from  Churwell  Unions,  against  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Bill— By  Mr.  Hawes.  from  Putney,  for  the  Redcmptfcm 
of  the  Tolls  on  the  Metropolitan  BrM0sa.--By  Mr.  rbitm, 
frum  ColUin  of  Falkirk  Moor,  fbr  Alteration  in  tha«noda 
of  Weighing  their  Work.— From  Marylebone,  for  the 
BttabHshment  of  Home  Cokmia.— From  Warrington,  Ayr 
Medical  Reftann.— From  the  Oiand  Jury  of  Antrfan* 
against  pladng  Medkal  Charities  (Ireland)  under  the 
control  of  tlw  Poor-law  Commissioners^— From  J.  Beau* 
niont  and  Son,  against  the  TMaeoo  R^gukrtions  Bill — 
From  Roohdale,  in  frvoor  of  the  Bill  for  pralaeting  bsr 
MiO^sty^  Penon,— From  Loanhead  CoUiery,  Ediobuigh. 
against  the  Mines  and  Collieries  Bill— From  Downham 
Union,  for  latii^  the  Owners  of  Small  Tsuemeuiai*-  <y 
Captain  Pechell,  from  Saiah  Esther  RkkettSp  complain* 
ing  of  the  Reduction  of  Uie  half«pay  of  Lieutenant  Oiievan, 
while  in  the  Lunatie  Asylum,  Uaslar. 

The  Stade  Dutibs.]  Sir  R.  Peel^ 
seeing  the  hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  in 
bis  place,  who  had  a  notice  on  tbn  paper 
with  reference  to  certain  duties  which 
were  the  subject  of  negotiation  betweeo 
her  Majesty's  Government  and  that  of 
Hanover,  begged  to  state  that  it  would  be 
quite  oat  of  his  power,  consistently  with  a 
sense  of  public  duty,  to  enter  upon  the 
discussion.  The  negotiationa  were  in  such 
a  state  that  he  could  not  remark  upon 
them  without  producing  detriment  to  tbe 
public  service,  inasmuch  as  he  should 
divulge  the  claims  of  our  Government. 
He  had  reason  to  believe  (though  he  could 
not,  of  course,  speak  confidently  on  a 
matter  which  was  not  finally  settled)  that 
those  negotiationa  would  be  brought  to  « 
close  in  a  short  time ;  and  their  progresa 
must  be  prejudiced  by  any  diaeussion  ro* 
garding  them.  He  muat  leave  It,  then, 
to  the  discretion  of  the  hon.  Oentlemati, 
whether  he  should,  under  the  circum- 
stances, deem  it  right  to  press  his  motion. 

Mr.  Hutt  should  be  very  unwilliog  10 
take  any  course  which  w|s  detrimental  to 
the  public  service ;  but  at  the  same  time 
he  must  say  that  be  understood  those 
negotiations  were  conducted  on  a  basia 
which  was  likely  to  render  them  extremelv 
prejudicial  to  the  interest,  rights*  ana 
boQour  of  tbia  oountry.    He  oonaidefed 
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ti  his  duty,  then,  to  enter  upon  a  state- 
ment respecting  them;  and  he  roust  say 
he  was  extremely  desirous  that,  before 
any  treaty  was  concluded,  some  expres- 
sion of  the  opinion  of  the  House  should 
be  given  on  the  subject. 

Sir  22.  Peel :  All  I  can  say  is,  I  shall 
not  be  tempted  to  break  that  reserve 
which  I  consider  it  essential  to  preserve. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  can  of  course  make 
«oy  statement  he  chooses;  but  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  must  maintain  a  |»er- 
fect  silence  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Lambton  hoped,  as  the  Prime  Min- 
ister bad  stated  that  to  bring  on  this  mo- 
tion would  be  prejudicial  to  the  interests 
of  the  countrv.  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  press  it. 

Mr.  Hume  was  as  anxious  as  his  hon. 
Friend  that  this  matter  should  be  dis- 
cussed ;  but  if  he  pressed  it  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  effect  must  be  to  place 
those  who  were  anxious  to  support  him  in 
an  awkward  situation. 

Viscount  Pahnerston  :  I  readily  admit 
there  is  great  force  in  the  reason  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  not  entering  on 
this  discussion,  namely,  that  he  canno, 
consistently  with  his  duty,  discuss  matters 
which  are  the  subject  of  a  negotiation  now 
going  on ;  but  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
baa  much  to  say  in  justification  of  his  de- 
sire to  make  a  statement  on  this  subject. 
The  subject  has  been  frequently  before 
the  House,  and  the  late  Government  never 
objected  to  the  discussion  on  the  ground 
that  the  question  was  pending  between 
the  Governments  of  Hanover  and  of  Eng- 
kod.  Bat  the  case  has  assumed  an 
aspect  which  justifies  my  hon.  Friend  in 
especially  urging  his  views  now,  and 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  question,  because  he  has 
reason  to  believe,  and  entertains  no  doubt 
oo  the  point,  that  the  present  Government 
ia  prepared  to  abandon  claims  which  he 
thinks  should  be  maintained,  and  thereby  ^ 
occasion  great  prejudice  to  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  the  country,  unless  the 
n^;otiatioQ8  are  prevented  from. being  con* 
dueled  on  such  a  basis,  it  is  quite  clear, 
that  to  postpone  the  discussion  until  the 
bargain  ia  made,  and  we  are  subjected  to 
those  duties,  may  be  a  convenient  course 
for  the  Government,  but  would  be  of  no 
sort  of  benefit  to  the  interests  of  com- 
merce* 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  again  repeat  I  feel  posi- 
tively precluded  from  stating  the  views  of 


the  Government.  What  must  be  the 
effect  of  my  doing  so  ?  Would  not  those 
who  conducted  the  negotiations  on  the 
part  of  Hanover  immediately  refer  to  my 
opinion,  which  may  perhaps  unsettle 
everything  which  had  been  agreed  upon  ? 
I  must  submit  to  whatever  misconstruc- 
tion this  course  exposes  me.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  for  the  correspondence 
which  has  taken  place — to  produce  it 
pending  ihe  negotiations  is  absolutely  im- 
possible. 

Mr.  Hutt:  I  understand  that  Lord 
Aberdeen  stated  to  the  Hanoverian  Minis- 
ter, immediately  on  his  accession  to  office, 
that  in  regard  to  the  Stade  tolls  he  ad- 
hered to  the  policy  of  his  predecessor. 
Now,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  prepared 
to  say  that  her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  to  continue  the  negotiations  upon 
that  basis,  I  will  acquiesce  in  the  proposal 
of  my  hon.  Friends,  and  withdraw  my 
notice  of  motion. 

Sir  R,  Peel :  I  can  give  no  pledge  or 
explanation  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hutt:  Then,  whether  I  withdraw 
my  motion  or  not,  I  must  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  a  few  words  on  the  subject 
of  the  pending  negotiations.  1  trust  that 
the  circumstance  of  my  having  been  en- 
gaged for  some  years  in  bringing  this 
matter  to  a  satisfactory  adjustment,  and 
my  belief,  founded  on  information  I  have 
received,  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
are  treating  with  the  Crown  of  Hanover 
on  a  basis  not  only  inconsistent  with  the 
policy  of  my  noble  Friend,  but  also  in- 
consistent with  their  own  declarations, 
and  with  the  rights  and  the  honour  of 
England,  will  be  a  sufficient  apology  to 
the  House  for  the  course  I  am  pursuing. 
Lord  Aberdeen,  on  accepting  the  seals  of 
the  Foreign  Office,  signified  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Hanover  that  he  adopted  the 
policy  of  my  noble  Friend  in  regard  to 
the  Stade  question.  Now,  what  was  the 
policy  of  my  noble  Friend  ?  The  noble 
Lord,  after  a  careful  consideration  of  the 
question,  came  to  a  conclusion  that  the 
Government  of  Hanover  was  entitled  to 
the  benefit  of  the  Swedish  treaty  of  1691, 
and  that  Hanover  was,  therefore,  justified 
in  collecting  tolls  on  the  Elbe,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  that  treaty, 
and  of  the  tariff  afterwards  annexed  to  it. 
That  is,  Hanover  was  entitled  to  levy  on 
British  shipping  passing  up  the  Elbe  a 
small  toll  on  each  vessel,  and  a  maximum 
toll  of  one-sixteeotb  per  cent,  on  the  value 
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of  the  cargoes.     You  may  thiok  that  ihese 
terms  are  not  sufficiently  liberal  towards 
the  King  of  Hanover ;  but  be  pleased  to 
recollect,  that  this  was  no  discovery  of  my 
noble  Friend,  this  was  no  new  doctrine — 
it  was  the  doctrine  adopted  by  Denmark 
at  the  convention  of  Dresden,  and  ever 
since  adhered  to  by  that  Government.     It 
was  the  doctrine  of  Hamburg  on  the  same 
occasion,  and  which,  to  this  hour,  the 
Senate  of  that  enlightened  State  has  lost 
no  opportunity  of  insisting  upon.     It  is 
the  deliberate  judgment  of  Prussia.    It  is 
the  opinion  of  Austria.    You  may  regret 
the  policy  of  Lord  Palmerston.    You  may 
award  higher  duties  on  British  manufac- 
tures to  the  government  of  Hanover  than 
my  noble  Friend  would  ever  agree  to,  but 
permit  me  to  tell  you  that,  in  so  doing,  you 
will  oppose,  not  the  policy  of  my  noble 
Friend  only,    but  the  policy  of   every 
statesman  and  government  in  Europe  that 
has  ever  pronounced  an  opinion  on  the 
subject?     Are    you  prepared   to  adopt 
luch  a  course?    I  hope  not.     I  cannot 
but  infer,  even  from  the  statements  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  by  which  he  has 
deprecated  any  discussion  on  the  question, 
that  he  will  not  gratify  Hanover  by  any 
sush  sacrifice  of  British  interests.     I  do 
not  wish  to  press  him  to  any  premature 
disclosures  of  his  policy,  but  I  feel  that  I 
should  not  be  doing  justice  to  myself,  nof 
justice  to  those  parties  who  have  entrusted 
this  question  to  my  hands,  if  I  did  not 
protest  against  any  concession  to  Hanover 
which  will  involve  a  departure -from  the 
terms  and  spirit  of  the  Swedish  treaty.    I 
have  now  made  my  last  struggle  for  justice 
to    Britsh  commerce  and   navigation,  in 
regard  to  the  Stade  tolls.     Before  Par* 
liament  is  again  assembled,  it  is  probable 
that  the  treaty  now  in  contemplation  with 
Hanover  will   have  been  formally  con- 
cluded.   Remonstrance  wilt  then  be  too 
late.    I  can  only  say,  that  if  negotiations 
with  Hanover  be  concluded  on  the  present 
footing,  if  this  plain  question  be  disposed 
of  on  a  principle  of  compromise,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  will  have  taken  a  part 
fatal  to  the  reputation  of  his  Government, 
and  most  injurious  to  the  interests  and 
honour  of  his  country.     I  shall  say  no 
inoce. 

TllEMAOtSTRATCSOrCtlELTEKnAU.] 

Mr.  C.  Berkeley  said,  that  the  right  hon. 

Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  had 

1e  a  statementi  in  answer  to  a  qaestion 


from  the  Member  for  Hath,  with  reference 
to  the  magistrates  of  Cheltenham,  respect- 
ing a  person  named  Holyoke,  at  which 
they  felt  much  hurt.  He  was  directed  on 
the  part  of  the  magistrates  who  composed 
the  board  of  petty  sessions  at  which  the  con* 
versatlon  complained  of  took  place,  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  had  any 
objection  to  print  the  correspondence  with 
the  votes:  and  in  case  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  objected,  he  was  authorized  to 
state  that  the  magistrates  were  willing  to 
submit  the  correspondence  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath. 

Sir.  J.  Oraham :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  quoted  a  most  correct  report  of  what 
had  passed.  I  said,  that  some  trresula- 
riiies  took  place,  but  I  did  not  attnbate 
them  to  the  magistrates.  I  must  decline 
ordering  the  correspondence  to  be  printed 
with  the  votes. 

Indian  Finance — ^Affghan  Wab.^ 
Mr.  Hume  had  a  notice  on  the  paper  for 
the  production  of  the  correspondence  be- 
tween the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  East 
India  Company  and  the  Government  on 
the  subject  of  Indian  finance,  in  reference 
to  the  expenses  of  the  Chinese  and  Affghan 
wars.  The  East  India  Company  thought 
that  as  the  Affghan  war  had  been  under- 
taken for  British  purposes,  the  nation 
ought  to  bear  the  expense  of  it ;  and  he 
believed  the  directors  bad  addressed  the 
Government  on  the  subject.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  tooi  had,  in  bringing  for- 
ward his  budget,  alluded  to  the  subject  of 
Indian  finance,  and  therefore  it  was  of  im- 
portance that  the  House  should  be  in  pos- 
session of  information  on  the  subject.  He 
(Mr.  Hume),  however,  had  understood 
from  the  Board  of  Control  that  the  corres« 
pondence  was  still  going  oo,  and  that  it 
would  prejudice  the  public  service  if  it 
were  produced  at  present.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  would  withdraw  his 
motion. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  The  hon.  Gentleman  hu 
alluded  to  some  observations  of  mine  with 
reference  to  Indian  finance.  1  certainly 
did  state  that  there  was  a  great  defidency 
in  the  finances  of  two  portions  of  oar  em- 
pire. I  stated  the  domestic  deficiency  at 
2,500,000/,  and  I  said  also  that,  Uking 
the  two  last  years  in  India,  there  was  a 
deficiency  there  of  2,400,000/.  I  added 
that,  though  it  was  then  impossible  to 
enter  into  a  consideration  of  Indian  6« 
nancesi  yet  the  sute  of  those  financca 
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rendered  it  still  more  desirable  to  main 
tain  the  public  credit  at  home.  I  did  not, 
however,  say,  that  the  Indian^  Government 
had  made  any  claim  on  the  English  Go- 
vernment for  the  ezpences  of  the  wars  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded. 

Mr.  Humt :  I  did  not  say  that  they 
made  any  claim,  but  that  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors thought  they  had  such  a  claim. 

Haslab  Lunatic  Asylum.]  Captain 
Pechell  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  petition  from  Mrs.  Charlotte  Forbes, 
presented  on  the  5th  of  July.  It  set  forth, 

**  That  the  insanity  of  the  petitioner's  hus- 
band was  produced  from  the  severe  service 
to  which  he  had  been  exposed  on  the  coast  of 
North  America,  and  in  the  operations  against 
New  Orleans,  in  the  winter  of  the  year  1815, 
which  so  impaired  his  health,  that  on  his  re- 
turn to  England  he  was  attacked  with  lunacy. 

**  lliat  he  had  the  afBiction  to  lose  the  sight 
of  both  eyes,  from  the  effect  of  illness  acquired 
whilst  crossing  the  Isthmus  of  Darien. 

'*  That  he  was  admitted  into  Haslar  Royal 
Lunatic  Hospital  in  1826,  where  he  still  con- 
tinues; and  that  up  to  1831  a  moiety  of  his 
half-pay  was  deducted  by  the  Admiralty  for 
his  support,  which  on  afterwards  being  found 
to  be  a  sum  far  greater  than  the  proportion  of 
the  eitpense  incurred  for  that  purpose,  is.  6d, 
per  day  has  been  deducted  since  that  time  as 
the  actual  cost  of  his  maintenance;  and  the 
petitioner  submits  to  the  House  that  her 
said  husband  should  have  been  received  into 
Haslar  Royal  Lunatic  Hospital  without  any 
charge  for  maintenance  being  made. 

"  She  therefore  prays  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  with  its  usual  equity  and  liberality, 
would  provide  that  her  unfortunate  husband 
may  be  supported,  for  the  future,  free  of  ex- 
pense, and  that  restitution  may  be  made  to 
her  of  the  amount  deducted  from  his  half-pay 
for  that  purpose  from  1826." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  enforced 
the  statements  contained  in  the  petition, 
and  expressed  a  hope,  that  at  length 
justice  would  be  done  in  this  case.  He 
concladed  by  moving  for  returns  of  officers 
admitted  into  Haslar  Lunatic  Asylum 
since  1819,  and  of  the  deductions  made 
from  their  half-pay. 

Sir  G.  Cockbum  said,  it  was  only  as  a 
matter  of  indulgence  that  this  officer  had 
been  taken  into  the  lunatic  asylum  at  all. 
On  such  occasions  it  was  customary,  if 
the  officer  was  unmarried,  to  give  the 
whole  of  his  half-pay  for  his  maintenance 
in  the  asylum ;  and  if  he  was  married,  to 
apply  onlyone-half  of  his  half-pay  in  such 
a  manner  to  his  maintenance,  and  to  pay 
ovor  the  remaining  moiety  to  his  family. 


In  the  year  1826,  the  friends  of  this  officer 
applied  to  have  him  received  into  the  asy- 
lum, subject  to  these  rules,  which  had 
since,  in  1831,  been  mitigated.  To  give 
back  these  arrears  now  would  impose  a 
heavy  burden  on  the  public,  as  no  less 
than  700  officers  had  been  received  into 
the  asylum  subject  to  the  same  regula- 
tions. He  did  not  think  the  subject  a  fit 
one  to  be  discussed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Sir  C.  Napier  thought  the  argument 
that  there  had  been  700  sufferers,  a  very 
poor  ground  why  these  arrears  should  not 
be  returned.  If  there  bad  been  so  many 
as  700  naval  officers  in  the  lunatic  asy- 
lum, he  had  no  doubt  the  greater  part  of 
them  had  been  driven  mad  in  consequence 
of  having  had  withheld  from  them  the 
promotion  to  which  their  services  had 
given  them  a  good  claim. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  sum  so  paltry 
that  he  was  surprised  the  subject  had  ever 
been  allowed  to  come  before  the  House. 
He  thought  the  money  ought  never  to  have 
been  taken  from  the  wife. 

Mr.  Sydney  Herbert  bore  testimony  to 
the  great  anxiety  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  to  investigate  every  case  of  hard* 
ship  brought  before  him,  and  to  do  all  in 
his  power  to  obtain  justice  for  every  officer 
who  appeared  to  nave  been  aggrieved. 
There  was,  however,  the  less  hardship  in 
the  present  case,  because  the  regulations 
had  been  in  force  before  the  gentleman  in 
question  had  been  received  into  Haslar. 
In  a  case  of  compassion,  it  became  a 
matter  for  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  determine  how  far  they  could 
gratify  that  feeling  consistently  with  their 
sense  of  duty  towards  the  public  service. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Distress — Re- assembling  of  Parlia- 
HENT.^  Mr.  T.  5.  Duncombe  said,  that 
previously  to  bringing  forward  the  motion 
of  which  he  had  given  notice,  he  wished  to 
explain  the  reason  that  had  induced  him  to 
present  it  in  rather  a  different  form  to  that 
he  had  originally  given  notice  of.  His 
original  notice  was  for  a  motion  to  limit 
the  supplies  to  a  period  of  three  months, 
and  the  object  of  that  notice  and  that  mo- 
tion would  have  been  to  compel,  if  possible, 
her  Majesty's  Government  to  re-assemble 
that  House  in  October  next,  in  the  event 
of  no  decisive  amelioration  taking  place  in 
the  condition  of  the  people  before  the 
winter  should  arrive.    On  a  former  even- 


46i      Distr€$$^lU^as$embUng      {COMMONS}  of  Parliament.  404 


ing»  when  the  Houie  was  ahout  to  go  into 
supplyi  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth  had  czpreued  a  wish 
that  he  should,  If  poanble^  submil  that 
notion  in  a  different  form,  and  on  a  diflfeiw 
•Bt  occasion,  so  as  not  to  obstruct  or  delay  ; 
the  supplies.     In  compliance  with  that  re- 

Jiuest,  he  had  framed  his  motion  in  the 
orm  in  which  he  was  now  about  to  submit 
it  to  the  House.  But  here  be  must  take 
the  opportunity  of  saying  that  no  thanks 
were  due  from  him  to  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  there  being  a  House  on  the 
present  occasion,  so  as  to  enable  him  to 
bring  forward  his  motion.  It  was  true  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Kent 
was  in  the  House,  after  thirty-six  Mem- 
bers had  assembled  on  his  (Mr.  Dun- 
combe's)  side  of  the  House.  Here  too  let 
him  say>  that  although  his  side  of  the 
House  bad  been  frequently  complained  of 
for  obstructing  the  public  business,  thoee 
charges  were  totally  unfounded.  If  there 
had  been  an  error  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
it  had  been  an  error  of  forbearance.  What 
was  the  opinion  out  of  doors  ?  What  was 
the  opinion  of  the  people  in  Liverpool,  in 
Manchester,  in  Paisley  ?  What  was  the 
opinion  in  places  where,  within  the  last  few 
days,  meetings  had  been  held,  in  which  re- 
iolutions  were  paned  desiring  their  mem- 
ben  to  obstruct  the  course  of  the  proceed- 
ings in  that  House,  until  some  remedial 
measures  should  be  adopted.  He  mi^ht 
Justify  far  more  obstruction,  and  tenfold 
greater  delav  on  the  part  of  the  present 
opposition  toan  had  really  been  ofiered,  by 
the  precedent  that  had  been  set  by  the 
former  opposition  in  the  last  session  of  the 
praceding  Parliaaient«  How  many  oppoti* 
tion  motions  were  then  discussed  night 
after  night,  and  for  nights  together  ?  There 
was  the  question  of  the  sugar  duties; 
eight  nights  were  consumed  on  that  when 
the  late  Government  introduced  their  mea- 
sure to  give  the  people  cheap  sugar.  A 
motion  was  brougnt  forward  against  that 
proposition  which,  as  he  had  said,  lasted 
eight  nights,  and  had  given  the  opportu- 
nity to  those  who  had  been  the  stoidfast 
opponents  of  slavery  to  come  down  and 
vent  forth  their  fears  and  apprehensions 
that  slavery  would  be  increued  if  the 
people  had  cheap  sugar.  Then  there  was 
the  vote  of  no  confidence  in  the  late  Mi- 
nistry. That  debate  took  five  nights,  and 
thus  the  public  business  was  delayed  thir- 
teen nights  by  such  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  the  opposition.  Had  anv  thing  of  that 
character  occurred  during  the  present  ses- 


sion ?  The  only  motion  of  the  kind  was 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  fiMr  Greenock, 
which  had  taken  up  three  nights»  and  con* 
sequently  elicited  the  most  bitter  complaiBta 
of  the  delay  of  the  public  business.  But, 
to  be  sure,  the  motions  of  last  Session  were 
party  motions,  having  for  their  object  the 
carrying  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  into 
Downing-street,  whereas  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenock  was  a  broad 
national  motion,  having  for  its  otiject  the 
consideration  of  the  distress  of  the  people  of 
this  country .  He  hoped,  then,  he  should  hear 
no  more  of  these  charges  of  delay  brought 
against  hon.  Members  sitting  on  that  (the 
opposition)  side  of  the  House*  In  submitt- 
ing his  motion  to  the  House  he  should  not 
detain  them  by  entering  into  heart-rending 
details  of  the  distress  which  existed  through- 
out the  country  ;  nor  should  he  enter  upon 
the  subject  of  tne  Corn-law,  whidi  had  been 


by  hon.  Members  more  competent  to  handle 
it.  His  object  was  to  warn  that  House 
and  her  Majesty's  Gotemment,  bat  more 
particularly  the  country  gentlemen  who 
sat  in  that  House,  of  the  duigers  which  he 
believed  beset  them  and  their  properties  at 
the  present  momenL  He  believed  thai, 
great  as  the  alarm  in  the  country  was,  if 
any  one  thing  more  than  another  inereued 
that  alarm  in  the  minds  of  rellecttnff  men, 
it  was  the  total  apathy  and  indilrerence 
shown  by  the  great  majority  of  that  House 
to  the  distresses  of  the  people.  What  were 
they  about  to  do  ?  To  separate  at  a  mo- 
ment when  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of 
the  country  were  not,  as  he  believed,  worth 
forty^ight  hours'  purchase.  They  were 
about  to  separate  as  if  peace  and  plenty  and 
contentment  reigned  over  the  kod*  whereu 
as,  if  they  knew  anything  of  the  real  state 
of  affidrs,  they  ought  to  know  that  the 
state  of  the  country  was  diametrically  the 
reverse.  What  had  happened  at  the  coas* 
mencement  of  the  present  session?  At 
the  opening  of  Psarliament  the  House 
was  told  in  her  Mijesty'a  Speech  that 
the  privatbns  of  the  people  had  heeo 
great,  and  had  been  home  with  the  utmost 
patience  and  fortitude.  Had  thoes  priva- 
tions been  in  the  least  degree  mitigated, 
abated,  or  diminished  f  Had  they  not,  on 
the  contrary,  increased  greatly,  and  were 
they  not  increasing  still  ?  Yet,  what  had 
they  done  ?  His  hon.  Friend  had  brought 
forward  a  motion  askins  them  to  institute 
inquiry  into  ihe  state  of  the  distress  of  the 
people.  Then  they  quibbled,  and  entered 
into  qpedal  pleadinip  about  the  form  of  the 
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notion.  His  hon.  Friend  then  told  them 
that,  as  his  object  was  inquiry  only,  he  was 
wiUiUjg  to  altisr  the  terms  of  his  motion. 
Bat  they  refused  anything  in  the  shape  of 
inquiry,  nor  told  what  remedies  they  had 
in  ttoiv.  Then  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Afero- 
ber  for  Aberdeen*  ofiered  to  them  a  power 
that  had  been  taken  by  but  few  Oovern- 
inents — ^he  oSered  them  the  opportunity  of 
opening  the  ports,  so  that  if  the  distress 
should  not  be  alleviated  they  might  affard 
aome  relief  by  giWng  bread  to  the  people. 
Thaty  too,  they  had  refused.  The  next 
motion  was  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton.  He  had  asked  them  to 
go  into  a  oommitteei  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  the  Corn-laws  into  consideration, 
with  a  view  to  their  being  repealed.  They 
had  scouted  the  very  Idea  of  such  a  propo- 
sal, and  defeated  the  motion  by  a  large  ma- 
jority.  He  then  asked  what  was  to  be 
done  to  relieve  the  distress  of  the  country 
and  improve  the  condition  of  the  people  ? 
If  any  persons  were  more  to  blame  than 
ethers,  they  were  the  hon.  Gentlemen  sit- 
tins  opposite.  In  last  May  they  had  been 
told  of  the  distressed  condition  of  the  coun^ 
try,  and  that  greater  distress  was  approach- 
ing. They  did  not,  they  would  not  believe 
it,  and  treated  the  warning  slightingly. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exohequdr  said,  ''Leave  things 
alone.''  The  plain  fact  was,  that  the  dis- 
trsss  of  the  country  occupied  the  minds  of 
those  Gentlemen  not  at  all.  Their  thought 
was  of  Downing-street,  and  now  they  were 
seated  there,  he  wanted  to  know  what  they 
weVB  soing  to  do.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Whitehaven  had  told  them,  and  rightly, 
that  they  had  no  right  to  take  office  unless 
they  were  prepared  to  remedy  the  evils  that 
ponavailed.  And  what  were  to  be  the  re- 
medies? The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  hadjAvea  a  list  of  the  sup- 
posed causes  of  the  distress,  but  he  believed 
tlM  whole  ef  the  distress  was  attributable 
to  that  psrty  to  which  the  noble  Lord  be- 
longed, and  which  was  commonly  known 
by  toe  name  of  the  Tories.  If  they  had 
supported  the  Uberal  measures  that  were 
proposed  last  year,  much  of  the  distress 
might  have  been  avoided,  if  not  altogether 
alleviated.  Hon.  Members  who  repre- 
sented manufacturing  districts  were  shortly 
about  to  return  to  their  constituents,  and 
what  were  they  to  tell  them  ?  Why,  un- 
less this  n^ht  they  gained  some  assurance 
flrom  the  Cfovernment,  they  would  have  i\o 
consolation  whatever  to  offer  to  their  con- 
stituents.   Th^  oould  say  no  more  than 


that  Parliament  had  separated  without 
offering  any  remedy  for  the  distresses  of  the 
country,  and  was  not  likely  to  meet  again 
till  the  usual  period.  But  an  agricultural 
Member,  on  the  contrary,  would  have  a 
very  good  answer  to  give  to  the  inquiries 
of  his  constituents.  He  could  say,  *'  We 
have  passed  a  com  bill  which,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  told  his  constituents, 
is  all  a  delusion  as  regards  diminishing  pro- 
tection to  agriculture."  And  that  would 
be  true,  for  the  new  law  had,  if  anything, 
perpetuated  the  injustice  they  had  thought 
proper  to  inflict  upon  the  English  people. 
The  agricultural  Member,  then,  would  be 
thanked  by  his  constituents,  because,  in 
point  of  fact,  nothing  whatever  had  been 
done.  But  what  was  to  be  the  remedy  for 
the  distress  ?  He  would  like  to  know  fhmi 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kent  whether 
his  present  remedy  was  that  Poor-law 
which  last  year  he  had  denounced  as 
arbitrary  and  unconstitutional?  Or  he 
would  be  glad  to  hear  what  was  to  be  the 
remedy  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
Was  it  calling  out  the  police  and  the  yeo- 
manry, and  enacting  such  scenes  as  those 
in  which  he  had  observed  the  Staffordshire 
magistrates  had  played  a  conspicuous  part  ? 
He  did  not  see  the  Secretary  at  War  in  bis 
place,  or  he  would  ask  that  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  whether  his  remedy  was 
to  be  the  bavonet.  As  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, he  would  propose  to  "  leave  things 
alone.'*  Then  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  might  say,  '^  We 
have  got  our  Corn-bill,  our  Incom»>tax,  and 
our  tariff  and  let  us  see  the  tfiect  of  those 
measures."  Aye,  what  was  the  cousequence 
of  those  measures.  As  for  the  Income-tax, 
its  locusts  were  already  overspreading  the 
land,  and  doing  their  dirty  work.  The 
dividends  had  been  stopped  at  the  Bank» 
and  now  he  wanted  to  know  where  was 
the  compensation  in  cheaper  food  and 
cheaper  living,  promised  bv  the  right  hon. 
Baronet?  It  could  not  be  found.  The 
Income-tax  was  retrospective ;  but  all  the 
benefits  of  the  tariff*  appeared  to  be  very 
remote.  Then  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  pro* 
mised  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Oxford,  Church  extension*^ 
Church  extension  to  feed  a  starving  people  I 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
an  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
ford on  that  point,  it  was  to  be  hoped 
he  would  give  one  to  the  people  in  re* 
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gard  to  their  distreflses,  as  satisfactorj  to 
them  as  the  other  reply  was  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  Church  generally,  that 
Church  which  he  wished  felt  a  little  of 
the  distress  which  prevailed  among  the 
manufacturers.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment looked  forward  to  an  early  and 
abundant  harvest,  as  if  that  were  to  be 
a  cure  for  the  distress.  Shortly  there 
would  be  another  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
closing  the  Session,  and  allusions  would 
probably  be  again  made  to  the  patience 
of  the  people  under  their  privations. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that 
he  expected  the  people  would  maintain 
peace  and  order,  out  cf  respect  to  the  power 
of  the  law.  Upon  that  he  would  tead  to 
that  House  a  report  that  had  been  made  to 
him  by  one  of  those  much- maligned  people, 
the  Chartists ;  a  person  who  in  consequence  of 
there  being  an  outbreak  in  a  manumcturing 
district  near  Birmingham,  was  sent  down 
there  by  the  council  of  the  Chartists  to 
dissuade  the  people  from  committing  any 
outrage.  He  did  so  far  succeed ;  and  hu 
report  was  worthy  the  attention  of  the 
House.     It  was  as  follows: — 

**  The  peaceful  conduct  of  the  people  is  not, 
as  Sir  R.  Peel  declared,  to  be  attnbuted  to 
'  their  respect  for  or  fear  of  the  law,'  for  these 
people  geoerally  believe  existing  laws,  and  the 
present  Legislature,  to  be  extremely  bad.  But 
their  quietude  is  solely  attributable  to  the  hope 
they  have  hitherto  entertained— that  a  peacenil 
change  would  ere  long  be  effected.  let  the 
recent  votes  of  the  House  of  Commons  have 
grsatly  diminished  this  hope,  and  the  suffering 
people  are  now  falling  into  despair;  and  a 
murmur  runs  among  them  that*  they  must 
help  themselves/  ^ 

He  would  also  quote  an  extract  from  a 
speech  delivered  at  a  public  meeting,  The 
hon.  Member  read  as  follows : 

*'  There  he  beheld  able-bodied  meoj  fathers 
of  families*  absolutely  crying  bitterly,  to  think 
of  the  wretchedness  of  their  lot.  Many  of 
them  were  without  food  for  days  together,  and 
their  children's  existence  prolonged  by  nicking 
scraps  from  the  streets,  begging  the  offals  from 
the  tables  of  the  more  wealthy,  whilst  many 
committed  petty  thefts,  to  be  imprisoned  and 
gain  the  support  afforded  by  gaols.  In 
Chorley  a  poor  boy  went  to  a  minister  of  the 
gospel  to  ask  relief;  on  being  refused  be  broke 
a  window,  saying,  whilst  engaged  in  the  act, 
'  I'll  set  food  ana  shelter  somehow  1'  Serious 
assanfts  upon  property  have  been  meditated, 
and  only  repressed  by  the  efforts  of  those  too 
often  in  scorn,  styled  the  '  physical  force  Char- 
tisw.'  The  people  scoff  at  the  Queen's  charity 
*^**r,  and  sav  they  need  iostice,  not  charity. 
ira  listless  for  a  radical  change  In  their 


representative  system,  without  which  they  be- 
lieve destitution  will  ever  be  their  lot  In 
Loughborough  an  attempt  was  made  by  the 
roasters  to  raise  the  rents  of  the  frames  used  by 
the  stocking-knitters.  Those  who  formerly 
paid  Is.  5d,  per  week  were  to  pay  Is.  6^, 
It.  6d,  to  pay  2t.,  and  so  on.  The  stockingers 
are  in  a  most  destitute  condition,  few  of  tbem 
earn  more  than  4t.  6d,  when  in  full  employ. 
Consequently  they  met  in  a  body,  determined 
to  resist  the  encroachment,  and  the  roasters, 
becoming  alarmed,  relinquished  the  attempt, 
but  declared  that  the  prospect  of  Peel's  Income 
Tax  had  driven  them  to  it,  and  would  do  so 
again.  In  this  place  a  man  went  to  seek  em- 
ploy, and  was  offered  knitting  work  at  Is.  4d, 
per  dozen  pairs.  He  would  have  to  work  fi& 
teen  hours  per  day  six  days,  to  make  seven 
dozen,  for  which  he  would  receive  9s.  4^ 
Then  would  be  deducted  for  frame-rent  2s.. 
seaming  It.  9(/.,  winding  cotton,  9i.,  needles 
and  oil  3\d ,  leaving  4s.  5dL  for  his  week's 
hard  toil.  Experienced  workmen  have  de- 
clared these  calculations  much  under  the  mark. 
The  same  roan  went  to  a  minister  of  the  parish 
and  asked  relief ;  he  told  his  distress,  when 
the  minister  replied,  if  that  were  his  lot  he 
would  break  the  frames  to  pieces.  The  mi- 
nister then  sought  to  procure  this  man  a  free 
passage  to  New  Zealand,  but  was  unsuccessful, 
the  vessel  being  full.  The  best  artisans,  who 
can  by  the  sale  of  any  articles  they  possess, 
raise  the  means,  are  leaving  the  country.  As 
an  'instance,  upwards  of  sixty  have  recently 
left  the  town  of  Trowbridge,  in  Wiltshire,  and 
gone  to  America.  They  were  the  most  sober, 
honest,  and  intelligent  men  of  the  place. 
Were  those  the  persons  they  wished  to  lose, 
or  did  they  seek  only  to  retain  the  infirm,  the 
aged,  the  impotent,  and  the  dissolute  i^ 

But  it  might  be  said  that  that  report 
proceeded  from  the  Chartists,  and  therefon 
he  would  next  read  to  the  House  a  qiecch 
made  no  longer  ago  than  yesterday  at  the 
Anti-Com-law  Conference,  by  a  jmitleman 
who  he  understood  was  a  high  Tory,  BCr. 
Holland  Hoole,  the  borouritreeve  of  Sal- 
ford.    That  Gentleman  aaid— 


*^  He  had  no  very  partieolar  information  to 
communicate  to  the  meeting ;  all  he  oould  tell 
was  that  matters  had  gone  on  from  bad  to 
worse.  He  was  deputed  to  attend  a  meeting 
of  the  merchants  in  the  dty,  and  be,  as  a  large 
manufacturer,  would  simply  ask  them  on  what 
terms  it  was  possible  for  men  to  carry  on  this 
course  and  employ  700  or  800  men?  The 
strong  probability  was,  that  there  would  be 
an  outbreak  throughout  a  large  extent  of  the 
manufocturiog  districu  in  the  ensning  winter, 
unless  remedial  measures  were  adopted.  He 
felt  it  bard  to  state  that  a  number  of  the  dis- 
trict magistrates,  apprdiendio|  this  ootbraak, 
were  determined  to  resign  tbeir  commissloosy 
and  not  to  permit  themselves  to  Im  the  toobof 
the  artstocficy.    The  peace  of  the  ooontfy  is 


409        DUtre$$^Re*as»embUng        { J  d lt  2 1 } 


of  Parliament 


410 


still  preserved*  because  the  people  still  hope 
that  something  may  be  done  to  alleviate  their 
misery.  His  position  as  chief  magistrate  brings 
before  him  instances  of  poverty  and  suffering 
which  cannot  come  before  other  people.'' 

That  was  a  statement  made  by  a  gentleman 
entertaining  political  opinions  similar  to 
those  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  In  Bilston^ 
last  week,  tbough  the  town  was  compara- 
tively tranquil*  hundreds  of  distressed  and 
starving  people  were  in  the  streets.  They 
went  into  a  baker*s  shop,  and  taking  from 
thence  a  table,  tbey  placed  it  in  the  middle 
of  the  road,  and  having  taken  out  the 
bread,  they  divided  it  amongst  them  all, 
and  having  eaten,  they  returned  the  baker 
his  table.  Was  that  a  state  of  things  that 
was  to  continue  throughout  the  winter  ? 
Trade  was  languishing,  people  were  unem- 
ployed, the  winter  was  approaching,  and  he 
would  ask  what  was  to  be  done  ?  What 
had  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  told 
them?  That  within  the  last  eighteen 
months  he  had  employed  between  2,000 
and  3,000  persons,  ana  during  that  period 
had  paid  them  50,000/.  more  than  their 
labour  was  worth  ;  and  he  had  told  them 
also  that  he  believed  if  the  Corn-law  was 
repealed,  he  should  be  able  to  continue  to 
employ  those  persons ;  but  if  not,  he  could 
not.  Why  was  that  hon.  Member  to  lose 
another  sum  of  50,000/.  during  the  next 
Tear  and  a  half,  and  continue  to  make  such 
a  sacrifice  to  please  the  agriculturists  of 
England  ?  What  sacrifice  had  they  made 
equal  to  that  of  the  individual  alluded 
to  ?  But  the  people  were  told  they  were 
to  have  an  abundant  harvest,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  it  had  already 
commenced  in  Essex.  He  believed  that 
might  be  partially  the  case,  but  it  was  no- 
thing like  general.  What  had  been  said  by 
their  oracle,  the  Mark^lane  Express,  on 
Monday  last,  with  respect  to  this  abundant 
harvest  ?     Here  was  the  article : — 

''When  we  last  addressed  our  readers,  the 
weather  had  a  decidedly  unsettled  appearance, 
and  apprehensions  were  already  beginning  to 
be  entertained  respecting  the  effects  a  conti- 
nuance of  rain  might  have  upon  the  grow- 
ing  grain  crops ;  these  were,  however, 
soon  dissipated,  the  rain  having  ceased, 
even  before  our  paper  went  to  press.  Since 
then  the  weather  has  been  all  that  could 
be  desired  :  and  where  the  crops  were  par- 
tially laid  by  the  high  wind  and  heavy  rain 
of  the  preceding  week,  they  have  again  reco- 
vered an  upright  position,  and  the  moisture 
with  which  they  have  been  supplied  has»  there- 
fore, been  productive  of  much  more  benefit 
ttian  injury.    Under  these  circumstances,  it  is 


reasonable  to  infer  that  the  yield  of  wheat  will 
prove  somewhat  more  productive  than,  a  short 
time  ago,  expected ;  for,  notwithstanding  the 
undoubted  thinness  of  the  plant,  such  weather 
as  we  have,  during  the  last  month,  been  favoured 
with,  must  have  done  much  to  overcome  pre- 
vious defects,  and  we  are  disposed  to  think  that 
long,  well-filled,  and  thick-set  ears  will,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  compensate  for  the  defi- 
ciency of  plant ;  but  even  with  all  these  advan- 
tages, and  a  continuance  of  auspicious  weather 
from  this  time  until  the  conclusion  of  harvest,  we 
doubt  whether  an  average  produce  will  be  se- 
cured, so  extensive  and  general  were  the  com- 
plaints of  injury  suffered  by  the  seed,  from  the 
saturated  state  of  the  soil  at  the  season  of  sow- 
ing, and,  subsequently,  by  the  heavy  rains, 
ravages  of  the  slug,  &c.  Taking  this  view  of 
the  case,  and  bearing  in  mind  the  position  we 
are  situated  in,  with  regard  to  stocks,  not  only 
in  this  country,  but  in  most  of  the  corn-growing 
states  of  Europe  (the  quantity  of  old  wheat  re- 
maining on  hand  being  everywhere  unimpor- 
tant) we  cannot  yet  see  sufficient  reason  to 
reckon  on  any  material  or  permanent  fall  in 
prices,  though  a  temporary  decline  must,  unless 
anything  should  occur  to  cause  renewed  specu- 
lation, undoubtedly  be  expected.  In  some 
very  forward  districts,  the  reaping  of  Talavera 
wheat  has,  we  understand,  already  been  parti- 
ally commenced,  and,  before  the  end  of  the 
month,  some  quantity  will,  probably,  be  cut  in 
the  southern  counties ;  the  harvest,  however, 
cannot,  we  think,  become  general  until  about 
the  middle  of  August,  even  with  fine  weather, 
and  is  likely  to  be  still  later  in  all  the  northern 
parts  of  the  empire." 

He  said,  then,  that,  if  this  paper  were  to 
be  believed,  there  was  an  end  of  all  hope  of 
an  early  and  abundant  harvest.  But  grant 
that  there  were  an  early  and  abundant 
harvest,  would  that  give  employment  to  the 
starving  people?  Should  we,  in  conse- 
quence of  an  abundant  home  harvest,  ship 
to  foreign  countries  one  load  more  of  our 
manufactured  goods  .^  Not  one.  An  abun- 
dant and  early  harvest,  then,  supposing  it 
to  come,  would  afford  no  answer  whatever 
to  those  distressed  classes  who  could  look 
only  to  a  relaxation  of  our  restrictive  com- 
mercial laws  for  substantial  and  permanent 
relief  from  their  sufiTerings.  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  sincere  in  their  professions 
of  a  desire  to  relieve  the  people,  what 
possible  objection  could  there  be  to  the 
motion  he  now  proposed  ?  If  Parliament 
were  brought  together  only  for  the  purpose 
of  voting  away  the  public  money,  let  the 
people  be  told  so  at  once.  But  if  it  were  a 
part  of  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  consider 
the  condition  of  the  country,  and  to  adopt 
measures  for  its  relief,  then  he  maintained 
that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  Ministers  to 
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astemble  them  again,  to  see  If  it  were  not 
poAsible  to  do  something  to  ameliorate  the 
deititution  of  the  people,  before  their 
sufferings  were  increased  by  the  inclemency 
of  winter.  That  was  the  object  of  his 
motion-^-a  motion  constitutional  in  itself* 
and  founded  upon  justice  and  humanity. 
He  asked  the  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House  to  pause  before  they 
rejected  it.  He  asked  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters, at  least,  to  give  the  country  some 
assurance  that,  if  no  improvement  took 
place  in  the  condition  of  the  people  within 
the  next  six  weeks  or  two  months,  they 
would  take  the  advice  of  Parliament.  The 
riffht  hon.  Baronet  told  the  House  the 
other  evening,  that  his  measures  had  not 
yet  had  a  fair  trial.  The  next  six  weeks  or 
two  months  would  afford  them  a  fair  trial. 
Then  let  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say,  that 
if,  at  the  end  of  that  time,  they  should  be 
found  not  to  produce  the  beneficial  effect^ 
which  he  expected  from  them,  he  would 
again  assemble  Parliament)  and  proceed  to 
earry  out  those  just  and  sound  principles 
upon  which  he  admitted  his  measures  were 
based.  Let  the  right  hon.  Baronet  say 
that,  if  his  present  measures  failed  of  pro- 
ducing the  good  he  desired,  he  would  not 
delay  to  carry  out  the  wholesome  principles 
upon  which  they  were  founded  to  a  fuller, 
if  not  to  the  fullest  extent.  If,  af^r  doing 
that,  it  should  be  found  that  Parliamenti 
through  such  measures,  could  do  nothing 
fbr  the  iDlief  of  the  people,  at  all  events 
neither  the  Government  nor  the  Legislature 
would  have  anything  to  reproach  them* 
selves  with.  They  would  have  done  their 
best  to  alleviate  the  misery  of  those  who 
surrounded  them,  and  to  promote  the  welfare 
and  happiness  d  those  millions  to  whose 
toil  and  industry,  and  to  whose  loyalty  and 
affection  they  were  indebted  for  every 
oomfbrt  they  enjoyed,  and  every  atom  of 
property  thev  possessed.  With  these  re* 
mam,  he  oegged  to  move  a  humble 
address  to  her  Majesty,  to  represent  to  her 
Majesty—- 

*'That  the  distress  in  the  maDufacturing 
districts,  to  which  her  M^ei^ty  was  pleased  to 
allude,  in  her  Majesty *s  most  gracious  speech 
at  the  commencement  of  the  present  Session, 
*  as  having  been  borne  with  exemplary  pa- 
tience and  fortitude,*  continues  unabated ; 
and  thai  the  sufferings  and  privations  resulting 
thereftt>m  are  rapidly  exieoding  from  the 
working  to  the  middle  classes  of  society ;  that 
Boae  of  the  measures  hitherto  proposed  by  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  Parliament,  however 
ittst  the  principles  upon  which  some  of  ihem 
have  been  founded,  appear  adequate  to  afford 


a  timely  and  sufBoient  remedy  for,  these  great 
and  pressing  evils ;  and  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot,  without  the  aid  of  Parlia- 
ment, take  such  further  steps  as  may  be  necea* 
sary  for  that  purpose ;  and  further,  to  represent 
to  her  Majesty  an  anxious  hope  that  if,  after 
the  termination  of  the  present  Session,  no  de- 
cisive improvement  should  take  place  in  the 
condition  of  her  Majesty's  suffering  and  loyal 
subjects,  her  Majesty  may  be  pleased  agaln^  at 
an  early  period,  to  call  Parliament  together, 
with  a  view  of  giving  fuller  effect  to  those 
sound  principles  of  commeroa»  which,  if  fairly 
and  impartially  carried  out,  more  especially  as 
regards  the  food  of  the  people,  Would,  by  giving 
an  impulse  to  trade  and  industry,  avert  those 
calamities  which  the  inclemency  of  winter, 
superadded  to  want  and  destitution,  Must  in- 
evitably produce.*' 

* 

Mr.  Ward  seconded  the  motion.  There 
never  was  a  motion  brought  before  the 
House  to  which  he  felt  that  he  could  give 
a  more  hearty  concurrence.  It  was  mode- 
rately worded,  particularly  in  its  conclu- 
sion, and  perfectly  rational  and  constitu- 
tional in  the  course  it  proposed  to  the 
House  to  take.  His  hon.  Fnend,  despair- 
ing of  any  remedy  being  applied  to  the  dis- 
tress, which  was  admitt«l  on  all  hands, 
durins  the  present  Session,  and  convinced 
that  the  Government,  upon  Its  oWn  respon- 
sibility and  by  its  own  acts,  could  aflbrd  no 
alleviation  whatever  to  the  sufferinss  of 
the  people,  called  upon  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  to  ^ve  a  pledge  th^t  if  the  distress 
continued,  if  the  pressure  unon  th^  Indusi* 
try  of  the  country  remaiiiea  to  the  same 
extent  as  at  the  present  moment,  Parlia^etit 
should  be  called  together  In  the  course  of 
the  autumn  to  see  whether  it  Were  possible 
to  devise  any  practical  measures  to  m6et  the 
existing  evil.  His  hon.  Friend  did  not 
profess  or  pretend  to  apply  a  remedy  for 
evils  with  which,  as  an  individual,  he  was, 
of  course,  perfectly  unable  to  grapple,  but 
he  said  that  an  assuifance  of  the  kind  con- 
tained in  his  motion,  coming  at  this  mo- 
ment from  her  Majesty's  Ministersj  would 
be  reoeived  by  the  country  as  a  pitiof  of 
sympathy  in  its  sufferings,  and  as  atfbrding 
some  hope  and  prospect  of  a  remedy.  This 
was  a  precaution  which  the  House  as  a  le- 
gislative body  was  in  his  mind  bound  to 
take.  The  Government,  bv  itself,  could 
do  nothing.  The  only  thing  within  its 
reach  was  that  to  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  referrod  on  a  pre- 
vious evening,  the  only  thing  it  ooula  do 
upon  its  own  respcmsibility  was  to  open  the 
ports  if  the  circumstances  of  the  country 
should  seem  to  demand  such  a  step.  But 
that  at  best  was  but  a  palliative,  a  mere 
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tttnponry  expedient  to  mitigate  for  the  mo- 
ment the  extreme  sufferings  of  the  people. 
What  was  wanted  was,  not  an  attempt  to 
bc^ster  and  prop  up  a  bad  system,  but  a 
bold  and  manly  determination  to  adopt  a 
taew  and  good  system.    And  why  should 
not  this  he  done  at  once?     For  done  it 
must  be  at  no  distant  day.    None  of  the 
Gentlemen  upon  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  not  even  the  most  sanguine  of  them, 
eoold  expect  the  Corn-law  to  last  another 
year.     They  had  clung  to  the  system  upon 
which  it  was  based  with  some  remnant  of 
hope  even  to  the  very  last ;  but  they  were 
now  compelled  to  admit  that  it  could  not 
go  on  much  longer,  and  now  that  Parlia- 
ment was  about  to  separate  they  were  going 
down  to  their  agricultural  constituencies  to 
prepare  them  for  the  dire  necessity  which 
would  compel  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
adopt  a  better  system  next  year.     His  hon. 
Friend  did  not  wish  to  emhark  the  Govern- 
Bient  in  all  the  perils  of  the  coming  winter, 
without  some  attempt  to  palliate  the  suf* 
Icrings  of  the  people.     Parliament  alone 
could  do  this.     Government  would  t>e  pow- 
erless to  meet  the  evil,  because,  as  he  had 
already  said,  no  substantial  relief  could  be 
aflfinded  to  the  community  without  a  change 
of  system.    The  Members  on  his  side  were 
the  more  entitled  to  ask  the  concurrence  of 
Oovemment  in  the  present  motion,  because 
in  the  coune  of  the  Session  Ministers  had 
laid  down  principles  which  bore  out  all  the 
concloatona   of  their  opponents.      There 
was,  indeed^    nothing   more  striking  or 
extraordinary  in  the  present  situation  of 
aflairs;,  than  the  opposition  between  the 
principles  and  the  practice  of  the  Govern- 
ment upon  almost  every  question  that  had 
been  mooted  in  the  course  of  the  Session. 
The  principles  of  the  Govomment  were 
almost  aU  that  he,  as  a  free-trader,  could 
desire;  but  the  misery  was,  that  when 
those  principles  came  to  be  applied  to  prac- 
tice they  were  found  to  be  confined  merely 
to  little  matters  of  pettifogging   detail, 
which  could  by  no  possibility  do  any  good 
to  any  interest  or  any  class.      Take  the 
principles  of  the  Government  upon  the  ta- 
riff.    As  a  free-trader  he  did  not  wish  to 
aee  sounder  principles  laid  down  than  those 
which  were  propounded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  in  the  whole  of  his  argument 
about  the  admission  of  cattle  into  this 
country.     But  then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's principles  in  that  particular  case  were 
Qualified  by  the  fact  which  the  right  hon. 
Bteooet  (Sir    R.    Peel)  was    careful    to 


make  apparent  to  all  his  friends,  that  the 
concession  would    be  perfectly  harmlees, 
that  no  cattle  would  come  into  the  country 
for  the  present,  and  that  many  years  must 
elapse  before  any  great  number  could  ever  be 
admitted.    Thoiconcession,  therefore,  how^ 
ever  great  in  principle,  amounted,  in  prac- 
tice, and  in  fact,  to  nothing  at  all.     Aeain, 
upon  the  question  of  bonded  com,  Wnich 
was  discuKsed  on  the  previous  evening,  no- 
thing could  be  more  satisfhctory  than  the 
principle  advanced  and  insisted  upon  by  the 
Government.      But  then  aeain  came  the 
misery  of  the  practice,  for  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  told  those  who 
opposed  the  proposition  that  the  principle 
was  not  worth   disputing  about,  because 
it  applied  only  to  a  quantity  of  flour  so 
wretchedly  small  that  it  could  not  possibly 
have  the  slightest  effect  upon  the  general 
consumption  of  the  country.     *'  Whereftrre 
(said  he  to  his  agricultural  friends),  permit 
your  minds  to  remain  perfectly  tranquil; 
the  principle  which  alarms  you  cannot, 
under  the  limitation  which  I  impose  upon 
it,  affect  the  price  of  bread,  even  to  the  ex- 
tent of  a  farthing.'*    This  was  what  he 
complained  of;  this  contrast  between  the 
principle  and  the  practice  of  Government. 
He  wished  to  see  that  contrast  put  an  end 
to,  and  he  believed  that  it  would  be  put  an 
end  to  in  the  course  of  a  few  months ;  for 
unless  he  were  greatly   deceived,  things 
were  brewine  up  in  the  country  whidi 
would  compel  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
carry  his  principles   into   practice.      To 
j  enable  him   to   do   that,  the  presence  of 
Parliament  would  be  indispensable.    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  have  the  best  in- 
tentions, but  those  intentions  should  not  be 
held  in  abeyance  till  the  month  of  February 
next.    He  had  spoken  of  the  contrast  be- 
tween the  principles  and  the  practice  of  the 
Government  upon  matters  of  minor  import. 
There  was  a  great  and  strikbg  difference 
in  their  conduct  in  reference  to  weightier 
and  more  important  matters.    In  respect  of 
these,  whilst  making  concessions  in  appear- 
ance, they  had  in  fact  preserved  untouched 
all  the  monopoly  and  exclusive  advantage 
of  their  supporters.    Take  the  Corn-law. 
In  dealing  with  that  vital  question,  they 
had  ffot  rid   of  nothing  (to  use  the  ex- 
pressive and  most  truly  appropriate  phrase 
of  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade) 
but  the  surplusage  of  odium.    They  had 
retained  an  amount  of  protection  which 
was  perfectly  effective  for  all  their  own 
purposes.    They  had  given  nothing  more 
than  a   mere   semblanee  ef  relief  to  the 
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ooaotry  at  large.  He  wanted  to  chaDge 
that  femUance  into  somethinff  substantial. 
He  asked  them  whether  they  believed 
ihemselTca  that  thu  system  could  last — 
whether  thej  did  not  see  that  all  that  they 
bad  done  was  hollow  and  unsubstantial, 
and  inadequate  to  meet  the  exigency  of  the 
case  ?  He  wished  to  bring  particular  facts 
under  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  to 
ask  how  those  facts  could  be  met.  He 
wanted  to  show  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
what  was  the  extent  of  the  responsibility 
which  he  took  upon  himself  in  attempting 
to  bolster  up  this  rotten  system  for  a  few 
months  more.  People  were  disposed  to  pin 
their  faith  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet — 
they  believed  him  to  be  a  practical  man, 
and  in  many  respects  an  hunest  man, — 
they  believed  that  he  was  at  present  con- 
strained by  the  party  which  brought  him 
into  power,  but  they  also  believed  that  in 
a  litde  time  more,  now  that  he  had  onoe 
broken  the  ice,  he  would  be  enabled  to 
throw  his  present  supporters  overboard, 
and  to  take  the  course  which  he  knew  in 
his  own  mind  to  be  the  only  right  one. 
This  being  the  case,  he  wanted  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  do  justice  to  the  people 
of  England;  and,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  might  know  what  the  sunerings  of 
the  people  were,  he  would  beg  to  remind 
him  of  a  memorial  which  he  had  the 
honour,  some  time  since,  of  submitting  to 
his  consideration  from  the  town  of  Shef- 
field. From  that  memorial  it  appeared  that 
there^  were  in  Sheffield  1 ,500  fathers  of 
families  out  of  work,  and  entirely  dependent 
upon  the  parish  for  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence,—that  the  trade  funds  of  the  town 
were  completely  exhausted — and  that  the 
rates  had  gone  on  increasing  to  such  an  ex- 
tent as  to  be  nearly  insupportable.  The 
progreu  of  the  increase  in  the  rates,  and 
the  extent  to  which  it  had  now  arrived,  was 
thus  stated:— In  1830  the  rates  were  182/. 
the  quarter,  or  15/.  per  week.  In  1839 
they  amounted  to  541/.  the  quarter,  or  45/. 
per  week.  In  1841  they  amounted  to 
1,836/.  the  quarter,  or  153/.  per  week.  In 
the  quarter  ending  June,  1842,  they 
amounted  to  4,253/.  or  354/.  per  week,  and 
since  that  time,  in  the  course  of  this  present 
month  of  July,  they  had  amounted  to  420/. 
per  week.  Thus  the  rateable  property  of 
the  town  waa  nearly  exhausted,  and  three 
months  hence  the  magistrates  believed  that 
a  rate  could  not  be  levied.  Such  was  the 
present  condition  of  Sheffield,  and  how  was 
It  to  be  relieved  ?  There  was  no  symptom  of 
a  revival  of  commerce.     Not  a  single  order 


of  any  consequence  had  been  received  Ironi 
the  United  States.  The  continental  trade 
of  Sheffield  had  been  much  destroyed  fay 
the  improvement  of  the  hardware  manufac> 
tures  in  France  and  Belgium  ;  but  that  waa 
not  felt  in  any  great  degree,  was  not  at- 
tended by  any  grievous  results,  as  long  as 
the  American  market  remained  open.  But 
that  market,  the  most  valuable  ci  all,  had 
for  years  past  been  closing  agunst  us  in 
consequence  of  our  refusal  to  receive  the 
com  and  provisions  with  which  they  could 
supply  us.  The  Sheffield  trade  with  Ame* 
rica  amounted  now  to  absolntely  nothing* 
The  consequence  was,  that  there  were 
from  10,000  to  15,000  of  the  workbg  po- 
pulation  of  that  town  absolutely  destitute, 
whilst  the  remainder  were  subdsting  only 
upon  the  merest  pittance,  affording  hardly 
sufficient  to  keep  body  and  soul  together. 
Alter  the  law,  tdioli^  the  restrictive  sys- 
tem, ^ve  admission  to  the  provisions  of 
America,  which  she  could  supply  to  an  un. 
limited  extent,  and  a  new  impulse  would 
be  given  to  trade — conmieroe  would  re- 
cover  its  activity,  and  manufactures  be  re- 
stored to  prosperity.  It  was  naelesa  to 
suppose  that  thu  great  end  eould  be  obtain* 
ed  by  a  mere  dablmng  with  minor  matters  of 
petty  detail.  Let  £e  true  principle  of  a 
liberal  and  enlightened  pQlic>  be  applied  to 
those  commodities  whidi  eoDititnted  the 
main  articles  of  oonsumptiQD  here ;  let  the 
com  and  provisions  of  America  be  freely 
exchanged  for  the  produce  of  our  manuiac* 
tures,  and  th  we  should  have  a  eommeree 
growing  with  the  United  States,  whidi 
were  ever  extending  themselves— growing 
with  our  own  population,  enriching  bom 
countries,  spreading  comforts  on  both  sides 
of  the  Atlantic,  and  affording  employment 
for  every  branch  of  our  mdustry.  It 
was  modting  the  necessities  of  the  coan« 
try  to  apply  this  principle  to  small  and 
insignificant  matters,  which  could  give 
no  effectual  or  subsuntial  rdicf;  but 
immediately  that  the  great  clam  inie* 
rests  of  the  country  were  concerned,  to 
turn  round  upon  the  people  and  say,  that 
those  great  interests  could  not  be  touched. 
That  was  the  position  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  stood.  He  did  not  speak  as 
a  party  man  upon  this  question  he  spoke 
as  an  Englishman — as  a  man  having  some 
interest  in  retaining  those  very  principles, 
which  the  Gentlemen  opposite  were  so 
resolute  in  asserting;  but  he  knew,  that 
his  own  interest  in  the  land  was  bound  up 
with  the  prosnerity  of  the  manufihcturing 
community*    It  wu  the  prosperity  of  that 
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branch  of  the  community  which  had  placed 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  where  they  were. 
It  was  the  prosperity  of  that  hranch  of  the 
community*  which  had  placed  the  English 
landowners  in  a  position  of  greater  comfort 
and  affluence,  than  the  landowners  in  any 
other  country  in  the  world.  If  the  Eng- 
lish landowners  cut  away  the  ground  from 
under  their  own  feet — if  they  made  a 
population  of  paupers  out  of  a  population 
of  skilful  and  industrious  manufacturers, 
he  pitied  the  blindness  which  prevente(1 
them  from  seeing  the  ruin  to  themselves, 
which  must  inevitably  follow.  The  effect 
of  those  restrictions,  which  nothing  but 
another  meeting  of  Parliament  could  re- 
move, was  most  grievous  throughout  the 
ooimtxy.  It  was  producing  disaffection, 
and  alienating  the  hearts  and  minds  of 
thousands  even  of  the  middle  classes,  whilst 
with  the  working  classes  a  feeling  was 
growing  up  which  could  not  be  contem- 
plated, without  the  utmost  apprehension. 
He  had  received  a  letter,  for  the  genuine- 
ness of  which  he  could  vouch,  from  a  work- 
ing man,  containing  sentiments  which 
would  give  the  House  an  idea  of  the  pre- 
sent feeling  of  that  class  of  the  community. 
It  was  80  well  written— its  sentiments  were 
ao  justy  and  so  admirably  expressed,  that 
he  was  sure  the  House  would  forgive  him 
for  reading  it.     It  was  as  follows : — 

''You  have  made  many  statements  respect- 
ing the  distress  of  the  town ;  but  I  do  assure 
yoo,  that  they  fall  far  short  of  depicting  the 
extent  of  misery  and  woe  existing  in  this  once 
flourishing  place.  Four  jfears  ago,  you  could 
scarcely  find  a  house  to  let ;  now  there  are 
thousands  of  houses  untenanted,  and  hundreds 
that  are  tenanted  are  paying  no  rent.  House- 
hold property,  to  my  certain  knowledge,  has 
follen  full  50  per  cent. ;  and  last  Saturday,  I 
was  in  company  with  an  aged  man,  who  has 
acquired  some  property  in  houses  by  perse- 
vering industry  when  young,  expecting  it 
would  support  him  in  age ;  but  now  he  can- 
not obtain  any  rent.  He  is  too  old  to  vrorH. 
What  most  be  his  fate  ?  The  workhouse ;  for 
I  beard  him  offer  a  whole  row  of  houses  as  a 
gift  to  a  gentleman,  if  he  would  meet  all  that 
has  come  against  them,  and  insure  him  lOs. 
a-week.  All  those  that  have  the  means  are 
emigrating  to  Russia  and  America.  Many  of 
our  best  edge-tool  makers  have  gone  to  Rus- 
sia,  to  superintend  manufactories  there.  Cut- 
lers of  every  description  are  leaving  the  town 
to  escape  the  workhouse,  or  starvation  ;  and 
the  foreign  manufacturers  are  getting  up  goods 
of  our  patterns,  and  marked  with  our  best 
manufacturers*  names  upon  them.  What 
must  be  the  consequence  of  all  this,  if  not 

Erevented  by  an  alteration  in  our  present 
iws,   which   restrict    oar   foreign    markets, 
with  our  superabundant  population  ?    Why, 
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the  consequence  will  be  the  loss  of  our  foreign 
trade,  and  the  starvation  of  our  industrious 
working  men.  The  distress  that  has  come  to 
my  own  knowledge  is  of  the  most  painful  de- 
scription. Last  Saturday  evening,  I  was  re- 
turning home  from  market,  after  laying  out  the 
few  shillings  I  had  to  spend,  and  I  overtook  a 
female  I  knew.  After  the  usual  inquiries  in 
respect  to  her  family,  I  asked  her  how  business 
went  on  with  her  husband  ?  when  she  declared 
to  me,  that  she  left  home  with  2s.  9<i.,  to  pro- 
vide food  for  the  week  for  nine  persons ;  two 
of  her  sons  were  above  twenty  years  of  age, 
and  some  of  the  girls  nearly  grown  to  woman- 
hood. Her  husband,  she  said,  was  an  industri- 
ous, sober,  steady  man.  She  stated  the  num- 
ber of  years  she  had  been  united  to  him,  which 
I  forget,  and  that  during  that  time  he  had 
never  spent  Qd.  from  home  without  her  know- 
ledge. Now,  I  ask,  sir,  what  must  be  the 
feelings  of  this  family  on  the  Sabbath  morn- 
ing ?  I  cannot  describe  it — I  will  leave  this 
to  abler  minds  than  mine.  She  told  me  they 
had  sold  nearly  every  article  of  furniture  and 
wearing  apparel,  to  keep  them  from  starving, 
and  now  starve  they  must." 

There  was  nothing  he  could  say,  that 
could  add  to  a  picture  like  that.  He  asked 
what  must  be  the  feeling  of  every  indivi- 
dual family  which  found  itself  thus  reduced 
to  absolute  starvation  and  despair,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  acts  of  the  Legislature, 
when  they  saw  Parliament  about  to  sepa- 
rate without  any  measure  having  been 
carried  that  was  likely  to  aflTord  them  the 
slightest  substantial  relief.^  He  could  not 
look  without  sympathy,  nor  without  appre- 
hension and  alarm  to  the  situation  of  these 
men.  He  knew,  that  the  Government 
if  it  pleased,  could  assert  the  law  ;  he 
knew  that  it  had  the  power  to  do  so ;  he 
knew  that  it  had  a  military  force  at  its 
disposal ;  but  what  was  to  be  the  condition 
of  the  country  if  the  law  could  only  be 
vindicated  by  the  employment  of  troops  to 
keep  down  a  population  which,  rightly 
legislated  for,  would  be  the  credit,  the 
honour,  and  the  security  of  the  kingdom  ? 
He  did  not  wish  to  exaggerate  the  extent 
of  the  evil ;  he  supported  this  motion  be- 
cause he  believed  it  to  be  necessary,  and 
because  it  held  out  the  only  legitimate  hope 
of  relief  that  the  people  could  look  to.  He 
trusted,  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  oppose  it.  He  trusted, 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  chill  the  hopes  that  were 
founded  upon  this  motion,  and  to  compel 
the  people  of  England  to  believe  that  he 
would  allow  Parliament  to  separate,  in 
order  to  face  the  perils  of  the  coming  win- 
ter, without  any  project  of  such  a  legis- 
I  lative  change  in  our  commercial  system  as 
P 
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should  onoe  more  give  fair  play  to  the  in- 
dustry of  the  country,  and  afford  the  loyal> 
peaceful,  and  long-suffering  population, 
some  substantial  hope  and  prospect  of  re* 

lief. 

Mr.  Dhrtuli  believed,  that  if  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  thought  it  expedient  to 
call  Parliament  together  before  the  usual 
time  of  iu  assembly,  they  would  do  so ; 
and  if  such  early  meeting  were  necessary, 
and  her  Majesty's  Ministers  neglected  to 
advise  it,  they  would  incur  a  responsibility 
from  which  be  felt  sure  they  would  not 
escape.  Such  a  motion,  then,  as  the  one 
proffered  was  equivalent  to  a  rote  of  want 
of  conAdence  in  the  Government,  and  if 
that  were  felt,  the  expression  by  the  House 
ought  to  be  distinct  and  direct.  But  this 
question,  in  fact,  is  only  a  repetition  of 
one  which  the  House  had  very  recently 
considered.  Its  importance  was  univer- 
sally admitted.  For  the  distress  of  the 
people  touched  the  interests  and  therefore 
enlisted  the  sympathies  of  all  classes.  He 
confessed  that  he  knew  of  nothing  that 
had  happened  since  they  last  entertained 
this  question  of  a  cheering  character.  On 
the  contrary,  any  alteration  that  had  oc- 
curred appeared  to  him  to  be  for  the 
worse,  when  they  had  discussed  a  few 
weeks  ago  the  motion  then  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
on  the  same  subject,  the  industry  of  this 
country  hsd  just  been  menaced  by  an 
ordonnance  of  the  French  government, 
levelled  at  the  linen  manufactory  of  Eng- 
land. In  the  interval  which  bad  elapsed 
between  that  discussion  and  the  present, 
another  blow  had  been  aimed  at  the  trading 
interests  and  labouring  industry  of  the 
country,  and  a  treaty  had  juit  been  formed 
between  France  and  Belgium  which  was 
to  exclude  oar  products  from  that  inlet  to 
France  and  the  north  of  Germany.  The 
boo.  Member  for  Sheffield,  indeed,  urging 
his  accustomed  and  solitary  specific  for  all 
distress— a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws — ssid, 
that  such  repeal  wss  necessary  for  this 
country  in  order  to  regain  our  American 
market.  The  House  should,  however, 
recollect,  without  taking  into  consideration 
the  extraordinary  efforts  of  1836,  that  we 
bad  maintained  during  the  last  ten  years 
an  averaic*  trade  with  America  amounting 
to  an  interchange  of  18,000,000^  sterling, 
and  ibis  with  our  late  corn  and  provision 
laws  in  full  operation.  This  commerce 
was  sustained  by  our  offering  to  America 
^  "market  for  her  two  chief  products— cot- 


ton and  tobacco.  But  now  it  appeared 
that  the  Western  States  had  an  inexhaust- 
ible store  of  grain  also  for  us.  But  we 
must  not  forget  that  these  offers  were 
never  made  until  these  states  were  in  a 
position  of  bankruptcy.  When  they  found 
themselves  indebted  to  this  country  to  an 
immense  amount,  they  then  said,  **  True, 
we  are  bankrupts,  but  take  our  corn,  and 
we  shall  redeem  our  obligations  to  you, 
and  the  balance  between  us  shall  be 
immediately  arranged.**  He  thought  it 
required  some  consideration,  where,  hav- 
ing a  bankrupt  customer,  they  were  imme- 
diately to  change  their  whole  system  of 
Corn-laws,  in  order  to  obtain  the  chance 
of  a  liquidation  of  debta  which  were  in- 
curred with  a  full  knowledge  that  com 
could  not  be  accepted  for  their  settiemeni. 
He  did  not  wish  to  underrate  the  amount 
of  public  distress,  but  he  did  not  believe 
it  was  to  be  accounted  for  by  a  aingie 
cause.  He  did  not  think  also  that  tbe 
distress  was  the  creation  of  to-day  or  yea- 
terday.  It  was  his  opinion  that  ainee  the 
peace  ihe  commerce  of  Bngland  bad  never 
been  of  that  regular  and  sustained  charac- 
ter which  a  country  of  these  resoareea  had 
a  right  to  expect.  There  had  been  perioda 
undoubtedly  of  great  proaperity,  but  they 
were  fitful ;  the  re-action  had  ever  been 
serere,  and  the  number  of  baokrupteiea 
very  considerable.  He  attributed  tbit 
unsiutaioed  character  in  our  foreign  Bar« 
kets  during  the  Isst  quarter  of  a  centory 
mainly  to  this  cause :  the  neglect  of  our 
Ministers  at  the  genera]  settlement  of 
1815  to  re-construct  the  commercial  sys- 
tem of  this  country  on  principles  adapted 
to  a  period  of  peace.  Aa  regards  England, 
the  settlement  of  1816  was  an  anti-com- 
mercial settlement.  So  clearly  was  this 
the  case,  that  a  very  few  years  after  the 
peace,  so  early  indeed  as  1818,  Lord 
Liverpool  found  that  it  waa  iapoeaible  to 
go  on^that  if  he  peraiated  in  the  com- 
mercial system  which  a  state  of  war  had 
created,  the  resources  of  this  country  must 
be  undermined,  and  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  raise  the  necessary  revenue — 
Lord  Lirerpool  recurred  to  these  com- 
mercial principlea  which  were  developed 
previous  to  the  war  by  Mr.  Pitt  and  eau- 
blished  as  the  sound  basis  on  which  ilie 
trade  of  this  country  waa  lobe  carried  on. 
He  proceeded  of  course  with  cautioii,  but 
alowly  aa  he  advanced,  hia  advance  waa 
beyond  the  spirit  of  the  lime.  la  I8!20, 
some  yeais  before  Mr.  Huskisaon  leok  the 
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lead*  Lord  Liferpool  developed  io  a  speech 
in  ibe  Houee  of  Lords  the  principles  on 
wUcb  our  commerco  must  be  established, 
and  tbe  meaaures  wbicb  he  proposed  to 
carry  those  principles  into  efiect.  That 
apeacb  was  revised  and  published  by  the 
noble  Lord,  and  circulated  extensively 
tbroaghout  the  country.  It  was  the  ma* 
nifesto  of  the  Oovernment,  In  that  speech 
woft  exprasaioos  as  favourable  to  free-trade 
aa  any  made  use  of  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite-— but  expresaiona  after  all  wbicb 
were  only  the  echo  of  the  opinions  of  Mr. 
Pitt  and  Lord  Sbelburne  in  1787.  Lord 
Liverpool  did  introduce  immediately  into 
Parliament  various  measures  in  pursuance 
of  those  principles,  measures  ably  deve- 
loped in  this  House  by  Mr.  Wallace  and 
tha  preaeot  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  who  need  not  blush  when  he  refers 
to  the  opinions  on  English  commerce  ex- 
prossad  in  this  House  more  than  twenty 
years  ago  by  Mr.  Frederick  Robinson. 
Bnl  Lord  Liverpool  knew  very  well  that  it 
waa  not  enough  to  arrange  tariffs  to  secure 
tbo  trading  prosperity  of  a  country ;  he 
was  wall  aware  that  it  required  a  vigilant 
diplomaoy  to  co-operate  with  him  in  pro- 
moting the  oommercial  interests  and  de- 
ftmdiiig  the  cofumeteial  rights  of  a  country. 
And  tbaa  at  the  aama  time,  while  the  home 
Government  earned  their  promised  and 
necessary  measures  of  renovation,  our 
foreign  Minister  called  into  existence  new 
marlMta,  the  oooseqoenee  of  all  which  was 
a  rapid  improvement  in  our  trade;  our 
marketa  extended  and  our  taxation 
lightened.  From  1820  to  1830  the  his- 
tory of  this  country  was  a  history  of  com* 
meroial  progress.  But  when  our  domestic 
dissensions  occurred  in  1830,  a  change 
look  plaeot  and  from  1831  to  1841,  an* 
other  period  of  ten  years,  we  find  that 
commercial  progress  impeded.  During 
this  period,  not  a  single  step  was  taken 
by  the  home  Government  to  advance  the 
consmercial  principles  of  Pitt  and  SbeU 
bofne,  of  Lord  Liverpool  and  Huskisson, 
Nay,  more  t  this  country  not  only  stopped 
when  it  waa  necessary  to  advance  those 
principles,  but  during  this  same  period  of 
ten  years,  our  foreign  Minister  was  pur- 
suing  a  system  of  anti-commercial  diplo- 
macy wliioh  io  his  (Mr.  D'Israeli's)  mind 
accounted  for  the  distress  under  which 
the  county  was  now  suffering,  and  which 
made  him  tremble  for  its  future  prospects. 
When  hon.  Gentlemen  remembered  that 
fioaa  INI  1^  (841  five  commercial  treaiiest 


viz.,  with  France,  Belgium,  Spain,  Por- 
tugal, and  Naples,  which  would  have 
opened  most  extensive  and  profitable 
markets,  had  been  lost  to  this  country  by 
the  misconduct  of  the  late  Government ; 
when  they  remembered  that  two  other  com- 
mercial treaties  which  had  been  signed  by 
the  Government*  vix.,  with  Austria  and 
Turkey,  had  from  peculiar  circumstances 
arising  out  of  the  ignorance  or  the  neg- 
ligence of  the  late  Government  utterly 
failed  in  accomplishing  the  objects  for 
which  they  had  been  conceived ;  when 
they  remembered  that  during  the  same  pe- 
riod tariffs  formed  in  the  most  hostile 
spirit  to  English  commerce,  had  in  direct 
contravention  of  the  stipulations  of  the 
moiit  solemn  treaties  been  applied  to  coun* 
tries  with  which  we  had  before  carried  on  a 
most  profitable  commerce;  they  could 
scarcely  fail  to  feel,  that  in  those  ciroum* 
stances  alone,  in  this  neglect  alike  of  our 
interests  and  our  rights,  were  causes  suffi. 
cient  to  account  for  the  commercial  dia- 
tress  which  this  country  was  experiencing, 
without  sounding  the  single  and  solitary 
note  on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoaite 
were  so  fond  of  playiog*-viz.  the  agricul- 
tural policy  of  the  country  which,  if  in- 
jurious, could  only  be  one  of  the  causes 
which  had  produced  the  consequences 
which  we  roust  all  deplore.  But  besides 
all  this ;  besides  not  accepting  the  markets 
which  were  offered ;  besides  losing  the 
markets  which  were  formerly  possessed ; 
those  which  were  still  in  our  possession 
were  disturbed.  In  these  various  and  in- 
fluential circumstances,  produced  by  our 
management  of  the  external  relations  of 
the  empire,  must  we  seek  for  the  real 
causes  of  the  decline  of  our  commerce. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  delivered  a  few 
weeks  back  a  funeral  oration  over  our 
European  commerce.    He  said  :— 

**  We  must  not  look  for  any  extension  of 
our  commerce  to  Europe,  It  was  to  the  East, 
that  we  must  direct  our  views," 

and  this  when  year  after  year  the  country 
had  been  told  by  the  supporters  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  look  to  Europe,  and  that  a 
change  in  our  tariff  would  regain  our  Ku* 
ropean marketa.  Why  had  we  lost  our  Euro- 
pean markets  ?  [Cheers.]  That  cheer  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  tell  me  that 
our  Corn -la wa  are  the  cauae.  Let  us 
examine  facts.  Let  us  without  prfjudice 
or  parly  feeling  look  at  what  has  happened 
with  reference  to  our  European  marketa 
pa 
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•ince  the  noble  Lord  had  exercised  so 
^Tttki  an  influence  over  our  external  affairs. 
There  was  nothint?  on  the  continent  of 
Europe  viewed  by  commercial  men  with 
so  much  apprehension  as  the  German 
Union  commonly  called  the  Prussian 
Leagfue.  In  that  very  name  existed  a 
great  fallacy.  This  commercial  confedera- 
lioii  did  1)01  commence  in  Prussia.  It  be- 
g4n  in  the  South  of  Germany,  and  when 
the  noble  Lord  acceded  loofficp,  there  was 
a  commercial  union  headed  by  Bavaria 
and  coimiiitin?  of  the  contiguous  smaller 
Slates.  Some  time  after  this  was  6rst 
formed.  Prussia  had  commenced  a  northern 
union,  and  neein^  the  political  influence 
which  «he  would  obtain  by  putting  herself 
Ht  the  hend  of  a  «r»neral  union,  adopted 
measures  to  connect  the  southern  and 
northern  •mions.  This  movement  on  the 
part  of  Pru  sia  sttriclly  poliiiciil,  excited 
the  jealouny  of  Austria,  and  Austria  be- 
came anxious  to  form  a  commer  iai  con- 
nection between  EngUnd  and  the  South 
of  Oerinanv  which  would  havi'  prevented 
the  accomplishment  nf  that  great  Prussian 
Leatsue  whic'h  occasioned  us  so  much 
alarm.  Such  was  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Germany  when  the  noble  l^rd  acceded  lo 
office.  What  happened  ?  Probably  Austria 
looked  with  some  distrust  on  a  Minister 
who,  on  the  threshold  of  power,  had 
spoken  of  Austria  in  terms  of  contempt,  if 
not  of  in«ult ;  who  but  recently  had  said 
ID  opposition  :^ 

''Austria   had   sunk   into   a   second  rate 
power." 

These  words  falling  from  the  lips  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  period  of  his  entering 
office,  threw  a  coldness  on  the  anxiety 
which  then  existed  for  forming  a  com- 
mercial connection  between  England  and 
the  South  of  Germany,  and  preventing  the 
application  of  the  hostde  tariff  of  Prussia 
to  every  German  state,  which  was  in  effect 
the  action  of  the  Toll-Union.  But  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  time  was  not  very  uneasy 
00  this  head,  llie  noble  Lord  came  into 
power  with  a  new  principle :  he  was  to 
maintain  our  empire  by  directing  Europe 
through  the  medium  of  an  alliance  with 
France.  A  commercial  treaty  with  Prance 
was  to  form  part  of  this  great  alliance, 
and  the  noble  Lord  knew  very  well,  that 
if  once  he  obtained  that  treaty  he  might 
defy  the  machinations  of  the  Prussian 
League ;  that  he  would  be  able  to  poor 
British  goods  into  Germany  over  the 
Qch  frontier.    It  might  perhaps  be  coo* 


sidered  that  the  triomph  of  diplomacy 
would  have  been  to  have  obtained  both 
the  commercial  treaty  with  Fraoce  and  the 
trading  connection  with  Southern  Ger* 
many :  hot  let  that  pass.  The  fiinlt  b« 
found  with  the  noble  Lord  was  that  he  had 
obtained  neither.  The  noble  Lord  had 
lost  both  objects— the  result  of  his  policy 
was  that  the  markets  both  of  Germany  and 
France  were  ahut  to  us.  The  noble  Lord 
on  a  former  occasion  condescended  to  no- 
tice a  statement  which  he  (Mr.  D'Israeli) 
had  made  with  regard  to  our  promised 
treaty  of  commerce  with  Fraoce.  He  said 
you  cannot  always  get  treaties  aoch  aa 
you  want  them  ;  there  are  difficoltiet  and 
jenlousies  to  overcome.  Troe,  but  what 
he  (Mr.  D'Israeli)  maintained  waa  that  in 
ttie  present  instance  those  difficulties  aiHl 
jealousies  had  been  overcome.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  there  were  great  difficoltiet 
or  jealousies  in  1837  under  Cooot  Moli  : 
that  if  I  applied  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  theTreaaory  bo 
would  inform  me  that  there  were  great 
difficulties  and  jealousies  existing  now. 
The  noble  Lord  was  not  to  answer  him  in 
that  way.  He  was  not  to  evade  the  point 
in  dispute.  He  (Mr.  D'Israeli)  waa  not 
speaking  of  the  ministry  of  Coont  Mol^ 
and  the  year  1837 — nor  of  the  ministry  of 
M.  Goizot  and  the  year  1842.  To  pre- 
vent any  misconception  he  would  repeal 
speciBcally  what  he  had  stated  on  a  former 
occasion.  He  said  then,  that  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  year  1840  tba  negotia- 
tion for  a  treaty  of  commerce  with  Franco 
had  been  brought  to  a  complete  and  fa* 
vourable  termination ;  that  all  the  pro* 
visions  of  that  treaty  were  definitively 
settled ;  that  there  was  not  a  single  point 
of  difference  between  the  negotiatora  of 
that  treaty ;  that  the  Minister  in  Franco 

Sressed  the  noble  Lord  to  empower  tbo 
intish  commissioners  to  sign  it ;  **  tbo 
ink  is  in  my  pen  to  sign  this  treaty •"  aaid 
the  French  Minister,  ''why  do  you  not 
press  for  instructions  to  execute  it  ?"  that 
the  French  ambassador  in  London  per- 
sonally urged  the  noble  Lord  to  the  same 
effect.  That  treatv  would  have  admitted 
many  of  the  staple  articles  of  our  trade 
into  France  at  a  very  moderate  rate  of 
duly.  It  admitted  the  hardware  of  Bir- 
mingham aud  Wolverhampton,  the  cutlery 
of  Sheffield,  the  produce  of  the  Potteriea, 
the  cloths  of  Leeds  and  Bradford,  tlie 
linens  aud  linen  yams  of  Belfisat,  Prtstoo, 
and  Dundee.  There  was  ■  special  prpviaiott. 
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that  the  duty  on  linen  yarns  was  never  to 
exceed  10  per  cent.  The  recent  or- 
donnance  of  the  King  of  the  French  had 
▼irtoally  prohibited  that  import.  This 
was  not  a  treaty  in  nubibus.  It  was  as 
complete  as  any  treaty  could  be,  not 
signed  by  the  plenipotentiary  and  not  ra- 
tified by  the  Sovereign ;  and  the  non- 
completion  of  this  treaty  had  made  a  dif- 
ference in  the  interchange  between  the 
two  countries  to  the  annual  amount  of 
10,000,000/.  sterling.  Yet  this  is  the  Minis- 
ter who  now  tells  you,  that  you  cannot  ex- 
tend your  commerce  with  Europe;  that 
your  European  commerce  is  lost ;  the 
Minister  who  in  obtaining  power  told  you, 
that  he  was 'about  to  change  the  political 
and  commercial  system  of  England ;  that 
new  political  alliances  were  to  lead  to  new 
commercial  connections ;  and  that  we  were 
at  once  to  have  treaties  of  commerce  with 
France,  with  Spain,  with  Belgium.  But 
where  are  bis  treaties  ?  And,  Sir,  when  I 
ask  these  questions  of  the  noble  Lord,  am  I 
to  be  met  with  such  retorts  as  these,  that 
the  noble  Lord  supposes  that  I  wish  to  see 
Don  Carlos  and  Don  Miguel  re-established 
on  their  thrones,  and  the  Inquisition  again 
aet  up-^retorts  fit  for  the  hustings,  un- 
worthy of  a  debating  club.  He  did  not 
see  what  connection  a  discussion  on  the 
commercial  relations  of  this  country  had 
to  do  with  the  political  or  religious  opi« 
Dionf  of  our  customers.  What  we  want 
is  a  policy  that  will  extend  the  commerce 
of  the  country.  The  question  was  not 
whether  we  should  have  a  Russian  or  a 
French  alliance ;  nor  whether  we  should 
support  liberal  or  despotic  opinions ;  it 
was  whether  our  interests  and  our  rights 
were  or  were  not  to  be  guarded  and 
watched  over  by  the  Government.  It  was 
the  anti-commercial  diplomacy  of  the  last 
ten  years  which  had  withered  the  trading 
energies  of  this  country.  It  had  excluded 
us  from  the  French  and  German  markets ; 
it  had  failed  to  establish  us  in  Spain  and 
Portugal ;  it  had  separated  us  from  Naples ; 
it  had  estranged  us  from  Belgium.  Were 
not  these  facts?  were  not  these  matters 
for  public  judgment  by  the  representatives 
of  the  people  7  What  is  the  cause  of  that 
extensive  and  mysterious  distress  which 
has  been  long  creeping  over  the  industry 
of  the  country  ?  No  one  now  talks  of  it 
as  being  partial,  or  thinks  it  will  be  reme- 
died by  the  spring  market,  removed  by  the 
ref  ival  of  some  particular  department  of 
tradei  by  Illinois  sending  us  corn !  Child- 


ish, absurd!  What  the  cause  is,  the 
Minister,  who  for  ten  years  exercised  a 
power  never  criticised,  who,  in  a  period  of 
domestic  turbulence  conducted  public  af- 
fairs and  was  never  called  to  account,  is 
the  prime  witness ;  he  is  most  competent  to 
explain  the  great  calamity  which  is  now 
at  your  very  doors.  Can  we  hesitate  as  to 
the  cause?  We  complain  of  commercial 
distress :  can  we  deny,  that  we  have  lost 
the  proffered  markets  of  five  great  Euro- 
pean communities — treaties  of  commerce 
which  would  have  secured  at  the  least 
an  increased  interchange  of  18,000,000 
sterling  between  them  and  ourselves  ?  But 
is  this  all  that  vou  have  lost  ?  When  the 
noble  Lord  found  that  he  had  not  obtained 
a  treaty  of  commerce  with  France,  that  he 
had  also  lost  the  commercial  connection 
with  the  south  of  Germany  which  he 
might  have  secured,  he  attempted  to  frame 
a  treaty  of  commerce  with  Austria,  which 
was  to  compensate  for  his  previous  errors, 
and  secure  us  the  trade  of  the  Black  Sea. 
Now  let  the  House  remark  the  couse. 
quences  of  that  treaty :  almost  before  the 
ink  was  dry  which  ratified  it,  the  first 
Austrian  vessel  which  vi<ited  this  country 
under  its  provisions  was  confiscated  as  vio- 
lating our  navigation  laws;  and  the  result 
was,  that  Austria  disgusted,  recoiled  from 
our  advances,  and  immediately  formed  a 
treaty  with  another  power.  We  thus 
frtiled  in  our  commercial  objects  in  the 
Black  Sea,  and  the  treaty  of  commerce 
with  Ansiria  was  as  unfoitunate  hs  an- 
other treaty  of  commerce,  npi^otiated  under 
the  instructions  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
treaty  wiih  Turkey,  under  which  h  gher 
rates  of  duties  were  levied  on  tl^e  conuner- 
cinl  transartions  of  En^Und  than  on  iho«e 
of  any  other  European  power.  The  noble 
Lord  had  therefore  rejected  five  tr  atit-s, 
which  would  have  afforded  pmti  a*ile  mar- 
kets to  this  country,  and  h  id  sure-  eficd  in 
concluding  two  treaties,  wliich  had  com- 
pletely failed  in  their  object.  But  the  nolile 
Lord  stated,  that  he  had  ahamloned  tlie 
treaty  with  France  for  great  European  ob. 
jects.  It  was  for  the  House  to  deif  rniine 
whether  those  objects  would  weigh  against 
the  loss  of  that  treaty.  At  present  they  as- 
sumed theformofaseriesof  wars,  which  had 
convulsed  all  our  Oriental  markets  from 
Constantinople  to  Canton.  Well  then,  they 
were  now  to  consider  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  met  the  public  distress.  On  coming 
into  power  he  had  proposed  certain  mea- 
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tures  which  were  in  fact  a  recurrence  to 
those principlea  which  in  coosequeQceof  the 
affHirof  1836  had  been  placed  lu  abeyance. 
For  the  Goro-bill  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man and  the  new  Customs-bill  were  no- 
thing more  than  the  legitimate  continua- 
tion of  a  policy  the  progress  of  which  bad 
been  arrested.  So  far  tbe  measures  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  struck  at  Qne  of 
the  causes  of  tbe  present  distress  i  and  in 
his  opinion  efficiently.  He  thought,  the 
New  Corn-law  would  produce  a  consider- 
able and  on  the  whole  steady  trade  in 
corn,  and  that  the  ultimate  effect  of  the 
tariff,  would  in  a  great  degree  revive  tbe 
tradeof  the  country,  Thatdistress^  however, 
could  only  be  removed  by  fully  recurring 
to  those  principles  whiob  were  productive 
of  the  great  prosperity  of  thi«  country — 
which  at  the  moment  when  parliamentary 
reform  engaged  the  attention  of  the  coun- 
try were  in  full  progress — which  under 
these  circumstance*,  bad  renpvated  trade, 
had  increased  our  markets,  had  filled  our 
Exchequer.  Thus  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, with  regard  to  one  class  of  his  mea- 
sures, had  already  followed  that  policy 
which  had  formerly  conferred  great  benefit 
on  this  country  ;  and  in  the  hope,  and  in- 
deed having  reason  to  believe,  that  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  ne- 
glectful of  the  second  division  of  that  po- 
licy ;  but  that  be  felt  the  importance  of 
treaties  of  commerce  with  the  great  com- 
rouniiies  of  Europe,  and  was  deeply  sen- 
sible of  the  effect  of  our  foieign  policy  on 
our  foreign  trade,  he  should  vote  against 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins* 
bury,  believing  that  during  tbe  parlia- 
mentary recess,  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  fulfil  their  duty  in  giving  their  at- 
tention to  this  important  subject. 

Mr.  Ewarl  thoughts  that  the  Members 
on  his  side  of  the  House  ought  to  congra* 
tulate  themselves  on  finding  an  ally  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  it  admitted  that  the 
distress  had  its  origin  in  the  restrictions  on 
trade,  and  he  was  also  glad  too,  to  find  that 
every  Member  who  had  spoken  had  con- 
firmed all  the  statements  that  had  been 
made  as  to  the  extent  of  the  present  dis- 
tress. The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had 
only  done  his  duty  in  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  distress  which  prevailed 
in  the  town  which  he  represented.  He 
wa9  sorry  to  say  a  towi^  with  which  he 
had  been  formerly  connected  was  also  suf- 
fering great  distress*     la  Liverpool  the 


poor-rates  were  so  high  that  they  betokened 
a  greater  degree  of  adversity  than  had  ever 
before  been  felt  in  that  town.  The  ship* 
ping  interest  was  greatly  depressed;  the 
manufacture  of  steam-engines  for  forei^ 
steamers  had  almost  ceased ;  and  the  emi- 
gration to  the  United  States  had  never 
been  so  great  as  at  the  present  time— the 
persons  emigrating  not  being  the  poor,  but 
the  better  class  of  persons.  The  distress 
being  admitted  by  all,  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  some  hon.  Members  rest  their  hope  of 
a  remedy  on  an  abundant  harvest.  Was 
the  belief  of  distress  to  depend,  then,  on 
the  weather,  and  were  they  to  be  told  this 
when  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  the 
power  of  compensating  for  the  deficiency 
of  the  harvest  by  allowing  the  introduction 
of  foreign  corn.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had,  at  his  meeting  with  the  LiverpMl 
deputation,  alluded  to  the  exports.  Tru6 
it  was  that  the  exports  of  Liverpool  had 
increased,  but  this  had  arisen  from  the 
home  trade  being  deficient ;  but  the  in- 
crease was  not  confined  to  Liverpool.  The 
exports  from  Hull  had  increased  50  per 
cent,  over  the  exports  of  last  year ;  but  this 
was  entirely  owing  to  the  exceedingly  ad- 
verse state  of  the  home  market.  8pUB 
cotton  could  not  be  worked  up  at  home ; 
and  it  was  exported  to  Hamburg  and  Rot- 
terdam, because  no  home  market  could  be 
found  for  the  article.  Why  would  they 
not  give  the  people  employment,  by  allow* 
ing  a  free-trade  with  America?  When,  by 
doing  so,  they  would  create  a  demand  for 
manufactures.  It  was  a  remarkable  thing, 
that  while  the  internal  disease  of  this 
oountry  seemed  to  be  a  want  of  a  home 
demand,  the  home  market  of  France  waa 
in  a  most  flourishing  condition.  [Sir  R» 
Peel:  Yet  France  has  a  corn-law.^  Yes, 
France  has  a  corn-law,  but  France  grew 
more  than  sufficient  com  for  the  population, 
while  this  country  could  not  grow  wheat 
sufficient  for  the  people.  Our  distress  would 
be  aggravated  by  the  treaty  which  he  be^ 
lieved^was  now  completed  between  France 
and  Belgium.  The  only  polioy  which  this 
eountry  ought  to  pursue  was  to  foUow  the 
advice  of  tbe  late  Mr.  Deacon  Hume« 
and  to  sell  in  the  dearest  and  buy  in  the 
cheapest  markets,  without  any  reference  to 
what  might  be  the  conduct  of  other  nations* 
They  took  their  ground  that  evening  on 
the  existing  distress,  but,  for  himself  he 
was  unwilling  to  rest  the  question  of  free- 
trade  on  the  basis  of  this  distress.  He 
looked  to  the  permanent  interests  of  the 
countrjr-^he  did  not  wish  fbr  paUiatires'^ 
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Iw  wished  for  some  measure  which  should 
make  the  people  happy  and  contented.  If 
the  distress  should  cease  to-morrow,  the 
principles  which  he  advocated  would  still 
i^emain  the  principles  on  which  the  com- 
mercial interests  of  this  great  nation  ought 
to  be  based.  Convioc»l  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  favourable  to  the  princi* 
pies  of  free-trade,  he  only  regretted  that  he 
had  not  applied  them  to  a  greater  extent; 
but  he  felt  sure  that  the  time  was  not  far 
distant  when  the  restrictions  on  commerce 
would  still  he  further  miti^ted. 

Mr.  Brolherton :  As  a  Member  of  the 
manufacturing  interests,  felt  it  his  duty  to 
trespass  for  a  short  time  on  the  attention  of 
the  Houiie;  and,  in  the  first  place,  he 
might  remark  that  the  distress  seemed  to 
be  generally  admitted.  With  regard  to 
the  cause  of  the  distress,  and  the  remedy 
for  it,  there  might  be  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion in  that  House,  but  there  was  not  any 
great  difference  among  the  people  out  of 
doors  in  ascribing  the  distress  to  the  proper 
cause;  and  if  they  were  allowed  they 
would  very  soon  propose  their  remedy.  He 
would  trespass  on  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  very  few  moments,  while  he 
staled  what  was  the  real  situation  of  the 
district  with  which  he  was  connected.  He 
bad  received  a  memorial,  numerously  signed 
by  bis  constituents^  in  which  they  stated 
that  they  viewed  the  continued  existence 
of  the  distress  with  the  greatest  alarm,  and 
they  feared,  unless  it  were  alleviated,  that 
it  would  lead  to  civil  commotion  and  dis- 
turbance. The  memorialists,  therefore, 
requested  that  he  would,  in  his  place  in 
Parliament,  unite  with  other  members  of 
the  manufacturing  districts  to  procure  the 
adoption  of  such  measures,  in  opposition  to 
the  progress  of  the  Government,  by  stop- 
ping the  supplies,  as  would  prevent  Par- 
liament separating  until  a  remedy  should 
be  devised  for  the  evils  that  now  afflicted 
the  country*  This  memorial  was  signed 
by  persons  in  the  borough  opposed  to  him 
in  politics,  by  the  high  constable  and  most 
of  the  leading  men  in  the  borough,  and  by 
6,830  other  persons.  He  understood  that 
his  hon.  Fnend,  the  Member  for  Man. 
Chester,  had  a  similar  memorial  sent  to 
himj  agned  by  upwards  of  60,000  persons, 
This  must  show  the  impression  upon  their 
minds  as  to  the  present  state  of  the  country. 
He  considered  the  distress  and  destitution 
of  the  country  as  having  made  a  very 
alarming  progress.  The  manufacturers 
wasted  a  market  for  their  goods.  Most  of 
them  were  selling  at  a  loss.    The  qpinners 


were  keeping  their  mills  at  work  without 
profit,  une  gentleman,  who  usually  em* 
ployed  between  600  and  800  hands,  stated 
in  a  letter  that  his  mill  was  stopped,  and 
that  he  could  see  no  prospect  of  taking  on 
again  the  hands  he  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  employing,  and  he  added,  that  the  feel- 
ing of  the  people  was,  that  as  Government 
seemed  bent  upon  stopping  the  mills,  and 
thereby  stopping  their  supplies,  it  was  the 
duty  of  their  representatives  to  stop  the 
suppliesof  the  Government.  There  might  be 
a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  best  means 
of  devising  a  remedy.  He  was  willing  to 
believe,  that  the  Government  would  be 
induced  to  adopt  those  measures  that  were 
calculated  to  restore  prosperity  to  the 
country.  The  measures  they  had  hitherto 
adopted  had  not  answered  and  would  not 
answer  the  end  of  those  who  supported 
them.  The  great  cause  of  the  distress 
which  afflicted  the  country  was  the  dispro* 
portionate  manner  in  which  the  taxation 
was  imposed.  The  whole  burden  of  that 
taxation  was  thrown  upon  one  class  of  the 
community— *the  labouring  class ;  and  this 
was  done  by  the  operation  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  The  Corn-laws  had  the  effect  of 
raising  the  price  of  food — the  raising  of 
the  price  of  food  had  the  effect  of  raising 
the  rents<— this  produced  low  wages,  and 
low  wages  created  distress  among  the  peo* 
pie.  What  the  people  complained  of  was, 
that  there  was  no  sympathy  felt  for  them 
by  any  class.  The  Government  might  have 
professed  sympathy,  but  the  people  believed 
it  to  be  mere  lip  sympathy ;  their  sympathy 
consisted  in  mere  words — the  Government 
did  nothing  to  relieve  them.  Neither  had 
the  landowners  any  sympathy  with  them, 
because  they  had  a  direct  interest  in  pre- 
serving their  monopoly.  Again,  they  com- 
plained that  the  clergy  had  no  sympathy 
with  them.  This  was  to  be  accounted  for 
by  the  alteration  in  the  law  relating  to 
tithes.  When  tithes  were  paid  in  kind» 
the  clergy  had  an  interest  in  cheap  food ; 
but  now,  since  the  Tithe  Composition  Act 
had  passed,  they  had  quite  a  contrary  into, 
rest.  The  income  of  the  clergy  was  now 
fixed,  not  at  a  specific  amount  of  money, 
but  at  a  specific  amount  of  grain.  If  the 
clergyman's  income  were  estimated  at  200 
quarters,  and  the  average  price  of  wheat 
was  60^.,  his  income  would  be  600/L  a  year ; 
but  if  the  average  price  was  only  50^.  then 
his  income  would  be  only  500A  a  year. 
Now,  a  poor  man  earning  20^.  a  week 
would  pay  20  per  cent,  as  a  tax  upon  his 
bread,  whereas  the  man  with  an  income  of 
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500/.  a  year  would  consume  no  more  bread 
than  the  poor  man;  he  therefore  would 
pay  perhaps  only  10  per  oent.  tax  upon  his 
bread.  Thus  the  clergyman  had  an  inte- 
rest in  keeping  up  the  price  of  bread  $  and 
this  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  cause  why 
there  was  such  an  apathy  among  the  clergy 
at  the  distress  prevailing  in  the  land.  His 
impression  was^  that  if  the  landlords  would 
look  at  this  question  in  a  proper  point  of 
view^  they  would  see  that  their  interest 
was  identified  with  that  of  the  manufac- 
turers. So  long  as  the  principal  means  of 
production  of  our  manufactures  consbted  in 
the  superiority  of  our  machinery  over  the 
machinery  of  foreign  manufacturers,  the 
price  of  food  was,  comparatively,  an  imma- 
terial point  of  consideration;  but  when 
foreign  manufacturers  adopted  the  use  of 
machinery  equal  in  power  and  perfection 
to  our  own,  then  the  whole  difference  con- 
sisted in  the  relative  value  of  manual 
kbour,  and  that  value  was  determined  by 
the  price  of  food.  The  price  of  food  being 
cheaper  abroad  than  in  England,  the  conse- 
quence was  that  foreigners  became  our 
successful  rivals ;  and  when  that  was  the 
case^  and  our  markets  being  gone,  he  could 
not  conceive  how  the  agriculturists  of  this 
country  could  expect  the  products  of  their 
estates  to  continue  of  value  to  them. 
Should  the  landowners  persist  in  their 
present  course,  he  foresaw  that  either  a 
revolution  or  some  other  dire  calamity 
would  befal  this  country. 

Mr.  Ricardo :  I  perceive  that  hon.  Gen« 
tlemen  opposite  have  received  the  order 
which  they  have  received  before  during 
the  present  Session,  that  of  keeping  an 
imperative  silence.  Unless  we  had  pro- 
voked the  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury 
to  break  forth,  I  fear  we  should  have  had 
all  the  discussion  on  our  side.  The  great 
object  of  hon.  Members  on  this  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House  is  to  obtain  some 
distinct  proposition  as  to  the  measures 
which  her  IMaJesty's  Government  may  even 
yet  deem  it  their  duty  to  propose  to  meet 
the  alarming  state  of  distress  into  which 
the  country  is  now  thrown.  Though  no 
observations  of  mine  can  place  in  a  dearer 

Soint  of  view  the  urgent  necessity  of  some 
istinct  measures  being  submitted  to  this 
House  for  the  relief  of  the  universally 
acknowledged  depression  of  trade,  pret,  con- 
sidering the  events  which  are  taking  place 
in  the  district  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  I  should  not  be  justified  in  re- 
mainbg  silent  any  longer.  The  distiess  of 
tfiA  working  claaaea  has  been  iUuitimted  ia 


some  places  by  portions  of  them  being  dri« 
ven  to  seek  sustenance  from  carrioa  and 
from  weeds*  It  has  been  illustrated  even 
here  in  this  metropolis,  by  bands  of  famish- 
ing beines  entering  baker's  shops,  and 
openly  tsking  the  bread  which  they  had  do 
other  means  of  procuring,  careless  of — ^nay, 
courting  the  consequences  of  their  iU^jal 
proceedings,  for  they  are  driven  to  look  to 
our  prisons  as  an  asylum  from  the  effects  of 
our  restrictive  laws.  The  last  picture  be- 
fore us  is  among  my  own  constituency, 
where  we  see  a  desperate  and  reckless 
population  braving  death  and  the  law, 
which  have  no  terrors  for  the  starving 
man.  This  is  no  exaffseration ;  none 
can  regret  this  state  of  things  more  than 
myself;  and  none  could  be  more  anx* 
ious  to  refrain  from  uttering  that  in  this 
House  which  might  amavate  or  encourage 
the  reckless  spirit  which  is  abroad.  But 
I  see  no  reason  why  we,  who  are  met 
here  to  legislate  for  the  people,  should  shut 
our  eyes  to  the  state  of  that  people.  I  say 
this  is  no  exaggeration.  In  the  populoot 
district  which  I  represent,  trade  is  at  a 
stand  still ;  furnaces  are  blowing  out,  shops 
are  shut,  and  markets  untenanted,  for  con- 
tributions are  openly  levied  on  the  first, 
and  carts  are  stopped  and  plundered  in 
open  day,  as  they  take  supplies  to  the 
other  \  far  wages  are  falling,  most  obsti- 
nately falling  in  the  teeth  of  the  arguments 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  maintain 
that  hiffh  wajzes  are  synonymous  with  a 
high  price  of  food.  A  reduction  inevitable, 
under  present  circumstances,  has  taken 
place  in  the  hard  earnings  of  the  collien. 
The  natural  consequence  is  a  combination 
among  those  whose  wages  are  reduced,  not 
only  to  refrain  from  working  themselves, 
but  to  prevent  others  from  working.  And 
they  have  a  mighty  power,  of  w^ch  they 
are  not  slow  to  avail  themselves.  They 
know  that  without  fuel  the  manufactmes 
must  stop,  and  the  potters,  thus  deprived 
of  occupation,  must  be  driven  to  join  in 
the  outbreak.  And  it  is  a  fearful  sign  of 
the  depression  of  trade  that  the  manufiio* 
tnrers  look  on  with  indifference  and  i^Athy 
at  the  closing  of  the  factories,  for  such  ia 
the  slackness  of  the  demand  that  they  feel 
it  a  positive  relief.  With  our  own  elay, 
our  own  coals,  and  our  own  workmen,  lo- 
reisers  are  underselling  us  in  mariwta 
which  we  have  hitherto  conadered  exclu- 
sively our  own.  If  it  be  not  taking  up  too 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  1  wm  re* 
fer  to  letters  I  have  received  from  the  Pot- 
teries for  the  ooRoboratwn  of  what  I  have 
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stated.  The  hon.  Member  read  the  follow* 
ing  letters  :— 


t€ 


Aptdall  Hall,  July  20,  1842. 

"The  disturbances  in  this  neighbourhood 
have  indeed  assumed  a  yery  serious  aspect, 
and  what  is  to  be  the  end  of  them  I  know  not. 
That  a  general  feeling  of  discontent  with  the 
present  state  of  things,  worked  upon  most  in- 
dnstrioQsly  by  designing  men,  of  which  we 
hare  too  many  amongst  us,  is  at  the  bottom 
of  what  is  passings  there  can  be  no  doubt ; 
but  I  regret  to  say  that  some  mistaken  and  ra- 
ther arbitrary  proceedings  on  the  part  of  one  of 
our  ironmasters,  in  which  it  is  pretty  generally 
admitted  that  the  men  have  been  hardly  used, 
have  been  the  more  immediate  cause  of  it.  At 
the  concern  to  which  I  allude  there  has,  in 
fact,  been  a  turn-out  of  colliers,  &c,  for  seve« 
ral  weeks  past ;  a  part  of  those  who  had  been 
discharged,  or  whose  wages  had  been  reduced, 
I  believe,  without  proper  notice,  appealed  to 
the  magistrates,  and  obtained  a  decision  in 
their  favour ;  but  in  consequence  of  some  sub- 
terfuge, as  I  understand,  on  the  part  of  their 
employers,  were  never  able  to  enforce  the  re- 
dress to  which  they  were  pronounced  to  be 
entitled.  This  led  to  a  stoppage  of  the  works ; 
angry  feelings  naturally  followed,  and  have 
gradually  spread  through  the  whole  mining 
population  of  the  district ;  and  not  only  those 
who  may  have  grievances,  but  the  far  greater 
portion  who  have  none,  and  between  whom 
and  tlieir  employers  there  is  really  no  differ- 
ence, have  now  placed  themselves  in  an  atti- 
tude of  defiance ;  and  have  successively  visited 
in  large  bodies,  and  stopped  every  colliery 
within  ten  miles  of  Hanley,  have  assembled 
there  from  day  to  day,  to  the  amount  of  some 
thousands,  armed  with  tremendous  bludgeons 
(and  often,  I  am  told,  with  other  weapons), 
and  have  succeeded  in  exciting  that  sort  of 
terror  and  panic  amongst  those  who  are  dis- 
posed to  work,  as  many  I  believe  are,  that 
the^  dare  not  do  so ;  and  the  destitution  of 
their  wretched  families  is  becoming  more  in- 
tolerable every  hour.  The  first  outbreak  was 
at  Lane  £nd,  on  the  Monday  in  last  week,  and 
in  the  course  of  that  and  the  three  following 
days  all  the  collieries  in  this  part  of  the  coun- 
try were  taken  possession  of  by  the  malcon- 
tents, and  wherever  resistance  was  offered  by 
the  managers  or  bailiffs  they  were  treated  in 
the  most  brutal  manner.  This  property,  on 
which  I  am  residing,  was  invaded  on  Wednes- 
day evening  about  three  or  four  o'clock.  Being 
in  the  way,  I  immediately  rode  with  my  agent 
to  the  point  of  attack,  and  for  two  hours  had 
the  pleasure  of  seeing  myself  and  many  thou- 
sand pounds'  worth  of  machinery  and  other 
chattels  at  the  absolute  disposal  of  as  ferocious 
a  set  of  ruffians  as  you  ever  beheld.  On  no 
former  occasion  of  outbreaks  or  stoppages  in 
the  Pottery  district  has  anything  of  this  kind 
ever  occurred  here ;  and  I  can  only  account 
for  it  now  on  the  supposition  with  which  I 
set  oat*»that  a  feeling  of  discontent  amongst 


the  working  population  (occasioned  no  doubt 
by  those  reductions  in  the  price  of  labour 
which  the  continued  depreciation  of  all  manu* 
factured  articles  has  rendered  absolutely  ne- 
cessary) has  spread  itself  very  extensively; 
and  that  no  quarter  is  uninfected. 

"  You  are  aware  that  if  the  colliers  do  not 
go  to  work  again  immediately,  from  20,000  to 
30,000  potters  must  be  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  many  of  them 
are  quite  as  ill-disposed  and  as  ripe  for  mis- 
chief as  their  neighbours.  Lord  Granville's 
iron  works  have  been  protected  since  Saturday 
by  a  force  stationed  on  the  race^course,  and 
are  now  blowing  out,  because  his  agent  is  told 
that  protection  by  a  force  stationed  on  the  spot 
can  be  afforded  to  him  no  longer  ;  and  thus 
from  300  to  400  hands  will  be  put  permanently 
out  of  work ;  and  should  our  supplies  of  coal 
and  iron  stone  fail,  my  own  furnaces  and  Mr. 
Kinnersly's,  employing  about  600  hands  each, 
must  also  be  discontinued.  This  is  a  pleasant 
look  for  the  rate-payers  of  the  Potteries  and 
the  neighbouring  parishes  ;  a  sort  of  sauce  for 
their  Income-tax,  which,  I  fear,  will  not  be  much 
relished.  I  have  not  been  out  to  day  myself; 
but  my  agent  has  just  informed  me  that  none 
of  our  men  are  yet  at  work,  and  that  a  large 
meeting  of  colliers  is  now  collecting  in  a  field 
near  this  estate,  whether  with  evil  intentions  or 
not  towards  me  I  cannot  tell.  Again  and 
again  have  I  urged  the  magistrates  now  as- 
sembled to  interfere  at  once  with  all  their  force, 
and  prevent  those  meetings ;  but  they  assure 
me  that  they  have  no  right  to  do  so.  1  cannot 
agree  with  ^them,  but  must  of  course  submit. 
Had  they  so  interposed  a  week  ago,  all  would 
have  been  settled  by  this  time ;  their  seeming 
indecision  has  given  confidence  to  the  rebels, 
and  may  produce  the  most  serious  consequen- 
ces.—Five,  p.  M. :  Since  the  above  was  written 
I  have  had  my  house  surrounded,  and  been 
obliged  to  return  full  gallop  from  Newcastle. 
The  party  I  have  said  was  assembling  near 
me,  came  here  in  my  absence ;  and  though  they 
have  only  alarmed  my  family,  it  seems  that  they 
have  done  a  good  deal  of  mischief  at  my  works. 
We  who  live  in  the  country  have  nothing  for 
it  now  but  to  put  ourselves  in  a  state  of  armed 
defence ;  and,  as  I  have  usually  thirty  or  forty 
servants,  &c.,  within  a  minute's  call,  I  dare 
say  I  shall  be  able  to  protect  myself.  The 
magistrates,  I  again  say,  can  be  of  no  use  un- 
less they  disperse  the  mobs  as  they  assemble 
in  a  morning ;  but  this  I  firmly  believe  they 
will  not  do." 


IC 


Camdauplace^  July  20, 1842. 

**  We  are  at  a  dead  stand.  The  master  col- 
liers, so  far  as  I  can  learn,  are  not  in  a  situa- 
tion to  meet  the  demands  of  the  men ;  and  in 
short,  as  they  have  assured  me,  they  cannot, 
without  making  a  sacrifice  that  they  ought  not^ 
and  will  not  make;  and  that,  in  fact,  they 
will,  as  the  lesser  of  evils,  blow  out  their 
furnaces,  rather  than  raise  the  price  of  la- 
bour, while  already  losing  lOi.  to  15f.  oa 
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«vtry  IQQ  pf  iniD  tb«]r  mII.  Kftrl  Granville  ii 
oovr  blowing  out  his  furnftce«»  which  will 
throw  400  0190  out.  Sparrows  ara  out^300 
m«o.  Another  person  (Thompson),  with  half 
the  number,  stopped  some  time  ago.  Our 
friend  Heathcote's  will  be  out  (unless  the  men 
return)  next  week,  and  Kinoerly's  the  seme, 
700-- in  all,  2|000.  The  other  miners  are  un- 
equal, 2»000i  all  out.  So  we  have  now  at 
least  3,000  men  outt  and  in  a  week  or  ten 
days  there  will  be  X^QO  more.  Added  to 
thisy  the  spirit  has  been  carried  to  Cheadle. 
Norton,  Biddulph,  Silverdale,  and  all  round 
the  neighbourhood ;  and  I  hear  it  will  eviend 
to  Newport  (Shropshire),  Coal  brook-dale,  kc. 
and  it  would  seem  there  is  no  knowing  where 
it  may  end.  Things  ofWn  are  good  or  bad 
by  comparisoo.  One  would  think  wif  es,  from 
4s.  to  3s.  per  day,  w.is  not  so  objectionable  as 
is  represented,  especially  comparing  them  with 
BilstoUi  2i.  9di,  and  Wales  2s.  for  good  men ; 
but  provisions  are  now  high^  the  habits  of 
people  are  formed,  the  men  are  afraid  of  going 
lower.  Many  of  them  have  but  half  or  two- 
thirds  work  I  and  adding  s  reduction  of  price 
to  this  state  of  things  is  to  them  intolerable. 
There  are  now  IQ^OOO  potters  of  all  grades  out, 
and  bv  the  week's  end  the  number  will  be 
20|000.  Only  think  what  a  state  we  shall  be 
in  1  And  how  we  shall  stand  our  ground,  or 
the  neighbourhood  bf  kept  in  peace,  I  know 
not.  The  presence  of  the  military  has  a  most 
preventive  influence.  Before  they  came  shops 
were  ent^red^  beggars  turned  plunderers,  and 
people  were  in  alarm  both  for  their  persons 
and  property.  This  lawless  state  of  things 
has  substdad;  the  colliers  meet,  and  parade 
about,  and  visit  other  districu,  and  wish  tliey 
could  turn  in  with  such  men  as  we ;  but  thc^ 
dare  not,  and  so  we  go  on  peaceably,  still 
without  any  disturbance,  although  it  is  impos- 
sible to  say  how  soon  peace  may  give  way  to 
outbreak,  and  our  present  quiet  to  a  storm. 
And  whatislittlefif  anylesspainfnl,the  masters 
are  weak,  and  almost  glad  of  a  cessation  from 
work ;  and  the  shopkeepers  indifferent  whether 
they  sell  or  no !  If  they  sell,  they  know  it  is 
to  credit;  and  if  they  do  not  sell«  tbay  will 
have  their  stuflls,  which  perhaps  will  be  better. 
To-day  I  have  had  six  hours*  work  at  the 
board  of  guardians,  and  t  can  assure  you  there 
i$  plenty  to  do  there ;  fif^  increase  this  week  ; 
the  housQ  overflowing ;  money  elmost  impos- 
sible to  be  collected;  out-door  relief  obliged 
to  be  extended,  and  greatly ;  the  bakers  poor, 
potters  and  colliers  applying  by  scores ;  want 
extending  ;  the  poor  multiplying ;  and  no  one 
can  say  where  tne  ealanity  will  end  !  Cer- 
taiulv,  you  and  I  hope  a  very  large  number  of 
worthy  Members  will  support  Duncombe's 
motion.  I  heartily  wish  it  success.  It  may 
not  meet  it :  still  I  hope  the  Government  will 
pass  some  act  of  grace  before  the  Parliament 
separates ;  if  not,  1  shall  say  they  will  deserve 
the  penal  settlemenu  and  never  to  see  Old 
BngUnd  again«  If  aoythioff  peculiar  occurs, 
X  will  writa  you  again*   In  tha  meantime,  you 


4as 

and  friends  do  the  best  you  can  for  vs.    A«4 
am,  my  dear  Ricardo,  truly  yours, 


it 


9» 


**  Longt&H,  Jufy  20, 1842. 

**  Since  I  last  wrote  to  you,  matters  have  re- 
mained much  in  tlie  same  state  in  this  distrid, 
the  colliers  still  refusing  to  work  but  on  their 
own  terms.  They  have  organised  a  oommitlae, 
which  sits  daily  to  direet  their  praceedinge, 
and  I  understand  that  amiesaries  hava  bMo 
sent  to  Bilston  and  other  distrieta  to  prevail 
upon  the  minen  to  ioin  in  the  nsovaneot; 
there  appears  to  be  a  determination  of  purpoee 
which  will  not  be  easily  overcome.  The  pres- 
sure upon  the  parish  funds  has  already  become 
quite  alarming.  Our  workhouse  is  full,  and 
it  has  consequently  become  Deceswry  to  giva 
outdoor  relief  to  a  eonsidefable  extent,  whiek, 
when  it  beoomes  generally  known,  will  greatly 
increue  the  number  of  claimants,  and  the  va- 
lief  thus  obtained  will  enable  theos  to  peiaiat 
in  their  purpoee.  Tha  nagistratee  have  de- 
termined upon  swearing  in  a  number  of  speoiai 
constables,  a  measure  which  I  think  more  cal- 
culated to  increase  the  excitement  than  to  allay 
it.  If  anything  of  moment  oecuts  I  will  not 
fail  to  communicate  it  to  you." 

Is  not  this  a  fearful  prospect  lo  look  for* 
ward  to  for  the  winter;  for  I  believa  it 
only  to  be  the  banning  of  our  traublM. 
So  long  aa  you  tax  proflta,  ao  long  will  yen 
diminiSi  wages;  and  when  you  leduoa 
wages,  the  natural  consequence  is  to  bring 
distress  upon  the  countr^^  and  with  dlatreas 
come  its  natural  oonconutants,  the  breaking 
up  of  the  law  and  riots.  And  you  have 
tased  profits  to  an  unpraoedanted  degree. 
Your  Inoo«e*lax»  your  Coro«la«8,  Mad 
your  overgrown  poor»mtea,  the  Atiit  of 
those  laws,  are  all  taxes  upon  proiila.  We 
were  told  that  the  Income*taz  was  not  to  be 
felt  by  the  poor,  but  I  maintain  what  i3 
now  passing  in  Staffordshire  to  be  a  proof 
that  It  is  necessarily  deducted  from  the 
wages  of  the  poor.  The  manufactiirer  must 
have  a  return  for  his  capital  and  time ;  and 
if  you  tox  that  return  he  muat  eoonimuae 
on  that  which  produoea  it;  and  the  only 
retrenchment  he  can  ms^  ia  by  enu 
ploying  less  labour,  or  payinff  1m  ^ 
that  which  he  does  employ.  It  is  one 
of  the  two-edged  argunsents  of  the  ri|;ht 
hon.  Baronet*  that  the  poor  would  not  ieel 
the  Inoome^tax,  and  would  be  benefitted 
by  the  tariflf.  I  believe  that  all  tvundosh 
or  vemisaion  of  taxatimi,  is,  directly  or  in* 
directly,  felt  by  all  clasaeaof  theeommittnily; 
and  this  much  appears  to  be  clear,  that  if 
the  poor  be  benefitted  by  the  remission  of  a 
tax  on  their  employers,  ao  they  must  be 
affected  by  the  imposition  of  a  tax  on  their 
employer!*    But  if  you  really  wish  to  show 
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tkal  sympiifchy  wUb  the  lufferings  of  the 
people  which  you  profon  if  you  really 
and  boneitly  wiab  to  relieve  that  dictreM 
you  must  untax  the  articles  on  which  the 
wages  of  labour  are  expended.  This  is  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  come.  If  you  can 
show  me  that,  by  so  doing*  you  wUl  cause 
more  mischief  lo  the  state  than  you  can  do 
good  to  the  community,  I  will  yield  to  you 
at  once ;  but  if  you  cannot  disapprove  that 
wbieh  we  assert,  namely,  that,  while  you 
diminish  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of  the 
people,  you  open  new  markets  for  our 
manufacturers,  give  employment  to  our 
operatives,  add  stability  to  our  currency, 
and  diminish  the  poor-ratefr^tben,  I  say, 
you  have  no  right  to  withhold  the  ftee-trade 
in  com  upon  pretence  of  protection  to 
agriculture.  Protection  to  agriculture  is  a 
pnrase  which  can  no  longer  deceive.  Pro- 
tection to  agriculture  means  protection  to 
rents.  But  the  profits  of  the  manufacturer 
and  the  wages  of  the  operative  are  rent  too, 
and  no  logic  can  defend  the  injustice  of 
swelling  the  first  by  deducting  from  the 
kii,  and  by  (kr  the  largest  portion  of  the 
eoBHnunity.  I  do  not  mean  to  enter  on 
details  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws.  I 
lake  my  stand  on  the  broad  princii^e — the 
greaUst  happiness  for  the  greatest  number. 
The  landowners  say  that  they  must  have 
a  protection  of  3d,000/XXM.,  to  enable 
them  to  compete  with  the  foreiffner.  The 
■mottfiictucers  say»  if  you  are  allowed  this 
protection  we  cannot  compete  with  the 
me^gner  at  all ;  for  you,  by  refusing  to 
allow  a  fair  exehange  of  indigenous  com- 
modities force  the  foreigner  to  manufacture 
for  himself,  while  you  fetter  us,  as  pro* 
duearf,  by  the  high  price  of  those  articles 
OB  whiob  the  wapes  of  labour  are  expended. 
But  this  protection  is  allowed,  and  what  is 
tbecopsequenoe?  The  people  are  in  distress 
firom  want  of  employment ;  the  manufac- 
turers  from  want  of  the  demand  necessary 
to  {[ive  that  employment;  consumption 
diminiahes^  burdens  increase,  the  revenue 
falls  0^  and  the  whole  community  — 
working  people,  tradesmeui  manufacturers, 
agriculturists,  and  all — are  heavily  taxed  to 
uphold  high  fentSi  and  to  prc^itiate  the 
Parliamentary  influence  of  the  landowners 
ofBngland. 

Sir  i/,  Oraham :  The  hon«  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  made  a  direct 
appeal  to  me  with  respect  to  the  district 
with  which  be  (Mr,  Ricardo)  is  connected, 
and  has  referred  to  the  atatement  which  I 
soade  on  Saturdaj.  What  I  suted  on  that 
OGCMioa  wait  ^  aUhoogb  in  the  ditiriet 


alluded  to  great  distress  undoubtedly  pre* 
vailed,  the  accounts  which  had  reached 
me  afforded  no  ground  for  alarm  as  to  the 
mainteaance  of  tranquillity.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  read  to  the  House  several 
communioaiiooB  on  the  subject  of  the  die* 
tress  whiob  exists  in  that  district,  but  I 
think  the  House  ought  to  be  clearly  in* 
formed  of  the  causes  which  have  oeea* 
sioned  that  distress.  It  is  true  that  io  the 
district  alluded  to  —  where  the  industry 
of  the  peopls  is  remarkable,  and  where  an 
extensive  field  for  labour  exists-^  the  main- 
tenance of  that  industry  depends  mainly 
(steam  being  the  moving  power  employed 
in  the  various  mauufactoriss)  on  the  pro* 
duction  of  ooal,  which  is  also  extensively 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  iron.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  would  frankly 
read  to  the  House  the  information  com* 
rounicated  to  him,  and  he  had  not  ooa- 
cealed  the  fact  that  designing  men  have, 
in  that  district,  induced  the  celliers  lo 
strike  simultaneously  for  an  advance  of 
wages.  The  bon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
statements  he  read  afforded  a  specimen  of 
the  reality  of  the  distress  which  prevails 
throughout  the  country ;  but  I  call  upon 
the  House  to  consider  what  is  the  matter 
in  dispute  in  this  particular  district  be* 
tween  the  collier  and  their  employers. 
The  general  rate  of  wages  in  that  district 
has  been  4#.  per  day,  and  the  question 
now  in  dispute  is,  whether  the  coHiere 
shall  receive  4s.  or  3s.  6d.  a  day.  That 
is  the  whole  subject  of  dispute.  There  is 
no  want  of  employment ;  there  is  ample 
demand  for  labour;  but  a  dispute  baa 
arisen  whether  the  wages  shall  continue  to 
be  4s.  or  whether  tbey  shall  be  reduced  to 
3s*  6c/.  a  day.  It  is  not  my  wish  to  enter 
into  the  origin  of  the  dispute.  [An  ben. 
Member  here  made  an  observation  which 
was  inaudible  in  the  gallery.]  I  will  sav« 
then,  that  I  think  the  dispute  origiqat«d  m 
a  circumstance  which  has  subjected  a  por« 
lion  of  the  colliers  to  great  hardship.  The 
custom  in  the  district  has  hitherto  beeo» 
that  before  aov  reduction  of  wages  or  dia« 
continuance  of  employment  took  place,  a 
fortnight's  notice  snould  be  given  by  the 
employer.  A  gentleman,  whose  name  I 
will  not  mention,  who  employs  a  consider- 
able number  of  men*<-I  believe  aboat  3Q0 
-^departed  from  the  establlabed  qsage» 
wbioh  was  considered  almost  as  binding  aa 
law,  and,  without  giving  a  notice  of  more 
than  48  hoars,  inaistea  on  reducing  the 
weg^  6d  per  day.  Sacb  a  departure  Aom 
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tbe  establibhed  usage  was  considered  an 
act  of  injustice  by  the  colliers,  and  was  re- 
sented by  them ;  and  this  has  given  rise 
to  the  unfortunate  disputes  now  existing 
in  the  district.  When  I  replied,  on  Sa- 
turday, to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  entertained  sanguine  hopes  that 
these  differences  would  have  been  speedily 
adjusted ;  and  from  what  I  have  beard 
from  high  authority,  I  believe,  that  if  the 
parties  had  been  left  to  themselves,  the 
dispute  would  by  this  time  have  been 
settled.  A  most  mischievous  and  actite 
interference  has,  however,  taken  place,  by 
parties  who  are  unconnected  with  the  dis- 
trict, which  has  increased  and  aggravated 
the  dissensions ;  and  though  I  do  not  des- 
pair of  an  early  arrangement  being  effect- 
ed, I  do  not  entertain  such  sanguine  hopes 
as  I  did  on  Saturday,  that  this  unfortunate 
dispute  will  terminate  so  speedily  and 
satisfactorily  as  I  could  wish.  I  may  be 
allowed  to  state — and  I  do  so  with  great 
satisfaction — that  up  to  this  time  not  only 
have  no  serious  riots  occurred,  but  no  in- 
jury whatever  has  been  done  to  property. 
It  is  true  that  considerable  excitement  has 
existed,  and  some  disturbance  has  oc- 
corredi  but  no  injury  has  been  done  to 
persons  or  property,  and  up  to  the  date  of 
the  latest  accounts,  received  this  morning, 
the  peace  of  the  district  has  not  been  vio- 
lated by  any  outrage.  It  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  wages  in  the 
district  to  which  he  referred  were  in- 
adequate to  enable  the  labourers  to  obtain 
the  means  of  subsistence ;  but  I  put  it  to 
the  House  whether  this  can  be  justly  as- 
serted  when  the  rate  of  wages  is  such  as  I 
have  mentioned?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
distinctly  stated  that  there  had  been  no 
reduction  in  the  price  of  corn.  I  believe, 
however,  that  since  this  question  was  last 
debated,  and  it  has  been  discussed  almost 
weokW  for  the  last  6ve  or  six  weeks,  a  very 
material  fall  has  taken  place  in  the  price 
of  com.  I  am  informed  that,  within  the 
last  ten  days,  the  price  of  corn  at  Mark- 
lane  has  fallen  at  least  5t,  per  quarter — a 
very  material  reduction.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  ascribed  the  reduction  of  wages 
to  the  effect  of  the  Income-tax,  but  as  that 
measure  has  no  yet  come  into  full  opera- 
tion, that  argument  can  hardly  be  main- 
tained. With  respect  to  the  motion  now 
before  the  House,  I  most  say  that  I  think 
the  case  was  presented  very  fairly  by  ihe 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbory.  The  existence 
of  distfcia  is  not  denied,  and  the  motion 


does  not  pretend  to  assert  that  the  mea- 
sures proposed  by  Government  for  its  alle- 
viation have  yet  had  a  fair  trial.  I  have  aU 
ready  said,  that  with  regard  to  the  Corn-law, 
the  price  of  corn  has  fallen  materially,  and 
though  the  tariff  has  not  yet  come  into 
full  operation,  its  effect,  thus  far,  has  been 
to  promote  our  commercial  intercourse 
with  foreign  countries.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man intimates  in  his  motion,  not  unfairly, 
that  the  effect  of  these  measures  still  re- 
mains to  be  ascertained.  The  motion, 
however,  appears  to  me  merely  a  peg  on 
which  to  hang  another  discussion  on  the 
subject  of  the  Corn-laws.  Tbe  House  has 
very  recently  pronounced  its  decision  on 
that  subject,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman- 
recollecting  that  decision — has  not  ven- 
tured to  bring  the  question  forward  di- 
rectly. What  is  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury?  I  consider  it 
an  absurd  proposal,  and  I  think,  when  the 
House  considers  the  responsibility  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  they  will  deem  it  un- 
wise to  give  by  their  vote  that  pledge 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  requires.  It  is 
the  duty  of  tbe  executive  Government,  if, 
after  the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  they 
consider  the  necessities  of  the  state  require 
tbe  intervention  of  the  legislature  and  the 
presence  of  the  representative  assembly,  to 
advise  the  Sovereign  to  reassemble  Par- 
liament, and  they  are  responsible  for  the 
recommendation  of  such  a  measure.  That 
is  the  constitutional  mode  of  proceeding  j 
and  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  and  on- 
politic  if  the  House,  by  its  vote,  should 
give  any  pledge  on  the  subject.  The  con- 
stitution has  left  the  responsibility  of  such 
a  measure  in  the  hands  of  the  advisers  of 
the  Crown.  Tbe  Government  has  brought 
forward  all  the  measures  which  they  con- 
sider it  expedient  to  propose  for  relieving 
the  distresses  of  tbe  country,  and  it  ia  ad- 
mitted that  fair  and  soflBcient  time  has  not 
yet  been  afforded  for  ascertaining  the 
operation  of  those  measures.  Tbe  hoo. 
Gentleman  requires  Ihe  House  to  give  m 
pledge  that,  if  those  measures  should  be 
found  ineffectual  and  insufficient.  Parlia- 
ment shall  be  again  assembled  at  a  very 
early  period.  I  conceive  that  aoch  a 
pledge  is  superfluous,  unconstitutional,  and 
inexpedient;  and  I  have,  therefore,  no 
hesitation  in  giving  a  decided  negative  to 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Hawes  ^ve  tbe  rixht  hoo.  Barootl 
fiill  credit  for  ainceritj,  when  be  eipwaaid 
his  diaincluiatioa  to  discnaa  this  qoeatioa  ; 
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thooeh  it  was  with  some  surprise  that  he 
heftrd  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say,  that 
ooe  reason  which  rendered  him  desirous  to 
AToid  the  discussion  was,  that  it  raised  the 
question  of  the  Corn-laws,  which  had  been 
so  recently  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  The  great  argument  used  by  hon. 
Greatlemen  opposite  against  any  discussion 
of  this  subject  was,  that  it  iovolFed  the 
question  of  the  Corn-lawfi,  which  had  been 
recently  settled  by  Parliament.  This  ar- 
gument was  advanced  when  a  motion  si- 
milar to  that  now  under  discussion  was 
recently  brought  forward ;  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
had  acted  wisely  in  changing  the  topic. 
He  did  not  believe,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  issued  any  orders  to  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  supported  him,  to 
restrain  them  from  speaking  on  this  ques- 
tion, but  the  fact  was,  that  the  arguments 
oould  not  be  answered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  It  was  true,  that  this  subject 
had  been  discussed  over  and  over  again, 
and  it  would  continue  lo  be  discussed. 
They  might  dissolve  Parliament  if  they 
pleased,  but  the  question  would  be  dis- 
cussed at  public  meetings,  and  when  Par- 
liament was  re-assembled,  it  would  again 
be  discussed  in  that  House.  He  had 
heard  with  great  surprise  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  first  spoken 
from  the  opposite  side  during  this  debate, 
and  who  had  attributed  the  distress  of  the 
country  entirely  to  the  foreign  policy  pur- 
sued by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  on 
a  former  occasion  travelled  through  the 
whole  continent  of  Asia  to  find  some  cause 
for  the  distress  existing  in  this  country ; 
and  he  had  to-night  deserted  Asia  for  Eu- 
rope ;  but  he  had  not  been  more  successful 
tban  before.  He  believed,  that  the  Corn- 
laws  were  the  chief  cause  of  the  existing 
distress.  When  he  heard  the  comprehen- 
sive and  discursive  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  whom  he  had  referred,  he 
was  struck  by  the  absence  of  all  mention 
of  dates,  facts,  and  names,  which  might 
enable  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  side  the 
House  to  grapple  with  his  arguments. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  policy 
pursued  by  her  Majesty's  late  Ministers 
was  anti-commercial ;  that  this  policy  had 
been  commenced  when  the  Whigs  came 
into  office,  and  that  from  that  period  might 
be  dated  the  decline  of  our  trade,  and  the 
commencement  of  our  distresses.  In  1825, 
a  proposition  was  made  by  the  Prussian 
Minister  to  Mr.  Canning,  that  we  should 


admit  com  and  timber  from  Prussia^  that 
country  admitting  our  manufactures.    The 
reply  of  the  British  Government  was,  that 
they  must  at  once  declare  they  could  never 
entertain  such  a  proposition.    The  com- 
mercial Government  of  that  day,  therefore, 
entirely  rejected  the  proposition  of  Prussia. 
At  the  period  to  which  he  referred,  the 
northern  states  of  Europe  were  essentially 
agricultural  communities ;  but  when  ten 
years  subsequently  Dr.  Bowring  visited 
those  states,  he  reported  that  they  were 
extensively  engaged  in  manufactures,  that 
their  manufacturing  power  was  increasing, 
and  that  they  were  therefore  unable  to 
consume  the  manufactures  of  this  country. 
He  asserted,  then,  that  the  party  with 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  as- 
sociated, had  obstructed  and  trammelled 
the  commerce  of  this  country ;  and  though 
at  the  period  to  which  he  referred  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  now  at  the  Ihead  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  was,  he  believed,  in 
the  Ministry  of  Mr.  Canning,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
desirous  to  relieve  the  commerce  of  this 
country  as  far  as  his  party  would  permit 
him.    Since  the  time  to  wnich  he  alluded, 
this  House  had  grappled  with  the  questions 
of  the  Corn-laws  and  of  the  timber  duties ; 
but  why  ?     Because  the  people,  who  were 
suffering  deep  distress,  had  demanded  the 
consideration  of  those  questions,  and  the 
House  did  not  venture  to  refuse  their  re- 
quest.   Until  very  recently,  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Corn- laws  was  always  vehe- 
mently opposed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, and  to  1841  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
staunchly  resisted  any  alteration  of  the  ex- 
isting laws.     To  that  period  they  were 
the  sole  friends  of  agriculture ;  but,  having 
obtained  place  by  a  covert  policy,  which 
he  thought  unworthy  of  statesmen,  they 
cast  aside  their  former  policy  and  princi- 
ples, and  adopted  liberal  measures.    Those 
non.  Gentlemen  now  asserted,  that  they 
had  always  entertained  liberal  principles. 
All  he  could  say  was,  that  during  the  last 
ten  years,  no  liberal  measure  had  been 
brought  forward,    which    they  did    not 
strongly  oppose,  or  which  they  did  not 
support  with  such  lukewarmness  and  in- 
difference as  showed  that  they  were  com- 
pelled by  their  fear  of  the  people  to  adoptr 
such  a  course.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  had,  with  the  tact  of  a 
practised  debater,  seized  on  a  passage  in 
one  of  the  letters  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  preceded  him  (Mr.  Ri- 
cardo),  which  stated  that  some  design- 
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iag  HMD  had  taken  adfaotage  of  the  state  i 
of  the  people  to  tell  them— what  ?  ^  That ) 
there  were    great    e?ils  existing  in  the  ■ 
State.    And  they  toM  the  truth.    If  theee 
men  who  were  now  engaged  in  a  ditpote 
with  their  muten  wefe  led— »by  the  ctr- 
comstanoe  of  this  local  quarrel*   to  oon- 
template  queetione  of  political  importance, 
and  to  render  their  aid  to  thoae  persona 
whose  object  it  was  to  abrogate  the  Corn- 
laws,  these  **  designing  men"  would  have 
rendered  great  service  to   the  country. 
Why  did  this  House  permit  any  grierances 
to  remain  on  which   agitation  could  be 
kept  up  ?     It  had  been  always  said  that 
Ireland  was  the  great  theatre  of  agitation, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  been 
onenly  branded  as  an  agitator-^and  whv  > 
Hon/  Oenllenien  opposite  furnished  qim 
with  the  sobjecta  of  agitation ;  and,  whatever 
they  might  think  of  that  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleasan,  hon.  Gentlemen  on  hie  own  eide 
of  the  House  knew  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  done  much  in  infusing  into 
the  minda  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  sense 
of  independence,  ana  a  love  of  libertyi  to 
which  they  were  strangers  before  it  was 
excited  in  them  by  the  eloQu«nce  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said,  that  this  motion  was 
merely  a  peg  on  which  to  bang  a  discus* 
slon  on  the  Corn-laws.    He  would  at  once 
avow  that  he  would  take  every  opportunity 
of  discuming  the  Com*laws  in  that  House, 
and  that  be  would  seiae  on  etery  peg  by 
which  he  could  hang  a  speech  on  that 
topic;  and,  however  he  might  be  treated 
by  the  House,  he  was  convinced  he  ahould 
not  suffer  in  the  estimation  of  the  neople. 
He  had  never  been  among  those  wno  luid 
said  that  the  measures  S  her  Majeaty's 
Ooyemmeat  were  without  benefit.     Fie 
bad  said  that  the  Com*hiw  meaaurs  was 
good,  and  he  repeated  it,  and  that  the 
tariff  waa  good,  and  he  repeated  it  \  but 
be  complained  that  all  theee  altarations 
had  been  made  with  reluctance,  and  did 
not  go  hx  enough.    The  Corn-law  of  the 
preaent  Goremment  would,  he  dunt  say, 
admit  more  corn;  then  came  a  atatement, 
that  the  Corn-law  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment  admitted  foreign  com  at  6s.,  while  the 
Corn-law  of  the  lata  Government  would 
only  have  admitted  it  at  8«.;  but  they 
ought  to  consider  that  this  6«.  was  only 
got  at  by  a  corresponding  rise  in  the  price 
of  oom.    The  right  hon.   Baronet  said, 
aloce  the  bill  hM  come  into  operatiout 
com  had  fallen  6«.  a  quarter.    Why,  the 
mashine  had  done  thai.    A  lew  cleudy 


days  since  the  bill  had  come  iutaopenlisa 
would  have  prevented  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman having  that  peg  on  which  to  hang 
an  eulogium  on  the  hill  of  his  Gofetnment. 
The  boo.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  said 
that  the  foreign  policy  of  the  lata  Oofisni- 
ment  was  the  cause  of  the  diatrem ;  tke 
boo.  Member  was  the  only  Member  of  tim 
House  who  would  aasign  a  reaaon  ao  |Nier- 
ile.    The  great  cause  of  the  existing  din- 
trsss  had  been  the  kmg  neglect  ef  the  eani* 
mereial  policy  of  the  country,  till  the  dia- 
trsss  forced  the  Gofemment  to  grapplo 
with  it,  with  a  view  to  put  it  on  a  founda- 
tion of  honesty^but  a  minimum  of  ho- 
nesty in  order  to  maintain  monopoly.     He 
did  not  believe  that  thia  Cem-law  oould 
be  long  maintained  a|^nst  the  enlightened 
views  of  the  community.    Every  day  the 
tide  of  popular  opinion  waa  setting  in 
stronger  and  stron)(er  againat  it,  and  the 
time  would  come  when  they  aheuldgetthe 
people  by  frequent  discussions  enlightened 
enough  ta  see  that  the  new  Corn-bill  and 
the  tariff  were  very  little  boona  to  then. 
He  did  not  speak  under  the  grsat  pressure 
of  local  dislrees ;  it  was  his  good  fortune 
not  to  be  able  to  say,  aa  others  had  said, 
and  said  truly,  that  multitudsa  in  their 
diatricU  were  starving ;  but  siaoe  the  do* 
bates  on  thia  subfect  had  taken  place,  he 
had  looked  into  the  stata  of  the  poor^alaa 
of  the  borough  which  he  rsureaamed,  and 
he  owned  he  was  staggersa  at  thev  In* 
cream.    Comparing  the  year  1849  with 
the  year  ISdd  he  found  that  the  weddy 
average  of  out-door  poor  rolieved  in  the 
parish  of  Lambeth  had  incnaaed  on  tho 
whole  year  12,217 ;  and  the  weekly  av*. 
rage  of  the  in-door  poor  of  the  pseacnt 
year  as  compared  with  1889  had  incrsnsad 
8,000.    Comparing  the  total  number  ef 
poor  relieved  in  1849  with  1839,  they  had 
increaaed  90.000.     He  found  in  1840,  in 
the  parish  of  Camberwell,  one  ef  the  weal- 
thiest parishes  in  England,  that  the  weekly 
average  of  out-door  poor  waa  570»  whilst 
the  prssent  weekly  average  was  640.    He 
found  in  the  other  parish  (St.  Mary's^ 
Newington)  that  tho  amount  of  poor-iatea 
from   1840  to  1841  waa  16,200/L;  from 
1841   to  1842  it  amounted  to  18,796t 
Waa  that  indicative  of  distrem  smimgat 
the  labouring  population  ?  Who  paid  thaae 
increased  noor*ntee  ?    The  middle  claassa» 
What  ronoered  the  poor-mtea  ao  heavy  ? 
The  coat  of  provisiona.    And  what  en« 
hancsd  the  cost  of  pransiona  aa  muoh  as 
the  Corn-laws?    The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kent  supfiorted  the  Cem-hMv  en  the 
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gfOQnd  tbat  it  wa«  neoessaiy  for  the  pro- 
teetioii  of  tbe  landed  intereBt ;  that  meant 
that  tbe  rent  derived  from  land  growing 
com  might  be  inereased  by  the  Corn-law ; 
and  therefore  the  Corn-law  increased  the 
prke  of  bread,  and  erery  increase  of  the 
inriee  of  bread  was  so  much  out  of  the 
podkets  of  the  rate-payers.  In  the  Poor- 
law  reports  of  1835  the  House  would  find 
it  asserted,  on  the  authority  of  a  Poor-law 
commissioner,  that  there  was  in  Lanca- 
shire a  vast  increase  in  steam  power,  in 
the  building  of  mills,  and  the  investment 
of  capital,  and  a  great  increase  in  the 
numtwr  of  persons  employed.  If  they 
looked  at  this  vast  amount  of  manufkct- 
iiriag  prosperity  they  would  see  what  was 
the  result  of  a  eood  harvest  and  the  con- 
sequent low  price  of  com  then — it  was 
coincident  with  manufiicturing  prosperity. 
It  was  most  remarkable,  that  a  low  price 
of  oora  was  always  coincident  with  prospe- 
rity in  manufiictures ;  it  was,  therefore,  a 
fair  inference,  that  to  prevent  the  country 
obtaining  low-priced  com  was  a  positive 
iniquitous  interfeKnce  with  tbe  happiness 
of  the  people.  If  they  compared  the  price 
of  eom  in  each  year  since  1830,  it  would 
be  seen  that  as  ttiey  mounted  in  the  scale 
Af  price  so  did  the  distress  of  the  country 
iaerease.  When  corn  was  dear,  then  came 
distress  and  declining  trade.  Hon.  Mem. 
ben  opposite  might  complain  of  men,  he 
conplained  of  the  cause  of  the  distress. 
But  there  was  another  most  important 
sobjeet,  which  ought  to  be  viewed  m  con- 
nexion with  our  present  commercial  dif- 
ficolties — ^that  was,  the  tendency  to  in- 
crease the  cost  ci  human  labour  by  increas- 
ing education,  and  by  other  means ;  at  the 
same  time,  they  did  not  extend  their 
narkets  and  give  scope  for  the  increase  of 
the  profits  on  capital.  The  only  efiect  of 
this  must  be  to  drive  capital  from  the 
coimtryi  or  to  convert  intelligent  and 
enlightened  labourers  into  hostile  foes  to 
the  Constitution.  There  was  only  one 
thing  to  counteract  this  tendency — namely, 
tp  resort  to  the  power  of  machinery ;  but 
ril  their  restrictive  laws  tended  only  to 
reatrain  the  power  of  machinery.  If  they 
shut  up  the  markets  of  the  world,  with 
the  powers  of  production  which  this  coun- 
tfy  possessed,  there  must  be  distress  at 
iMMne;  if  they  opened  the  home  markets 
they  might  command  every  market.  The 
Oeverament  was  sensible  of  this ;  but  it 
ttlpeared  to  htm  that  we  had  a  strong 
Uofernwent  bending  to  the  interests  of 
fifty.    WlitA  be  looked  back  on  the  mea- 


sures of  the  present  Session  of  Parliament, 
he  saw  nothing  but  good  intentions  marred, 
good  measures  frittered  away,  and  good 
principles  broken.  He  saw  the  worst  tning 
that  could  happen  in  a  weak  Government 
exhibited  in  a  strong  Government.  He 
lield  in  his  hand  a  return  with  reference  to 
the  duties  on  sugar  which  had  been  moved 
for  by  the  hon  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton. From  this,  it  appeared  that  Gentle- 
men of  known  mercantile  character  had 
eone  to  the  Board  of  Trade  and  stated 
(and  those  gentlemen  were  not  to  be  classed 
amongst  designing  men)  that  they  would 
sell  cargo  after  cargo  of  sugar  at  14^.  and 
15s.  per  cwt.,  which  they  asked  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  get  into  consumption  to  meet 
the  wants  of  the  poor.  These  gentlemen 
said,  "  Only  open  our  trade  in  this  respect, 
and  take  the  sugar  for  manure  or  to  fatten 
cattle.^  What  was  the  answer  of  Lord 
Ripon  to  this  application.^  ''He  was 
directed  by  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to 
state  that  they  could  not  recommend  such 
adaptation  and  such  practical  admission  of 
foreign  sugar."  Though  not  a  pound  of 
this  sugar  was  to  be  consumed  by  the  peo- 
ple, it  was  not  to  be  applied  to  the  purposes 
of  agriculture  even,  from  their  aaherence 
to  monopoly  and  to  a  restrictive  and  unjust 
system.  He  thought  when  hon.  Members 
went  again  before  their  constituents  they 
would  find,  that  they  did  not  look  on  their 
past  services  with  anv  degree  of  satisfac- 
tion ;  that  they  woula  be  of  opinion,  that 
thoagh  hon.  Members  opposite  had  made 
some  advance  towards  free-trade  principles, 
yet,  at  the  same  time,  they  had  shrunk 
mm  carrying  them  into  operation,  and 
that  those'  very  principles  on  which  they 
had  relied  for  obtaining  their  seats  in  that 
House  they  had  shrunk  from  carrying  into 
practice, 

Mr.  M.  Philips  said,  he  should  be  happy 
to  give  way  to  any  Member  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  who  might  wish  to 
address  them.  Every  day  and  every  week 
had  added  force  to  the  statements  relative 
to  the  distress  of  the  country  which  had 
been  preriously  made  in  that  House.  What- 
ever inconvenience  was  suffered  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  flrom  these  protracted 
discussions  on  this  subject,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  felt  it  his  duty,  on  ever^  occa- 
sion, not  to  shrink  from  taking  his  share 
in  every  debate  on  the  distress  of  the 
country.  He  had  been  requested,  in  con* 
cnrrence  with  his  hon.  Colleague  to  endea- 
vour, bv  every  means  in  his  power,  to  pre- 
vent all  discussions  on  other  subjects,  and 
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to  prevent  tbe  grantiD^  of  the  supplies  till 
some  remedy  for  tbe  existiog  distress  should 
be  proposed  by  Parliament.     In  Manches- 
ter in  two  short  days  a  petition  praying 
for  some  remedy  for  the  existiog  distress 
bad  been  signed  by  62,500  persons.     It 
was  only  a  year  ago  that  they  bad  been 
compelled  to  bring  nnder  the  consideration 
of  Parliament  the  distress  which  prevailed 
in  the  countryj  and  he  would  asx  if  the 
distress  bad  not  increased  in  a  compound 
ratio  since  that  period  ?     The  Session  wa« 
about  to  close,  and  if  they  returned  to  their 
respective  districts  without  passing  some 
measure  of  alleviation  of  the  distress  other 
than  those  measures  which  had  alre«idy 
passed  the  House,  and  were  to  tell  the 
ptfople  that  these  were   the  only  reme- 
dies they  had  for  them,  the  answer  that 
would  be  given  them  would  be,  that  the 
time  they  bad  spent  in  that  House  was 
time  misspent,  and  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  measures  they  bad  passed  to  relieve 
the  distress  of  tbe  country.      With  refer- 
ence to  tbe  tariff,  be  was  one  of  those  who 
had  supported  its  clauses,  but  at  tbe  same 
time  be  felt  that  it  was  but  a  scintilla  of 
what  they  ought  to  have  had.     On  the 
artide  of  coffee,  was  it  to  be  expected  that 
tbe  working  dasset  would  obtain  any  ma* 
terial  reduction  ?  They  had  not  accompanied 
it  by  any  reduction  in  sugar*  and  how  was  it 
to  be  expected  that  there  could  be  increased 
consumption  of  the  one  if  they  denied  the 
people  the  power  of  increasing  tbe  con- 
sumption of  the  other?    Tbe  shopkeepers 
of  his  town  had  sent  up  a  deputation,  who 
had  been  desirous  of  placinff  themselves  in 
communication  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  tbe  bead  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
for  the  purpose  of  representing  the  state  of 
their  trade,  and  be  (Mr.  M.  Philips)  was 
extremely  sorry  to  find  that  the  answer  of 
tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  was  that  it  would 
be  extremdy  inconvenient  to  receive  them. 
They  had  consequently,  he  whs  sorry  to 
•ayi  lost  their  errand ;  but  they  had  stated 
to  him  how  greatly  their  business  was  fall- 
ing off,  and  explained  that  persons  who 
formerly  bought  in    considerable  parcels 
now  came  only  for  the  smallest  possible 
paroelsy  costing  the  smallest  possible  coin 
of  tbe  realm.    That  betokeneo,  in  bis  opi- 
nion, tbe  worn  out  condition  of  tbe  people. 
When  he  looked  to  tbe  nature  of  these 
small  transactions — in  fact,  they  were  in- 
oooceivd>ly  small— which  were  taking  place 
in  our  manufactoring  townB,^he  saw  that 
the  cost  to  the  poor  man  was  enhanced  at 
a  great  rate  per  cent  by  the  very  sroallnese 


of  the  quantities  that  he  bought ;  the  very 
weighing  out  of  articles—the  turn  of  the 
scale,  as  it  was  called  by  shopkeepers-— 
affected  the  poor  man   serioudy.      The 
shopkeeper  was  obliged  to  charge  more  in 
dealing  in  this  small  way  than  when  sell* 
ing  in  a  more  wholesde  mode.    After  M 
that  had  been  said  about  the  advantage 
that  was  to  be  derived  from  the  change  of 
duties  in   the  tariff,  he  was  very  modi 
afraid  that  the  people,  in  the  position  in 
which  they  were  at  present,  could  derive 
but  a  very  small  portion  of  advantage  from 
the  change.    It  was  not  within  the  reach 
of  the  poor.    Then  the  middle  daases  were 
participating,     and     partidpating    most 
closely,  in  the  evils  felt  by  those  imme- 
diately beneath  them.     Take  the  case  of 
provision  dealers;    and  with   respect  to 
them  he  would  ask,  whether  it  oonid  be 
expected  that  tbey  should  be  able  to  main- 
tain their  present  position  under  the  dr- 
cumstances  of  the  existing  distress,  which 
forced  tbe  people  to  buy  Inr  pennyworths 
where  they  formerly  spent  Wr  more  ?    He 
said  that  this  dass  must  speedily  sink  to 
the  ranks  of  the  people.     What  would  be 
the  consequence  ?    If  the  provision  dealer* 
were  unable  to  maintain  their  podtion  and 
make  tbdr  customary  purchases  and  pay- 
ments, it  would  not  be  long  before  the  effect 
wouM  reach  the  flour-dealer,  then  it  would 
come  to  the  miller;  and  if  the  dittreae 
came  to  the  miller  it  could  not  be  for  from 
the  farmer ;  and  when  it  reached  him  he 
would  no  longer  be  able  to  pay  his  rents. 
This  would  be  the  coosequence;  and  he 
felt  it  his  duty  not  for  one  moment  to  oon- 
ced  from  hon.  Members  oppodte,  who  were 
not  willing  to  look  the  danger  in  the  fooe, 
the  perilous  position  in  whidi  tbey  stood. 
The  country  had  been  told»  on  various 
occasions*  for  a  twelvemonth  past,  that  tbe 
master  oMmufiicturers  were  r^ardless  of 
the  interests  of  those  whom  they  employed ; 
they  bad  been  told  that  it  would  be  a  de» 
siraUe  result  if  places  such  as  he  repre- 
sented (Manchester^  were  blotted  out— 
that  if  such  places  did  not  exist  tbe  couotry 
would  not  be  the  worse  off;  but  if  thoae 
assertions  were  made  so  foedy  out  of  the 
House,  wb^  did  Gentlemen  shrink  firem 
disdosing  similar  sentiments  in  the  House  ? 
lliey  bad  been  tdd  that  the  master  manu. 
focturers  were  monsters  of  cmdty,  and 
that  tbey  ought  to  sacrifice  every  forthing 
of  the  property  they  had  acquired  in  order 
to  maintain  the  parties  tbey  had  drawn 
around  them  for  the  purpose  of  easploiring 
I  their   kboar     Hon.    Oeotlenen    might 
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depend  upon  it  the  master  manufacturers 
were  nearer  that  point  than  they  imagined. 
Sereral  parties  that  he  knew  would  be 
unable,  ne  was  sure,  to  maintain  their 
position  as  employers  of  labour  until 
Christmas,  unless  some  important  change 
took  place  before  then.  They  had  been 
told  by  the  public  press,  the  organs  of  the 
party  he  alluded  to,  that  if  the  individuals 
who  came  up  to  town  as  delegates  seeking 
intenriews  with  the  Cabinet  on  the  subject 
of  the  distress  of  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts were  sent  to  the  treadmill,  it  would 
be  the  best  possible  recipe  for  them.  Now, 
he  would  hare  no  objection  to  accompany 
those  individuals  to  the  treadmill,  on  con- 
dition that  those  who  sent  them  there 
should  be  obliged  to  go  down  to  their  mills 
and  experience  the  difficulties  of  managing 
their  concerns.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  G.  Knight)  had 
said,  that  if  he  was  a  despotic  monarch — 
which  God  avert-^he  would  hang  every 
prophet  of  evil  he  could  find.  He  trusted 
that,  whenever  the  hon.  Member  might  be 
invested  with  despotic  power  his  reign 
might  be  very  short;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, though  he  might  get  rid  of  the  pro* 
phets,  would  not  get  rid  of  the  distress  by 
this  means,  ^s  the  hon.  Member  was 
rather  fond  of  affixing  sobriquds  on  others, 
he  ought  not  to  be  surprised  if  persons 
were  to  be  found  ready  to  exclaim— 

'•  Oh,  for  the  pencil  of «  H.  B.'  to  sketch 
The  hon.  Member  acting  as  Jack  Ketch.'' 

But  the  hon.  Member  had  said,  that  the 
trade  of  Nottingham  was  improving.  He 
wished  the  hon.  Member  had  stated  his 
grounds  for  that  assertion.  He  had  been 
asked  by  many  persons  whether  trade  was 
not  improving  in  Manchester.  He  had 
not  the  slightest  hesitation  in  replying 
that  he  knew  of  no  improvement,  and 
whoever  had  said  so  must,  he  believed, 
have  been  labouring  under  some  strange 
hallucination.  The  country  had  been  told 
that  there  had  been  of  late  an  improve- 
ment in  the  Russian  market ;  but  the  fact 
was,  that  this  was  the  period  of  the  year 
at  which  purchasers  for  the  Russian  market 
must  be  made  if  they  were  to  be  made  at 
all,  and  therefore  there  was  nothing  re* 
markable  in  there  being  a  demand  for  that 
market  just  now.  So  far  from  there  being 
any  real  improvement  in  trade  at  present, 
if  some  decided  improvement  did  n^  take 
place,  profits  must  be  more  and  more  re- 
duced, until  that  stage  arrived  at  which  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  master  manu^ 
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facturers  to  keep  up  their  establishments. 
Cotton  twist  had  never  been  known  to  be 
lower  than  in  the  present  week,  and  he 
said  that  there  could  be  no  improvement 
in  that  as  matters  stood  at  present.  They 
might  talk  about  a  good  harvest;  God 
grant  it  might  be  good ;  but  had  they  not 
had  a  series  of  bad  harvests  ?  That  being 
the  case,  it  was  not  possible  that  a  single 
good  harvest  could  set  all  right  again.  If 
the  harvest  turned  out  the  best  that  the 
country  had  been  blessed  with  for  years, 
could  they  expect  that  it  would  restore 
prosperity  to  the  country?  It  was  impos- 
sible; impulse  to  trade  was  what  was 
wanted,  and  foreign  demand  it  was  that 
must  give  it.  That  would  create  pros- 
perity. Much  had  been  said  of  the  in- 
creased importations  of  cotton.  In  an- 
swer  to  that,  he  pointed  to  the  melancholy 
&ct,  that  the  exports  were  chiefly  of  cotton 
twist,  the  manufacture  of  which  employed 
the  least  labour,  and  he  looked  in  vain  for 
the  manufacture  of  this  twist  into  cloths 
at  home,  to  be  sent,  as  ought  to  be  the 
case,  into  those  countries  that  wanted 
them,  and  were  ready  to  give  us  in  return 
for  them  the  means  of  subsisting  our 
people.  He  could  not,  therefore,  antici- 
pate relief  from  our  present  distress  from 
the  effects  of  a  good  harvest.  That  ho 
could  not  conceive  could  operate  as  a  re- 
medy; but  if  this  country  changed  its 
policy,  and  held  out  our  manufactures  to 
those  countries  who  had  in  their  hands  the 
means  of  supporting  our  people,  he  was 
distinctly  convinced  that  trade  would  re- 
vive; and  he  said,  moreover,  that  the 
landed  interest  would  feel  the  benefit  of 
this,  but  would  never  enjoy  prosperity 
while  the  millions  were  in  distress.  They 
had  been  told  that  machinery  was  the 
cause  of  distress.  What  was  the  conduct 
of  the  agricultural  interest  with  regard  to 
machinery  ?  Look  to  the  speech  of  the  pre- 
sident of  the  Agricultural  Association  at 
the  late  meeting  at  Bristol.  He  was 
deeply  interested  in  that  association,  of 
which  he  had  been  a  member  from  the 
first— but  what  did  the  members  say? 
Did  they  not  talk  of  the  improvements 
that  had  been  made  in  agricultural  ma- 
chinery, and  were  not  innumerable  prizes 
offered  for  machines  for  the  improved  cul- 
tivation of  the  land  ?  He  rejoiced  to  see 
this ;  and  he  wished  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo« 
site  who  belonged  to  the  agricultural  in- 
terest God  speed  in  encouraging  attempts 
for  making  cheaper  the  food  of  the  people ; 
and  if  he  applauded  their  conduct  in  thi^ 
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he  asked  them,  in  return,  not  to  throw  a 
slur  on  those  who  had  gone  a-head  of  them 
ID  the  application  of  machinery  to  mana- 
factures.  They  ought  not  to  forget  that 
the  mechanics  had  been  enabled  to  give 
support  to  a  vast  mass  of  natires  of  the 
agricultural  districts.  He  was  always  glad 
to  see  that.  He  had  never  felt  any  jealousy 
of  people  coming  from  any  part  of  England 
to  seek  employment  in  the  manufacturing 
districts ;  but  he  did  not  like  to  see  them 
forced  to  go  back  to  their  agricultural 
parishes.  He  might  say  that  nothing  was 
so  distressing  to  him  as  to  see  those  who 
had  been  living  in  comfort  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts  forced  back  from  want  of 
work  upon  their  parishes,  and  becoming  a 
burden  on  the  agricultural  diitricts.  Only 
give  full  scope  to  manufiacturingindostiy 
—they  asked  no  advantages  if  no  restric- 
tions were  imposed— and  the  remedy  for 
this  would  be  at  hand.  If  the  market  for 
labour  was  free,  and  free  it  ought  to  be  as 
the  use  of  capital,  nothing  of  this  kind 
would  occur.  He  conjured  the  House  not 
to  go  back  to  their  constituents  without 
being  able  to  say  that  they  had  considered 
the  distress,  not  merely  as  something 
existing  at  present,  but  with  an  eye  to  the 
future,  and  they  found  that  they  could  not 
keep  up  the  present  laws  restricting  the 
importation  of  com,  and  therefore  they  had 
been  content  to  sink  their  private  interests 
for  the  sake  of  the  public  good.  That  was 
his  advice  to  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
had  never  joined  the  ranks  of  those  who 
were  anxious  for  an  extension  of  the  suf- 
frage; he  had  never  joined  the  ranks  of 
the  Chartists ;  but  he  saw  every  day  men 
of  the  most  estimable  character,  of  the 
greatest  moral  worth,  and  most  highly  re- 
spected by  their  neighbours,  who  said  that 
toey  had  frequently  approached  the  House 
of  Commons,  asking  for  justice  for  the  coun- 
try, and  approached  it  in  vain,  and  that 
nothing  was  left  ^  Mt  to  join  those  who 
advocated  greater  changes  than  ever  he 
had  advocated.  It  was  said  the  people 
were  ignorant,  and  not  to  be  trusted  with 
power.  If  the  people  were  ignorant,  it 
was  the  fault  of  the  Legislature  that  had 
prevented  the  people  from  standing  forth 
in  their  native  majesty;  but  the  people 
said,  that  if  they  were  to  be  governed  by 
ignorant  persons  let  it  be  the  ignorance  of 
those  who  had  right  on  their  side,  rather 
than  the  ignorance  of  those  who  refused 
their  demands  from  ignorance  of  the  real 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  people.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  might  depend  upon  it  they  ran 


the  greatest  risk  in  refusing  the  people's 
prayer.  What  had  they  done  for  them  ? 
He  could  not  believe  that  the  small  change 
in  the  Corn-laws  could  help  the  distress, 
or  give  food  to  the  P^pl^t  or  enable  them 
to  obtain  clothing.  The  people,  they  might 
depend  upon  it,  were  greatly  disappointed 
at  what  had  been  done,  and  he  must  say 
that  he  had  seen  no  period  in  his  commer- 
cial career  at  which  be  had  looked  with  sa 
much  distoay.  This  he  had  felt  it  his  duty 
to  point  out.  He  could  not  see  any  market 
likely  to  be  open  to  the  industry  of  the 
people  unless  they  gave  them  free-trade. 
They  would  have  Uie  people  happy  at 
once  if  they  granted  this  great  dm^ 
deratum, 

Mr.  Wodehouse  was  unwilling  to  delay 
the  debate,  and  rose  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  setting  right  an  argument  wnidi 
had  been  drawn  from  a  document  that  had 
been  quoted  both  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  another  place,  by  means  of  a 
reference  to  other  portions  of  that  docu- 
ment than  had  been  ouoted  by  the  speakers 
to  whom  healluded.  This  document,  which 
he  had  moved  for  in  March,  1840,  consisted 
of  a  minute  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  a  letter 
addressed  to  Mr.  Canning  by  Baron  Malt- 
sahn,  the  Prussian  minister  at  this  Court 
in  1825,  which  Lord  Sydenham,  after  some 
delay,  had  at  his  request  consented  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  and 
published;  and  his  (Mr.  Wodehouse's) 
reason  for  asking  for  the  document  was, 
that  it  contained  the  remonstrance  of  Mr. 
Huskisson  in  reply  to  the  Prussian  minis- 
ter's  note.     Mr.  Huskisson  said, — 

''  The  argument  in  substance  is,  thai  the 
Prussian  system  of  commerce  being  in  unison 
with  our  own,  Prussia  is  entitled  not  only  to 
the  full  benefit  of  our  system,  but  to  something 
more.  Reciprocity  is  not  denied  to  Prussia ; 
at  this  moment  it  prevails  between  the  two 
countries ;  but  the  Prussian  doetrine  appears 
to  be,  that  rtciproeity  on  her  part  entitles 
Prussia  to  something  mors  on  the  part  of 
England ;  snd  it  is,  therefore,  proposed  to  us 
specially  to  favour  the  importation  of  two  of 
the  principal  products  of  the  Prussian  domi- 
nions— timber  aud  corn.  The  Prussian  note 
assumes,  that  those  advantages  which  Prusiiia 
proposes  should  he  granted  immediately  in  her 
own  case  will  at  soroe  future  period  be  ex- 
tended to  other  countries ;  but  their  immediate 
concession  to  Prussia  is  the  proposal,  and 
what  is  the  return  offered }  Why,  that  for  a 
certain  number  of  years  (probably  so  long  as 
the  favour  is  limited  to  Prussia  alone)  she  will 
engage  '  not  to  change  her  present  commercial 
system,  and  not  to  increase  the  existing  duties 
upon  British  merchandise.' " 
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Mr*  HuduisoD  went  on  to  say,*- 

<*  Whether  Prauia  has  or  hai  not  any  en- 
gafeaanta  with  other  powerty  either  ezprets 
or  implied,  wbieh  woaid  make  the  proposed 
condition  a  merely  nominal  boon  to  this  coun- 
try is  best  known  to  herself;  but«  be  that  as 
it  may,  there  can  be  no  difficulty  in  stating 
that  this  Government  is  bound  to  several  other 
powers  by  specific  engagements  which  would 
emitle  them  of  right  to  participate  in  all  the 
advantages  of  commerce  which  Prussia  wishes 
to  obtain  for  herself^  and  that  among  the 
powers  so  entitled  will  be  found  those  very 
coaiitriesa  both  io  the  old  and  the  new  world, 
which  are  the  principal  competitors  in  the 
supply  of  corn  and  timber  to  this  country." 

Then  followed  a  passage  which  had  been 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth, 
(Mr.  Hawee),  without  the  previous  expla- 
natloDS  of  the  difflciiUies  which  prevented 
the  Govemment  meeting  the  request  of 
Prassia,  and  without  the  passage  which 
followed  it  immediately,  Mr.  Huakisson 
weat  on  to  8ay,<»« 

**  Independently^  however,  of  this  insu- 
perable  difficulty,  it  becomes  her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  the  Judgment  of  this  com- 
mittee, when  a  proposal  for  altering  our  Corn- 
laws  is  made  us  by  a  foreign  government  as  a 
ooDditkm  of  something  to  be  done  or  omitted 
bf  that  govornsBeotp  at  ones  to  deolare  that 
we  eao  never  entertain  snob  a  proposal." 

And  in  explanation,  Mr.  Huskisson  went 
on  to  say,-* 

**  It  is  the  decided  ooinion  of  this  com- 
mittee, that  upon  that  suoject,  involving  as  it 
does  such  immense  interest,  so  closely  con- 
nected with  the  well-being  and  comfort  of  all 
elasies  of  the  commonicy,  and  surrounded,  as 
it  is,  with  so  many  peculiar  difBcuUies,  our 
legislation  must  at  all  times  be  governed  en- 
tirely by  considerations  originating  and  cen- 
tering among  ourselves,  and  that  it  is  only  to 
be  looked  at  incidental^  as  affecting  our  rela- 
tions  with  other  states. 

Mr»  Parker  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem. 
ber  for  lAmbeth  that  the  present  Corn- 
law  was  an  improvement  on  the  last, 
and  that  there  were  many  excellent  parts 
in  the  tariff;  but  be  thought,  that  to  go 
back  to  the  country  without  having  more 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  people  than 
articles  which  were  the  necessaries  of  life, 
wonld  be  most  unsatisfactory.  The  late 
Goremment  bad  been  taunted  with  inac- 
tirity  in  not  introducing  their  measures  of 
oommercial  reform  at  an  earlier  period.  It 
should  be  recollected,  however,  that  they 
hail  made  progress  with  them  immediately 
they  saw  a  disposition  among  Members  to 
lake  a  favourable  view  of  their  proposals. 


That  their  judgment  was  correct  was 
proved  by  the  conduct  of  tiie  right  hon. 
Baronet.  He  bad  adopted  all  their  mea- 
sures, and  would  soon  toll  the  knell  of  the 
last  principle  by  tlie  assertion  of  which  he 
had  placed  himself  in  office.  Such  a  good 
seed  as  he  had  sown  this  Session  could 
not  fail  to  bring  forth  good  fruit,  so  that 
there  could  be  but  little  doubt  that  the 
measures  of  the  late  Government  would 
soon  be  all  adopted  by  the  present.  But 
those  measures  should  have  been  passed 
last  year.  If  the  maligned  and  much  ca- 
lumniated budget  of  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Excheauer  had  been  adopted  when 
it  was  proposed,  it  was  his  firm  belief  that 
the  commerce  of  the  country  would  not 
now  have  been  in  its  present  distressed 
condition,  and  that  many  who  were  now 
starving  would  be  receiving  the  benefits  of 
employment.  The  Curn-law  they  had  re- 
jected was  founded  on  those  commercial 
principles,  without  which  they  could  not 
JBxpect  their  trade  to  revive.  It  would  have 
included  the  trade  and  markets  of  America 
within  its  range,  and  labour  would  have 
consequently  been  afforded  to  thousands  who 
were  now  starving.  And  let  him  ask  how 
long  woiild  the  right  hon.  Baronet  think 
himself  justified  in  allmving  the  present 
state  of  things  to  continue  ?  He  and  those 
who  acted  with  him.  and  not  the  late 
Government,  were  responsible  for  that 
state  of  things^  and  they  must  bear  the 
burden  of  the  responsibility  of  allowing 
them  to  remain  unaltered.  His  hon.  Col- 
league had  already  so  fully  explained  to 
the  House  the  deplorable  condition  of  the 
town  he  had  the  honour  to  represent^  that 
he  need  scarcely  follow  him  into  that  branch 
of  the  argument.  He  could  not  resist, 
however,  reading  to  them  one  passage  of 
a  letter  addressed  to  him  by  Mr.  Fisher, 
one  of  the  most  intelligent  and  estimable 
men  of  that  town.  That  gentleman  said, 
that  the  payments  to  the  casual  poor  in 
Shefiield  for  the  last  few  weeks  showed  the 
following  progressive  increase:— 

In  the  week  ending  June  3, 371/.;  June  10, 
382,;  June  17,  387/.;  June  34,  398/.;  July  1, 
424/. 

Mr.  Fisher  added  to  this  account — 

"  When  I  was  overseer  in  1835,  the  weekly 
payments  to  the  casual  poor  in  the  month  of 
March  averaged  from  16/.  to  20/. ;  therefore 
there  is  an  increase  from  that  period  to  1842 
of  no  le.'ts  than  400/.  a-week.'* 

Such    evidence   went    to    confirm    his 
opinion,  that  the  only  legislative  means 
Q  2 
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which  they  had  in  their  power  for  alleviat- 
iDg  the  pressent  distress  was  a  new  arrange- 
ment  of  the  duties  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  corn — a  step  which  he  was  con- 
vinced would  materially  benefit  the  opera- 
tive classes,  without  inflicting:  the  slightest 
injury  on  any  other  class  of  her  Majesty*8 
subjects.  He  should  cordially  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
Mr.  Thomeley  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  what  had  been  the  operation  of 
the  new  Corn -law  in  reference  to  our 
trade  with  the  United  States  of  America. 
By  a  return  he  had  received  from 
Liverpool,  it  appeared  that  since  the 
30th  of  April  to  the  4th  of  the  present 
month,  the  imports  of  wheat  into  Liverpool 
from  the  continent  of  Europe  was  175,484 
quarters,  while  that  from  the  United 
States  within  the  same  period  amounted 
only  to  73  quarters.  It  was  only  fair  to 
state,  that  America  chiefly  ex|)orted  flour, 
and  not  wheat ;  but  that  was  because  there 
was  no  regular  demand  from  this  country, 
which  reauired  wheat,  and  to  which  the 
offal  would  be  of  great  service.  The 
United  States  consequently  prepared  her 
exports  in  the  shape  of  flour  for  the  Wesc 
Indies  and  South  America.  An  increased 
traffic  with  the  United  States  could  not 
be  expected  so  long  as  by  the  operation  of 
the  sliding-scale  their  corn  and  flour  were 
excluded,  and  the  trade  ^iven  entirely  to 
the  near  ports  of  the  continent  of  Europe. 
He  was  an  advocate  for  the  total  repeal  of 
the  Corn-laws ;  but  if  even  the  proposition 
for  a  fixed  duty  of  8«.  had  been  adopted, 
this  country  would  now  be  enjoying  a  most 
lucrative  trade  with  America.  Mr.  Tyler, 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  an 
exceedingly  enlightened  man*  had  vetoed 
the  high  tariff  that  was  brought  into  Con- 
gress. That  gentleman  had  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Free-trade  Convention  of  Ame* 
rica,  and  there  was  no  doubt  that  he  would 
do  all  in  his  power  to  further  the  principles 
of  free-trade.  He  therefore  regretted  the 
more  particularly  that  we  should  continue 
to  exclude  America  from  those  advantages 
which  the  nearer  poits  of  Europe  enjoved 
in  the  article  of  corn,  and  at  the  same  time 
deprive  this  country  of  the  immense  bene- 
fits which  would  accrue  to  it  from  an  in- 
creased trade  with  the  United  States.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  had  recently 
congratulated  the  House  on  the  fact  of  a 
commercial  treaty  having  been  concluded 
between  thia  country  and  Portugal ;  but 
Portuf(al,  be  it  observed,  was  absolutely 
ificant  as  contrasted  with  the  United 


States.  He  was  happy  to  say,  that  meo 
who  had  formerly  differed  upon  tlieae 
subjects,  and  upon  politics  generally*  were 
now  coalescing  in  their  support  of  free- 
trade  principles.  He  had  himself  aopported 
various  items  in  the  tariff  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  when  he  was  deserted  by  many  of 
his  own  party ;  and  he  would  now  vote  for 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend*  in  the  hope 
that  those  principles  would  be  further 
carried  out. 

Sir  R,  Feel:  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  takes  credit  to  himself  for 
having  forgotten  all  party  distinctions  and 
given  me  his  cordial  support  upon  many 
points  of  the  tariff  when,  as  he  says,  I  was 
deserted  by  very  many  of  my  own  party. 
I  cannot  quite  reconcile  that  just  panegyric 
which  he  has  passed  upon  himself  with  the 
declarations  which  hare  been  made  io  the 
course  of  this  debate— that  I  and  my  Col- 
leagues have  done  nothing  whatever  to  re- 
medy the  distress  now  prevailing  in  the 
country ;  that  we  have  acted  merely  in  sub- 
servience to  the  agricultural  internt ;  and 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  see  nothing  in  our  pro- 
positions but  a  desire  to  conciliate  Ptelia- 
roentary  support,  and  to  sacrifice  to  that 
consideration  the  permanent  interests  of 
the  country.  A  reference  has  been  made  to 
the  measures  proposed  by  her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  relief  of  the  oommer« 
cial  and  financial  difficulties  of  the  country; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Potteries  has 
been,  or  has  pretended  to  be,  very  severe 
respecting  the  introduction  of  the  Income- 
tax.     He  and  other  hon.  Membere  have 
asked — ''  Is  this  the  measure  you  propose 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country  ?    Have  you 
nothing  but  an  Incomctax  to  offer  us  ?  "* 
And  the  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  de- 
monstrate, as  it  is  very  easy  with  refcrenoe 
to  any  tax  to  demonstrate,  that  that  tax 
cannot  operarate  as  a  relief*  and  that  It 
must  have  some  tendency  to  diminish  the 
demand  for  productive  industry.    I  admit 
it ;  hut  I  must  ask  in  return,  what  were 
the  circumstances  under  which  I  proposed 
the  Income-tax  ?     Was  I  responsible  for 
having  caused  the  deficiency  in  the  revenue 
of  the  country?    My  power  in  1835  was 
but  short,  and  I  have  no  right  to  take 
credit  for  any  measure  adopted  at  thai 
period;  but  in  1835  there  was  a  grsat 
surplus  of  revenue  overexpenditors  in  this 
country;  and  there  was  a  mat  sorplns 
of  revenue  over  expenditure  in  India.    In 
1841,  however,  the  deficit  in  this  ooontry 
amounted  to  neariy  2,500,000/.  and  in 
India  to  the  same  amount.    We  foondt 
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in  fkct,  the  surplus  in  each  part  of  the 
empire  converted  into  a  deficit.  I  do 
not  state  this  in  the  spirit  of  party 
recrimination ;  I  am  merely  stating  the 
facts.  It  may  be  that  the  simple  statement 
of  the  truth  is  the  severest  censure  that 
could  be  passed  ;  but  that  is  not  my  fault. 
I  am  stating  the  mere  simple  facts,  with- 
out adding  any  imputation  of  misconduct 
upon  those  who  held  the  administration  of 
affairs.  Such  a  state  of  things,  however, 
fully  justified  the  adoption  of  some  strong 
measure  for  the  maintenance  of  the  public 
credit,  and  therefore  I  say,  the  imposition 
of  the  Income-tax  was  not  a  mere  gra- 
tuitous act  on  the  part  of  the  present 
Government,  but  a  measure  rendered  abso- 
lutely necessary  by  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  It  was  doubtless  a  measure 
objectionable  in  its  nature  from  the  amount 
of  revenue  which  it  proposed  to  raise,  and 
from  the  inquisitorial  process  by  which 
that  revenue  was  to  be  obtained ;  but  still 
it  was  an  inevitable  measure,  and  for  that 
reason  I  am  not  responsible  for  those  objec- 
tions to  it.  Then  with  regard  to  the  tariff. 
Now  that  the  tariff  has  become  law  it  is 
viewed  in  a  very  different  light  from  that 
in  which  hon.  Members  professed  to  hold 
it  while  it  was  under  consideration.  When 
that  measure  was  brought  forward^  were 
not  constant  efforts  made  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  to  increase  the  dissatisfaction 
which  a  sense  of  alarm  had  necessarily  pro- 
duced on  this  side  of  the  House  ?  It  was 
then  declared  by  anticipation  that  I  dare 
not  touch  powerful  interests  in  the  enact- 
ments of  that  measure.  I  perfectly  well 
understood  the  object  of  the  many  ques- 
tions that  were  put  to  me  at  that  time  on 
the  subject  of  the  proposed  measure.  One 
hon.  Member  asked  me  whether  I  meant 
to  propose  to  reduce  the  duty  on  salmon  -, 
another  hon.  Member  expressed  his  opinion 
that  hops  would  remain  untouched,  while 
another  asked  me  whether  I  meant  to  touch 
cattle  and  foreign  meat.  Now,  the  whole 
tenour  of  those  questions  was  to  imply, 
that  in  the  proposed  tariff  it  was  the  in. 
tention  of  the  Government  to  defer  to 
powerful  interests,  and  that  it  had  not  the 
courage,  in  the  discharge  of  its  duty  to 
the  country^  to  risk  any  dissatisfaction  on 
the  part  of  its  own  supporters,  of  whom  I 
must  say  that,  although  they  did  express 
some  dissatisfiEiction,  yet  on  the  whole  they 

five  the  measure  their  general  support. 
am  bound  to  say^  at  the  same  time,  that 
I  should  have  considered  the  permanent 
deprivation  of  their  support  as  a  great  mis- 


fortune. I  look,  however,  to  what  has 
been  effected  by  the  tariff.  You  may  affect 
to  disparage  it  now,  but  when,  in  any  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  was  there  ever  so  great 
a  relaxation  of  protecting  duties  on  articles 
of  commerce  as  has  been  effected  during 
the  present  ?  You  say  we  established  by 
our  tariff  a  good  principle,  such  as  ought 
to  regulate  the  trade  of  this  country.  But, 
in  establishing  that  principle,  we  also  ac- 
companied it  by  the  declaration  that  we 
did  not  think  that  measure  could  tend 
immediately  to  mitigate  the  existing  dis- 
tress. We  said  that  those  principles,  al- 
though admitted  to  be  good,  yet,  if  applied 
hastily  and  precipitately  to  the  multifarious 
and  complicated  commercial  relations  of 
this  country,  would  only  increase  the  dis- 
tress by  creating  it  in  other  quarters. 
Though  those  principles  might  be  good  in 
themselves  we  accompanied  their  announce- 
ment by  a  declaration  that  you  could  not 
hastily  and  precipitately  apply  them  with- 
out actually  increasing  the  distress.  Look 
to  the  tariff,  I  rei)eat,  and  see  the  amount 
of  reductions  made  in  the  duties  on  raw 
materials— on  those  which  are  the  elements 
of  manufactures.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
Corn-laws.  Why  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  admits  that  the  new  Corn-law  is 
infinitely  better  than  the  former  one,  that 
it  will  lead  to  the  introduction  of  foreign 
corn  at  a  lower  price,  and  insure  at  least 
a  more  regular,  if  a  more  moderate  trade  ; 
but  he  goes  on  to  add  his  belief  that  a  still 
greater  benefit  would  be  derived  by  a  still 
greater  freedom — by  what  he  calls  a  still 
greater  improvement.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  last  addressed  the  House  has  substan- 
tially admitted  the  same  thing.  Why  then, 
if  the  tariff  be  admitted  to  have  done  so 
much,  if  it  have  removed  the  protecting  du- 
ties on  cattle  and  meat,  and  if  the  new  Corn- 
law  is  admitted  to  be  a  great  improvement 
upon  that  which  before  existed,  I  must  say 
it  is  somewhat  extraordinary  that  at  the 
close  of  a  Session  which  has  been  almost 
entirely  devoted  to  the  consideration  of 
these  subjects,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  all  unite  to  disparage  everything 
that  has  been  done,  and  say  that  what  re- 
mains to  be  done  is  the  only  thing  that 
can  remedy  the  distress  of  the  country.  I 
know  how  difficult  it  is  at  all  to  attempt 
to  blame  those  who  make  statements  in 
this  House  as  to  the  distress  of  the  country. 
It  is  impossible  to  deny  the  existence  of 
great  distress ;  but  at  the  same  time  I  must 
say  that  I  think  the  tone  that  has  been 
taken  in  the  course  of  this  debate  with  re« 
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spect  to  the  condition  of  the  country  is 
more  desponding  than  the  real  circum- 
stances of  the  country  justify.  Observe,  I 
fully  admit,  and  I  deeply  deplore  the  great 
distress  which  prevails ;  but  I  cannot  con* 
cur  with  those  who  represent  this  country 
as  being  in  a  hopeless  state  of  distress  and 
suffering.  On  this  subject  I  will  refer  to 
one  or  two  facts  connected  with  the  gene- 
ral condition  of  the  country.  I  will  first 
compare  the  increase  of  the  population 
during  the  last  ten  years  with  the  increase 
of  inhabited  houses-^  test  of  the  improve- 
ment of  the  country  which  I  think  a  very 
fair  one ;  for  if  the  number  of  inhabited 
houses  in  a  country  falls  off  in  proportion 
to  the  increase  of  the  population,  you  might 
then  fairly  infer  that  the  condition  of  that 
country  was  deteriorated.  Now,  it  ap- 
pears that  in  England  and  Wales  the  num- 
ber of  inhabited  houses  has  in  the  great 
majority  of  counties  increa«ed  in  propor- 
tion to  the  increase  of  the  population. 
From  the  population  returns  that  are  about 
to  be  presented  to  the  House  I  am  able  to 
take  a  return  of  the  increase  per  cent,  of 
tlie  population  in  1841,  as  compared  with 
1831,  and  also  a  return  of  the  increase  of 
inhabited  houses  during  the  same  period. 
It  appears  that  in  the  period  I  have  named, 
with  res])ect  to  the  English  counties,  that 
in  34  out  of  tlie  40  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease per  cent,  of  the  number  of  inhabited 
houses  as  compared  with  the  increase  of 
the  population,  while  in  the  remaining  six 
there  has  been  a  decrease.  In  Wales  there 
has  been  a  positive  increase  in  every 
county.  At  the  same  time,  I  will  at  once 
admit  that  there  might  appear  such  an  in- 
crease during  a  period  of  ten  years,  and 
yet  there  might  exist  very  considerable 
distress.  I  will  now  approach  the  argu- 
ments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester, 
but  before  doing  so,  I  may  as  wdl  notice 
what  fell  from  him  on  the  subject  of  depu- 
tatiotis.  The  hon.  Member  com  plains  that 
a  deputation  of  shopkeepers  from  Man- 
chester came  here,  and  that  I  declined  to 
see  them.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  it  was  with  great  regret  that  I  de- 
clined to  see  them,  but  at  the  same  time  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  to  place  some  re- 
striction upon  the  employment  of  time.  I 
do  attempt  to  devote  all  the  time  I  poa* 
sibly  can  to  the  public  service.  Nine 
hours  a-day  at  least  during  the  sitting  of 
Parliament  are  required  for  attendance  in 
this  House.  The  applications  from  depu^ 
tations  are  very  numerous,  and  there  are 
pabKc  duties  required  of  a  Minister  out  of 


the  walls  of  Parliament  of  a  most  onerous 
and  important  nature.  Therefore,  the  re- 
presentatives  or  deputations  of  the  people 
must  not  attribute  it  to  disrespect  or  to 
Huy  indifference  to  the  eufferings  of  those 
whom  they  represent,  if,  when  they  seek 
interviewH,  it  is  utterly  impossible  for 
public  men  to  reconcile  the  performance  of 
their  duties  in  this  Hou«ie  and  elsewhere 
with  the  general  reception  of  all  deputa- 
tions that  may  apply  to  them  for  audi- 
ence. I  must  say,  too,  that  in  deputations 
there  is  rather  a  dlspositicm  to  (brget  the 
objects  with  which  the  interview  is  ori- 
ginally accorded,  and  that,  instead  of  con- 
fining'themselves  to  the  statement  of  useAil 
facts,  they  are  apt  to  avail  themselves  of 
those  interviews  as  affording  opportunities 
for  oratorical  display.  To  simple  state- 
ments of  facts  I  am  always  disposed  to 
listen  with  patience^  but  of  mere  declama- 
tion we  all  hear  so  mucli  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  Gentlemen  must  not  be 
surpriseil  if  I  sometimes  am  disposed  to 
turn  rather  an  unwilling  ear  to  it  when 
coming  from  those  (I  speak  it  not  in  dls- 
res|iect  of  either  tlieir  powers  or  inten- 
tions) who  are  somewhat  disposed  to  abuse 
the  privilege  of  a  deputation*  to  travel 
from  the  fkcts  of  a  case,  and  itidoige  their 
own  love  of  eloquence.  I  repeat  that  I 
have  not,  personally,  the  least  disiacli na- 
tion to  hear  gentlemen  ooming  to  me  in 
that  capacity,  but  I  must  entreat  tlitrm  to 
remember  that  the  time  of  a  public  maa 
is  public  property.  To  petum,  however, 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester.  The 
hoB.  Member,  pursuing  that  course  of  dis- 
paiagiogthe  tariff  to  which  1  have  already 
referred,  says — '*  You  havae  reduced  tftie 
duty  on  coflfee,  to  be  sure,  hut  of  what  use 
is  it  to  reduce  the  duty  on  ooShe  unless 
you  reduce  that  on  sugar  also  ?^  But  I 
will  mention  one  or  two  facts  with  regaid 
to  the  actual  consumption  of  sugar  whidi, 
besides  that  they  biear  upon  the  hoo. 
Gentleman's  argument,  wtN  alssflliow  hour 
unwise  it  is  to  adopt  a  too  despairing  toM 
with  regard  to  tlie  condition  of  the  coun* 
try,  at  all  events  as  ^r  as  the  concumptioo 
of'^  articles  of  food  is  oonoemed.  Now,  tt 
appears  that,  notwithstanding  them  has 
been  no  reduction  of  the  duty  en  sugar, 
the  quantity  of  sugar  consumed  in  the 
year  1842  as  compared  with  tlie  year 
1841  has  much  incrmed.  I  hope  that  thu 
hon.  Gentleman  will  set  In  that  ftct  a 
reason  why  he  should  not  altogether  dcs« 
pair  of  an  increase  In  ^  oonsunipliou  of 
coflee>  and  aho  why  we  shouM  4m  omuM 
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hov  we  make  use  of  too  despondiog  lan- 
guage with  regard  to  the  general  condition 
of  the  country.  Take  the  comparative 
quantity  of  sugar  consumed  in  1841  with 
that  consumed  in  1842,  The  quantity  of 
sugar  consumed  up  to  the  6th  of  April, 
1841 J  from  the  same  period  in  the  preced- 
ing year,  was  d»516»000  cwt.,  whilst  the 
quantity  consumed  up  to  the  same  period 
in  the  year  1842  was  3,998,000  cwt,  being 
an  increase  of  482,000  cwt.  in  the  latter 
year.  Then  again,  let  us  take  as  another 
te»t  the  increase  in  the  amount  of  shipping 
in  the  port  of  London ;  but  first  I  must 
observe,  with  respect  to  the  increase  of  the 
consumption  of  sugar,  that  when  such  an 
increase  takes  place,  even  whilst  the 
amount  of  duty  continued  the  same  as  it 
had  been  in  the  preceding  year,  it  is  in 
some  degree  an  evidence  that  the  distress 
which  is  admitted  to  exist  in  the  country 
has  been  overrated.  Now  with  respect  to 
the  increase  of  shipping  in  the  port  of 
London.  1  do  not  at  present  speak  from 
official  documents,  my  information  being 
derired  from  the  reports  of  the  St.  Katha- 
rine's Dock  Company,  but  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  that  the  report  is  one  in  the  accu- 
racy of  which  perfect  confidence  can  be 
placed*  It  appears  from  this  report,  that 
on  a  comparison  of  the  arrivals  of  vessels, 
in  the  first  six  months  of  1841  and  of  1842, 
the  increase  of  vessels  in  the  port  of  Lon- 
don in  the  latter  amounted  to  140  ships, 
and  that  the  amount  of  tonnage  waa  in  a 
corresponding  proportion.  But  it  might 
probably  be  said  that  a  great  proportion  of 
these  snips  were  foreign  vessels.  But  it 
may  probably  be  said  that  thb  increase  is 
derived  from  foreign  shipping;  that  fo- 
reign ships  are  employed  to  bring  corn  to 
this  country,  and  that  increase  may  be 
simultaneous  with  the  decrease  of  British 
shipping;  bat  that  is  not  so;  there  has 
been  a  decrease  of  foreign  ships  to  the 
number  of  sixty,  while  the  increase  of  Bri- 
tish ships  is  nearly  200.  Without  deny- 
ing, therefore,  the  existence  of  distress, 
which  I  would  by  no  means  be  understood 
to  do,  I  contend  that  when  we  see  such 
aft  increase  in  an  article  of  general  con- 
sumption without  any  reduction  of  the 
duty  in  the  article  having  taken  place,  and 
when  we  see  such  an  increase  of  ships  and 
tonnage  in  the  port  of  London,  we  ought 
not  to  endeavour  to  make  it  appear  to 
foreign  nations,  nor  to  impress  upon  our 
own  people  at  home,  that  the  prospects  of 
the  country  are  so  gloomy  as  some  hon. 
Gtatlemeft  would  have  us  conceive.    In 


Liverpool  an  increase  of  the  shipping, 
though  only  a  slight  one,  took  place  during 
the  first  six  months  of  the  present  year, 
as  compared  with  the  corresponding  pe- 
riod of  the  year  1842.  I  have  some  hesi- 
tation, however,  in  holding  out  any  pros- 
pect of  immediate  improvement  in  our 
present  condition  as  likely  to  arise  from 
the  changes  which  have  been  made.  We 
must  not  hastily  eround  hopes  of  improve- 
ment following  directly  upon  the  altera- 
tions which  have  been  made  in  the  Corn- 
law  and  in  the  tariff,  though  there  appears 
already  to  be  a  tendency  to  a  gradual 
increase  in  the  importation  of  foreign  corn. 
The  principal  charge  against  the  old  law 
was,  that  it  held  out  no  encouragement  to 
a  fair  and  steady  trade,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  its  irregular  fluctuations  led  to 
sudden  large  importations,  in  return  for 
which  we  had  to  send  out  our  cold.  This 
evil  seems  likely  to  be  remedied  by  the 
present  law,  and,  as  far  as  I  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  judging;,  it  appears  to  me 
that  we  may  calculate  upon  a  regular  and 
gradually  increasing  importation.  In  ex- 
pressing this  opinion  I  would  not  be  under- 
stood to  draw  a  too  sanguine  inference 
from  the  short  experience  which  the  oper- 
ation of  the  measure  has  afforded ;  but  I 
am  of  opinion  that  we  shall  have  such  a 
regular  influx  of  foreign  corn  as  will  not 
tend  to  deranee  the  monetary  system,  and 
that  in  addition  to  the  regularity  of  the 
supply  we  may  also  look  for  a  gradual 
increase.  From  the  accounts  which  appear 
in  some  of  the  public  prints  I  rather  infer  a 
hope  of  an  improvement  in  our  commercial 
position  than  feel  any  inclination  to  in- 
dulge in  the  gloomy  apprehensions  which 
some  Gentlemen  express.  I  have  this  day 
seen  in  a  public  paper,  by  no  means  fa- 
vourable to  the  operation  of  the  Corn-laws 
or  to  the  Government  that  which  places  the 
commercial  condition  of  the  country  in  a 
more  favourable  point  of  view  than  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  inclined  to  survey  it. 
The  passape  occurs  in  the  city  article, 
which  renders  it  the  more  important,  as 
this  part  of  a  newspaper  is  more  than  any 
other  portion  divested  of  party  or  political 
bias.    The  article  runs  thus  :«^ 

''City,  twelve  o'clock. — ^The  symptoms  of 
improvement  in  trade  become  daily  more  de- 
cided, and  confidence  is  certainly  reviving, 
but  without  producing  any  material  advance 
in  the  prices  of  merchandise,  which  remain  at 
very  low  rates.  In  the  difficulty  of  finding 
employment  for  money  in  pubUc  securities  or 
other  solid  investments,  and  the  excessively 
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low  rate  of  interest,  it  is  possible  capitalists 
may  now  once  more  turn  their  attention  to 
merchandise^  to  hold  it  for  better  times." 

This  18  the  opinion  of  a  writer,  who 
certainly  gives  it  disinterestedly,  inasmuch 
as  he  is  by  no  means  favourable  to  the 
Government.  In  addition  to  this,  if  we 
look  to  the  more  recent  accounts  received 
from  those  districts  where  the  distress  is 
stated  to  have  been  greatest,  we  shall  6nd 
still  stronger  inducements  to  hope  for  more 
favourable  prospects.  What  are  the  accounts 
recently  received  from  Manchester,  which 
is  the  centre  of  the  districts  where  the  dis- 
tress has  been  most  felt?  Again,  I  must 
beg  not  to  be  misunderstood  as  underrating 
the  distress,  or  as  speaking  with  too  great 
confidence  with  respect  to  the  prospects  of 
relief.  I  merely  refer  to  the  accounts 
which  I  lay  before  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  discouraging  the  desponding  tone 
which  has  been  so  much  indulged  in.  The 
paper  from  which  I  am  about  to  quote, 
The  Manchester  Otcarcltaii,  is  one  opposed 
to  the  policy  of  her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  article,  which  is  dated  July  19th,  runs 
thus: 

^  We  are  happy  to  be  enabled  to  state  that 
the  improvement  which  manifested  itself  last 
week  has  continued  down  to  the  (present 
time,  and  that  a  more  healthy  feeling  prevails 
in  the  market  than  at  any  period  for  some 
time  past.  The  large  sales  of  produce  made 
under  the  operation  of  the  new  tariff  have  li- 
berated a  considerable  amount  of  capital  which 
has  been  for  some  time  locked  up,  thereby 
placing  additional  means  at  the  disposal  of  the 
more  active  and  enterprising  merchants  of  the 
country:  and,  as  a  general  impression  pre- 
vails, that  the  prices  of  cotton  manufactures 
are  now  at  their  lowest  point,  the  inclination 
to  make  purchases  for  the  foreign  markets  has 
become  more  general.  It  is  not  very  probable 
that  any  substantial  improvement  in  prices 
can  take  place  until,  by  the  result  of  a  good 
harvest  or  by  a  cbanffe  of  the  Corn*law,  the 
great  bulk  of  the  working  classes  of  the  coun- 
try, whose  entire  earnings  are  now  absorbed  in 
the  purchase  of  food,  shall  be  enabled  to  pro* 
cure  those  supplies  of  clothing  of  which  they 
stand  so  much  in  need."    (Chiert,) 

I  understand  that  cheer,  and  I  can  only 
say,  that  I  should  feel  it  unfair  to  repress 
that  passage,  and  I  refer  to  the  whole 
article  with  the  greater  satisfaction,  be- 
cause it  shows,  upon  the  testimony  of  a 
disinterested  witneu,  that  a  great  improve- 
ment has  taken  place.  Coming,  as  it  does 
from  a  quarter  which  would  altogether 
repeal  the  Corn-laws,  it  is  gratifying  to 
4nd  a  candid  admission  made  that  the 
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improvement  spoken  of  a  week  prevtoosly 
continues  from  the  last  week  up  to  the 
present.  I  am  ready  ta  admit,  that  these 
statements  furnish  grounds  too  slight  for 
confidence  in  the  future ;  but  I  refer  to 
them  to  show  that  it  is  probable  the 
extreme  point  of  depression  bad  arrived, 
and  that  having  passed,  we  may,  withoat 
indulging  a  too  sanguine  hope,  expect  that 
better  times  will  shortly  arrive.  With 
respect  to  what  has  been  urged  as  to  oar 
trade  with  America,  when  I  compare  and 
reflect  upon  all  that  I  have  read  upon  that 
subject,  though  I  will  not  deny  the  great 
advantage  to  be  derived  from  a  commer- 
cial intercourse  with  that  country,  and  the 
hopes  which  might  be  indulged  in  for  an 
extension  of  that  intercoorse,  still,  I  think, 
the  advantages  have  been  overrated  as  far 
as  regards  the  importation  of  com  from 
that  country.  What  is  the  opinion  of  one 
of  the  most  determined  advocates  of  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  when  addressing 
himself  to  the  point  ?    He  says, — 

''  It  is  needless  to  take  up  the  readers  time 
by  entering  into  any  lengthened  deuils  with 
respect  to  the  corn-trade  of  the  United  Sutes. 
It  is  abundantly  certain,  that  we  need  not 
look  to  that  quarter  for  any  considerable  sop- 
plies.  American  wheat,  thoush  decidedly  in. 
ferior  to  British  wheat,  is  seldom  under  40s. 
a  quarter  in  New  York,  and  is  frequently  much 
higher.  Latterly,  the  culture  of  wheat  has 
been  decreasing  in  the  United  Sutes,  and  a 
material  decrease  has  taken  place  in  the  ex- 
ports of  flour.  Indeed,  everybody  acquainted 
with  such  matters  knows,  that  within  the  last 
half  dozen  years  considerable  quantities  of 
flour  have  oeen  shipped  from  Dantzic  and 
other  European  ports  for  America.** 

That  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  M'Calloch 
with  respect  to  the  prospects  of  immensely 
extended  commercial  mtercourse  by  ad* 
mitting  the  corn  of  the  United  Sutes.  He 
may  have  taken  too  unfavourable  a  view 
— a*  more  unfavonrable  view  thanf  the 
facts  will  justify;  but,  on  the  other  hand» 
when  I  see  such  confident  statements  put 
forward  by  the  advocates  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn-iaws,  I  certainly  am  induced  to 
distrust  the  prophecies  by  which  we  are 
told  to  expect  a  perfect  degree  of  prospe* 
rity  from  a  free  admission  of  Americaa 
com.  With  respect  to  the  motion  itself, 
of  course,  I  need  scarcely  say,  that  it  ia 
utterly  out  of  my  power  to  give  ny 
consent  to  it«  The  motion  ia  rather  a 
lon^  one  in  terms,  bot  when  the  sense 
of  It  is  extracted,  it  cornea  to  neilher 
more  nor  leas  than  tbia^—a  pledge  oo  Ibi 
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part  of  the  House  to  repeal  tbe  Corn-laws 
at  an  early  period  of  the  next  Session. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  other  remedy 
for  the  distresses  of  the  country  than  a 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  and  he  indicates 
pretty  clearly,  in  the  terms  of  his  motion, 
that  the  measnre  he  will  be  disposed  to 
recommend  is  the  application  of  the  sound 
principles  of  commerce,  which  have  been 
partially  acted  upon  by  her  Majesty's 
Govemmenty  to  the  food  of  the  people ; 
and  he  makes  a  confident  prophecy  that 
by  the  application  of  those  principles  a 
great  stimulus  would  be  imparted  to  trade 
and  industry,  and  the  calamities  which  the 
arrifal  of  winter  will  inevitably  produce 
would  be  averted.  He  proposes  that  the 
House  should  address  her  Majesty  to 
summon  Parliament  at  a  very  early  pe- 
riod. Now,  in  the  first  place,  on  consti- 
tutional grounds,  I  think  the  House  ought 
to  exercise  with  great  caution  the  power 
which  it  unquestionably  possesses  of  ad- 
dressing the  Crown  to  summon  Parlia- 
ment. There  have  been  instances  no 
doubt,  although  not  very  frequent,  in 
which  Parliament  has  given  advice  to  the 
Crown  for  the  summoning  of  Parliament ; 
but  the  case  ought  to  be  peculiar  and  the 
necessity  very  urgent,  when  the  House 
undertakes  to  advise  the  Crown  with  re- 
spect to  the  exercise  of  that  prerogative. 
If  that  should  be  frequently  done,  the 
House  would  come  to  be  the  judge  of  ex- 
ercising the  prerogative,  and  not  the 
Crown.  If,  indeed,  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  lost  the  confidence  of  Par- 
liament, I  could  perfectly  understand  the 
object  of  an  address  to  her  Majesty  to 
take  that  course.  But  Parliament  has 
not  manifested  a-  disposition  to  withdraw 
its  confidence  from  her  Majesty's  present 
advisers.  The  Government  is  responsible 
for  the  advice  it  gives  to  the  Crown  with 
respect  to  the  exercise  of  this  prerogative 
as  well  as  any  other.  If  the  circumstances 
of  the  country  should,  in  the  opinion  of 
Parliament,  require  that  it  should  be  called 
together  at  a  particular  period.  Parliament 
vrould  have  a  perfect  right  to  question  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  abstaining 
from  giving  that  advice.  I  do  not  appre- 
hend that  the  responsibility  of  Govern- 
ment would  be  increased  by  any  such  ad- 
dress as  that  which  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses, the  responsibility  of  Ministers  would 
rtsmain  the  same.  Her  Maiesty's  Govern- 
ment ought  to  summon  Parliament,  if  they 
believe  that  that  step  would  mitigate  the 


distress.  I  give  no  assurances,  no  pledge 
upon  that  subject,  but  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying,  that  I  should  think  it  a 
dereliction  of  my  public  duty  as  a  Minister 
if,  foreseeing  that  the  summoning  of  Par- 
liament would  mitigate  the  distress  of  the 
country,  I  refrained  from  giving  advice  to 
the  Crown  to  do  so.  But  can  you  carry  it 
further  than  that?  Leave  the  responsi- 
bility to  the  Executive  Government;  if 
they  fail  to  do  that  which  is  right,  then 
question  their  acts ;  but  I  think  it  would 
be  inexpedient  that  Parliament  should 
share  with  the  Executive  Government  the 
responsibility  of  exercising  a  prerogative 
of  that  nature.  I  deprecate  also  this  mo- 
tion as  I  have  deprecated  many  others, 
believing  that  to  carry  it  would  aggravate 
the  distress  of  the  country.  See  what 
uncertainty  the  carrying  of  the  motion 
would  produce  in  respect  to  the  applica- 
tion of  capital.  What  is  meant  is,  that 
Parliament  should  meet  in  November  for 
the  purpose  of  altering  the  Corn-laws.  It 
is  wrapped  up  in  a  great  variety  of  phrases, 
but  the  country  will  understand,  as  clearly 
as  I  do,  or  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  does, 
that  the  object  of  the  motion  is  neither 
more  nor  less  than  to  attempt  to  impose 
on  her  Majesty's  Government  a  necessity 
for  calling  Parliament  together  in  October 
or  November.  But  who  would  bring  fo- 
reign corn  into  the  market  while  that 
seemed  impending?  If  it  be  the  sense  of 
the  House,  that  Parliament  should  meet 
at  an  early  period  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
pealing or  materially  altering  the  Corn- 
law,  you  will  interpose  a  new  discourage- 
ment to  the  regularoperation  of  commercial 
dealings  under  the  present  law,  and  offer 
a  fresh  ionpediment  to  that  relief  which  you 
anticipate  from  the  free  admission  of  fo- 
reign corn.  The  duty  is  now  at  8«.,  and 
there  may  be  a  prospect  of  its  rising,  in 
consequence  of  the  decrease  in  the  price 
of  corn.  At  present,  therefore,  there  is 
an  inducement  to  bring  corn  out  of  bond, 
for  the  purpose  of  introducing  it  into 
home  consumption.  But  if  the  holders 
of  this  corn  think  it  probable,  that  Parlia- 
ment will  interfere,  and  permit  corn  to  be 
introduced  at  a  duty  of  4s.  or  25.,  or 
without  any  duty  at  all,  is  it  probable  that 
any  man  will  subject  himself  to  the  loss 
of  the  Bs.  duty,  by  taking  out  his  corn 
now  ?  It  does  appear,  therefore,  that  tbe 
motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
a  tendency  to  aggravate  public  distress, 
by  introducing  a  fresh  element  of  uncer* 
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tainty  into  commercial  dealings,  and  by 
preventing  foreign  corn  from  being  taken 
out  of  bond,  ander  the  operation  of  the 
preeent  law.     1    with    hon.    Gentlemen 
could  think  it  coneittent  with  their  duty 
to  abstain  from  bringing  forward  motions 
which,  by  eaciting  uncertainty  as  to  the 
future  conduct  of  Parliament,  have,  in  my 
opinion,  the  effect  of  deranging  commerce 
and  increasing  the  pressure  of  distress. 
These  are  the  grounds  on  which  I  must 
offer  my  decided  opposition  to  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     I  claim  for  the 
commercial  and  financial  measures  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  fair  trial  -by 
which  their  merits  must  ultimately  be  de- 
termined.    If  the  circumstances  of  the 
country  require  the  intervention  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  1  said  before,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  Ministers,  on  their  proper  responsibility, 
and  in  the  exercise  of  their  proper  func- 
tions, to  tender  that  advice  to  the  Crown, 
but  Parliament  would  be  stepping  out  of 
its  proper  hinctions  by  interfering  with 
the  exercise  of  their  discretion.     On  these 
combined  grounds— the  danger  of  excit- 
ing commercial  disturbance  by  exciting 
false  hopes*  and  undue  interference  with 
the  prerogative~-mnusual,  except  under 
special  and    peculiar  circumstances— I 
offer  my  decided  opposition  to  this  motion. 
Viioount  Palm§rslon,  spoke  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect.*     Nothing  can    be    more 
aatisfactorj  to  this  side  of  the  House  than 
the  debate,  if  debate  it  can  be  called,  of  this 
evening.    The  argument  has  been  all  on 
one  side,  while  on  the  other  side  there  has 
been  little  but  what  a  celebrated  French 
diplomatist  praised   in    a  friend  of  bis, 
namely, ''  a  most  agreeable  silence."    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  certainly  not  been  troubled 
this  evening,  bv  his  supporters^  with  any  of 
those  oratoricsi  displays,  of  which  he  has 
complained  so  much  as  having  been  inflicted 
upon  him  by  the  members  of  deputations. 
But  I  find  no  fault  with  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  for  their  silence ;  there  is  an  old 
maxim,  and  a  very  good  one,  ''  When  you 
have  nothing  to  say,  say  nothing,"  and  as 
they  have   no  arguments    wherewith  to 
meet  the  unanswerable  reasoning  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  they  have  shewn  a  sound 
diacretbn  in  preserving  an  almost  unbroken 
silence.    With  the  exoention  of  the  Cabinet 
Ministers  who  have  spolen,  there  has  been 
but  one  infringement  of  this  silence ;  tor 


*  From  a  ooneeted  itport* 


the  few  words  which  fell  from  the  ho9. 
Member  for  Norfolk  can  scarcely  be  said  |p 
be  an  exoeption,  as  he  only  made  some 
remarks  upon  a  particular  despatch  whidh 
had  been  mentioned  in  the  debate.  The 
only  exception  then  to  this  dead  silence  on 
the  part  of  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, was  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shrewsbury,  and  even  of  that  qieech 
the  greater  part  bad  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  domestic  distress,  the  question  under 
discussion^  hut  turned  entirely  upon  Foreign 
Affiurs.  That  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to 
have  one  fixed  idea;  all  the  evils  of  the 
country,  acoordiw  to  him,  are  owing  to 
the  diplomacy  of  the  late  Government* 
Whatever  is  wrong,  whether  at  home  or 
abroad,  whether  it  be  manufacturing  dis- 
tress, or  commercial  embarrassment,  it  is 
all  the  fruit  of  the  diplomacy  of  the  late 
Government,  a  diplomacy  which  he  has 
characterised  by  an  expression  I  am  unaUe 
to  understand ;  and  which  he  stigmatises 
as  an  anti-commercial  diplomacy.  I  can 
understand  what  is  meant  by  *'  anti-oom- 
merdal  legislation ;"  I  can  understand 
what  is  meant  by  *'  an  anti-commercial 
policy,"  but  what ''  anti-commercial  diplo- 
macy" means,  I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me 
comprehend.  I  feel,  however,  somewhat 
relieved  from  the  pain  which  the  boo.  Geiu 
tleman's  censure  would  otherwise  have 
given  me,  by  finding  that  the  same  con- 
demnation, which  he  has  pronounced  upon 
me,  extends  backwards  to  all  with  one 
exception,  who  have  administered  our 
foreign  afiairs  since  the  year  1815.  In- 
deed, his  great  complaint  is,  that  the  set- 
tlement of  Europe  which  took  place  in 
1815,  was  what  he  oaUa  an  act  of  anti- 
commercial  diplomacy,  and  that  the  Con- 
ffrem  which  made  that  settlement,  did  not 
frame  tariA  sufficiently  advantt^eoosly  to 
England.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seeoM  lo 
Mnk  that  the  Congress  of  Vienna  was 
assembled  to  settle  tari£L  I  should  like 
to  see  the  surprise  with  which  the  eminent 
and  distinguished  statesmen  who  composed 
that  Congresi,  and  who  imagined  that  they 
were  there  and  then  asMmUed  to  arranfe 
the  mat  political  interests  of  Europe, 
would  have  neaxd  the  censure  which  Urn 
hon.  Gentleman  has  pronounced  upon  their 
transactions.  But  tboe  was  one  exception 
to  the  sweqpingcensure  which  the  hon«Gen- 
tleman  has  passed  upon  all  our  o%m  Minis- 
ters for  Foreign  Anairs ;  that  exception  is 
Mr.  Canning.  Mr.  Canning  savs  the 
hon«  Gentleman,  boasted  that  he  ban  called 
into  eiistence  the  marketa  of  the  new 
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world,  to  make  amends  for  the  losi  of  the 
markets  of  the  old  world ;  and  his,  says  the 
hoB.  Gentleman,  was  indeed  a  oommercial 
diplomacy.  Tliis,  truly,  is  a  new  disco- 
very; I  had  always  imagined  that  in  the 
eelebrated  speech  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alludes,  Mr.  Canning  boasted  that  he 
had  called  the  new  world  into  existence  to 
redress  the  balance  of  the  old.  It  was  a 
great  political,  and  not  a  commercial  mea- 
sure, that  Mr.  Canning  prided  himself  on 
having,  on  that  occasion,  achieved.  The 
hon.  &entleman  is  so  haunted  with  this 
notion  of  commercial  diplomacy^  that  as  he 
went  on  I  really  expected  to  hear  him  attri- 
bute all  the  domestic  distress  of  the  ci  luntry 
to  oar  consuls  abroad ;  and  so  far  at  least  I 
have  to  thank  him  on  behalf  of  that  portion 
of  the  establishment  of  the  department 
over  which  I  had  the  honor  to  preside,  for 
having,  on  this  occasion,  at  least  spared  the 
ooDSuls,  and  having  vented  the  whole  of  his 
eensure  upon  the  individual  who  had  tlie 
management  oi  the  foreign  department 
under  the  late  Government.  As  to  the 
diargeB  made  against  me,  I  meet  assertion 
by  counter-assertion.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  without  giving  any  proof  whatever, 
asserts  that  the  diplomatic  policy  of  the 
late  Government  was  adverse  to  the  com- 
meiciai  interests  of  the  country ;  now  1 
maintain  on  the  contrary  that  it  was  emi- 
nently favourable  to  those  oommereial 
interests,  and  I  assert  that  there  never  was 
aa  administration,  which  in  the  same  space 
of  time  devoted  more  attention^  and  with 
more  sueoess  to  the  oommercial  interests  of 
liie  country,  than  did  the  administration 
which  ermdueted  its  afliurs  from  1880  to 
1840*  i  will  meet  the  hon.  Gentleman  on 
die  very  point  on  whieh  he  has  placed  the 
issue.  He  has  accused  us  of  havins 
omitted  to  conelude  certain  commercial 
treaties,  whieh  he  thinks  we  might  have  ob- 
tamed;  Afideudy  thinking  that  die  atten- 
tiou  of  a  Government  to  the  oommercial 
interests  of  the  country  may  be  measured 
by  the  number  of  commercial  treaties 
whieh  it  concludes.  We^l,  what  is  the 
fltnta  of  our  eommerdal  treaties  ^  There 
mee  at  present  about  thirty-four  oommereial 
treaties  of  one  kind  or  another  eubnsting 
between  this  country  and  foreign  sutes:  of 
tihese»  eighteen  w^e  ooncluded  in  all  time, 
before  the  end  of  1830,  vfhen  we  came  in, 
and  fifteen  were  concluded  by  us;  since  we 
wuttt  uut,  another  has  been  concluded  with 
Portugal,  and  if  we  may  he  dlowed  to 
okdm  aonsa  share  of  the  mevit  hektising  to 
that  «wty,  whieh  Ae  right  hon.  Banmetj 


the  Member  for  Tamwortb  told  us  the 
other  day  was  the  result  of  a  long  pending 
negnciation,  which  had  been  conaiioted  up 
to  a  certain  point  by  the  late  Government^ 
we  may  say  that  nearly  half  the  eommer- 
cial  treaties  now  in  existenoe  between  this 
country  and  other  States,  were  either  eon- 
duded  by  us,  or  were  the  results  of  our 
negotiations.  But  the  hon.  Geptleman 
has  said  that  we  did  not  succeed  in  some 
particular  cases,  and  especially  in  our  nego- 
tiation with  FrancOf  H^  said  that  our 
failure  was  our  own  faulty  and  that  we 
might  have  concluded  a  commercial  tr^ty 
with  France*  but  that  we  declined  to  do 
so.  He  has  been  misinformed ;  there 
never  was  a  moment  at  which  the  late 
Government,  taking  all  matters  into  oonu- 
deration,  could  have  concluded  with  France 
such  a  commercial  arrangement  as  would, 
in  our  opiniouj  have  been  advantageous  to 
this  country.  The  hon.  Member  doubts 
what  I  said  on  a  former  opca^on  of  the  in- 
disposition of  public  men,  and  of  the  public 
mind  iu  France  towards  the  commerdal 
interests  of  this  country,  and  he  espeeially 
seems  sceptical  as  to  what  I  stated  generally 
on  that  occasion,  without  then  going  into 
particulars,  as  to  the  nature  of  a  commu.. 
nication  made  to  this  Government  about 
five  years  ago,  by  Count  Mol^,  then  Minis- 
ter of  France.  I  will  now  state  to  the 
hon.  Member  and  to  the  House,  the  lub- 
stanee  of  that  communication,  and  I  will 
leave  them  to  judge  of  the  spirit  of  oom- 
mercial jealousy  towards  England  which  it 
displayed.  There  was  then  a  negNJatioo 
on  foot  for  a  commercial  treaty  between  us 
and  Spain ;  and  this  country  was  on  the 
best  possible  terms  with  France,  In  that 
state  of  tilings  the  French  ambassador  at 
this  Court  read  to  me,  by  command  of 
Count  Mol^,  a  despatdi  addressed  by  Count 
Mole  to  that  ambassador,  stating  that  the 
French  Government  had  heard  that  we 
were  in  negotiation  with  Spain  for  a  com- 
mercial treaty ;  that  he  darned  it  due  lo 
that  foankoess  which  belonged  to  the 
friendly  relations  then  existing  between  the 
two  countries  to  state  to  the  EngUdi  Go- 
vernment fairly,  that  whatever  influence 
France  could  exert  in  Spain  would  be  em* 
(Joyed  to  prevent  the  oondusioa  of  eny 
such  treaty.  It  was  quite  true,  Coiwt 
Mol6  said,  that  England  wanted  only  to 
be  put  in  regaid  to  her  oommeree  with 
Spain  upon  the  foodog  of  equally  with 
other  countries ;  but  such  is  the  skiUf  such 
the  capital,  aod  auA  the  eatamim  of 
Goaunene,  that  whemiir  fBglttid 
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meets  Fnnoe  or  any  other  country,  in  a 
foreign  market,  on  a  footing  of  nominal 
equauty,  she  is  sure  to  enjoy  a  real  supe« 
riority,  and  therefore  the  trench  Govern- 
ment would  feel  itself  justified  in  exerting 
all  the  influence  which  it  possessed  in  fo- 
reign countries  to  prevent  England  from 
concluding  any  treaty  of  commerce,  not 
only  with  Spain,  hut  with  Belgium,  or  with 
any  other  State,  Portugal  alone  excepted, 
the  ancient  and  intimate  political  connec- 
tion between  England  and  Portugal  ap- 
pearii^  to  Count  Mol6  to  give  to  England  a 
sort  of  claim  to  a  commercial  treaty  with 
Portugal.     Such  was  the  official  commu- 
nication made  to  me.     It  was  made  in  a 
fair,  open,  straightforward  manner;  and  if 
the  French  Government  did  entertain  such 
sentiments,  it  did  them  honour  candidly 
to  declare  them.     But  the  statement  I  have 
made  must  show  to  the  House  how  great 
were  the  difficulties  which  we  had  to  con- 
tend  with  in   negotiating  a  commercial 
arrangement  with  France.    Count  Mol^ 
indeed,  is  far  too  enlightened  a  statesman 
to  have  himself  entertained  such  sentiments 
as  were  expressed  in  his  despatch ;  and  he 
yielded,  no  doubt,  to  necessities  which  he 
could  not  control.     But  what  must  have 
been  the  difficulty  of  successfully  conduct- 
ing commercial  n^tiations  with  a  foreign 
Government  which  is  overborne  by  local 
influences  and  private  interests  so  strong 
and  irresistible.     But  if  the  failure  of  the 
commercial  negotiations  between  the  late 
Government  and  France  was  owing  to  the 
late  Government,  how  happens  it  that  the 
present  Grovemment  have  been  now  ten 
months  in  power  without  having  been  more 
successful?    They  came  into  power  loudly 
expressing,  and  I  have  no  doubt  seriously 
entertaining,  the  most  friendlv  sentiments 
towards  France.    They  were  free  from  the 
sins,  if  such  they  were,  of  their  predeces- 
sors ;  and  yet  so  far  from  having  been  able 
to  make  any  satisfactory  commercial  ar« 
rangement  with  France,  they  are  in  this 
respect  in  a  worse  positon  now  than  when 
they  came  in;   and  have  been  met  by  a 
recent  French  ordinance  extremely  hostile 
to  British  commerce,  and  by  a  treaty  be» 
tween  France  and  Belgium,  specially  in- 
tended for  the  purpose  of  extending'  still 
further  the  obs^ctions  which  the  French 
ordinance  is  meant  to  oppose  to  British 
oommeroe.    The  hon.  Member  stated  that 
the  late  Oovemmeot  was  unable  to  conclude 
a  treaty  of  commerce  with  Spain.    After 
what  I  have  nid,  the  reason  must  be  suffi- 
deatljtppaniittotlieHouae.  But  in  Spain 


also  there  exist  those  local  prejudices  and 
partial  interests  which  unfortunately  have 
too  much  power  as  yet  in  all  ooantries,  to  ob- 
struct and  arrest  commercial  improvement. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  supposes  that  the  com- 
dal  treaties  of  1838  with  Austria  and 
Turkey,  have  been  of  little  or  no  advantage 
to  this  country.  He  is  much  mistaken. 
Then  he  says,  that  the  late  Govemmeot 
were  much  to  blame  for  having  allowed 
the  Prussian  commercial  union  to  be  esta* 
blished,  and  that  we  ought  to  have  formed 
a  commercial  union  between  Enjeland  and 
Austria,  or  with  the  whole  of  aouthem 
Germany.  A  commercial  union,  indeed, 
between  England  and  southern  Germanv  1 
Why  you  might  as  well  talk  of  a  oommenaal 
union  between  this  globe  and  the  moon* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  does  not 
seem  exactly  to  understand  what  Uie  nature 
of  the  Prussian  commercial  union  is.  It  is 
an  union  between  several  states,  whose 
frontiers  touch  each  other,  by  which  they 
have  agreed  to  abolish  all  custom  hoosea 
along  Uieir  separate  frontier  lines,  and  to 
make  the  general  and  outward  circum£erenoe 
of  the  whole  union  the  custom-houae 
frontier  of  the  whole.  By  this  arrange" 
ment,  foreign  goods,  having  onoe  paased 
across  this  external  frontier,  pay  no  further 
duty  when  passing  from  state  to  state 
within  the  interior.  They  circulate  aa 
freely  as  if  they  were  going  from  one  part 
to  another  of  the  same  state.  The  Prussiaii 
commercial  union  ought  to  be  regarded  in 
two  points  of  view.  First,  as  bavins  de- 
stroyed all  the  internal  partitions  whidi 
used  to  impede  the  passage  of  goods  through 
the  several  statea  which  compose  the  union ; 
and,  secondly,  in  relation  to  the  tari^ 
which  the  union,  as  an  aggresate  body,  may 
adopt  for  the  goods  of  other  countriea. 
Now,  so  far  from  that  union  being  in  the 
first  of  these  respects  hostOe  to  the  eommcree 
of  this,  or  of  any  other  foreign  ooontiy,  on 
the  contrary,  the  aggregation  of  so  many 
states  into  one  united  bodyi  for  custom- 
house purposes,  must  be  as  advantageous  to 
the  commerce  of  other  countries  trading 
with  that  union,  as  to  the  oommeroe  of  the 
union  itself,  provided  the  general  tariflT  of 
the  union  be  not  too  high.  But  the  Ger- 
man union  has  adopted  the  Prussian  tariflT; 
and  why  is  that  tariflT  to  unfavoonfafe  to 
British  commerce?  Why,  because  the 
British  Government  has  been  unable  to 
reduce  the  hi^  duties  levied  in  this  coontij 
on  the  principal  articles  of  Prussian  pro* 
duoe.  It  ia  owing  to  the  mainfeenaiioe  of 
our  hi^  duties  on  timber  and  on  oofOi  thac 
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a  high  tariff  exists  against  us  in  the  German 
union.     But  if  that  tariff  could  be  lowered^ 
then  the  union,  instead  of  being  an  impedi. 
ment,  would  be  a  facility  to  the  trade  of 
this  country.    And  now  that  I  have  ex- 
plained what  the  nature  of  the  Prussian 
eommercial  union  is,  I  think  that  even  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury  himself  will 
see   the  impracticability  of  his  plan  for 
making  a  commercial  union  between  Eng- 
land and  southern  Germany,  if,  indeed,  I 
have  not  misunderstood    the    proposition 
which  he  made.     But  is  it  in  Germany 
only,  that  our  commercial  laws  stand  in  our 
way  ?     Sweden,  though  not  so  populous  as 
Germany,  would  afford  an  important  market 
for  our  woollens,  and   for  other  of  our 
manufactures.     We  have  had  negotiations 
with  Sweden,  and  the  Swedes  were  willing 
to  take  our  goods,  but  then  they  said  that 
we  must  lower  our  duties  on  their  timber. 
There  we  were  at  a  dead  lock.     We  have 
been  told  that  the  late  Government  was 
stationary  in  regard  to  commercial  improve- 
ment.   That  progress  had  been  made  before 
our  time,  but  none  by  us.    Is  it  really  so  ? 
By  no  means.   We  did  attempt  to  introduce 
commercial  improvement;  our  first  endea- 
vour, indeed,  was  a   small  one;    much 
smaller  than  what  was  required,  perhaps, 
by  the  necessity  of  the  case ;  much  smaller, 
certainly,  than  that  which  the  very  per- 
sons who  then  opposed  our  measure,  have 
since  themselves  carried  through  Parlia- 
ment.     But  did  we  not  propose  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  duty  on  foreign  timber?     Did 
we  not  do  so,  and  were  we  not  beaten  ? 
The  late  Crovemment  found  it  impossible 
to  cany  that  measure ;  and  they  who  then 
opposed  us,  have  now  come  down  with  a 
still  larger  measure  to  the  same  effect.     I  do 
not  reproach  them  with  having  done  so ;  on 
the  contrary,  it  is  to  their  honour  that  they 
have  made  the  proposal,  having  convinced 
themselves  that  it  would  be  for  the  good  of 
the  country.    But  I  must  be  allowed  to 
say,  that  if,  at  the  time  when  we  made  our 
proposal,  it  had  been  acceded  to,  and  if  a 
considerable  reduction  had  then  been  made 
in  our  timber  duties,  we  should  have  had  a 

freat  augmentation  in  our  trade*  not  with 
weden  only,  but  also  i»ith  Prussia ;  and, 
through  Prussia,  with  a  large  part  of 
Germany.  I  fed,  therefore,  as  I  have  said 
before,  that  the  censure  pronounced  upon 
the  late  Government  is  unfounded,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  more  this  House  and 
the  country  examine  what  we  did,  and 
what  the  obstacles  were  which  prevented  us 
froni  doin^  more,  the  more  will  they  arrive  at 


the  conclusion  that  we  performed  our  duty 
honestly  towards  the  country,  and  that  we 
never  lost  sight  of  its  commercial  interests. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  who  spoke  last,  taunted  my 
hon.  Friend  near  me  with  inconsistency,  in 
having,  as  he  alleged,  in  one  breath,  boasted 
of  the  part  he  had  taken  in  helping  to  carry 
the  tariff,  and,  at  the  same  time,  disparaged 
the  value  of  that  tariff.  But  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  there  is  any  inconsistency 
in  the  ]ine  of  argument  which  my  hon. 
Friend  pursued.  We  have  never  disparaged 
the  tariff;  on  the  contrary,  we  have 
always  admitted  its  merits.  We  have  always 
said  that  it  is  founded  on  sound  principles 
of  commerce ;  that  it  is  a  step,  and,  for  the 
first  step,  perhaps  a  great  step,  forwards,  in 
point  of  principle.  But  then  we  have  also 
always  declared  that,  in  its  details,  it  falls 
short,  infinitely  short,  of  those  results  to 
which  the  principles  upon  which  it  was  pro- 
pounded must,  if  carried  out,  inevitably 
lead.  We  look  upon  it  as  an  instalment, 
but  by  no  means  as  a  full  accomplishment 
of  the  views  of  those  who  brought  it  for- 
ward;  and  seeing  this,  it  appears  to  me 
that  there  is  no  inconsistency  in  our  claim- 
ing merit  for  having  assisted  the  Govern- 
ment in  carrying  the  tariff;  and  in  saying 
at  the  same  time,  that  the  tariff  as  it  is, 
and  by  itself,  can  have  no  material  effect  in 
mitigating  the  present  distress.  That  we 
have  assisted  the  Government  in  carrying 
the  tariff,  no  man  who  looks  at  the  divi- 
sions which  have  taken  place  can,  with 
justice,  deny.  Who  can  forget  the  memo- 
rable division  about  cattle?  When  the 
Head  of  the  Government  was  proposing  his 
Income-tax,  he  assured  us  that  we  should 
save  our  Income-tax  by  the  great  cheap- 
ness of  living,  which  would  result  from 
the  changes  in  the  tariff,  and  more  espe- 
cially from  the  reduction  in  the  price  of 
provisions.  But  when  the  tariff  came  to 
be  discussed,  and  the  country  gentlemen 
expressed  their  alarm  at  the  proposed  ro- 
duction  in  the  duty  on  fordgn  cattle,  they 
were  assured  that  their  fears  wero  ground- 
less—  that  there  would  be  no  material 
diminution  in  the  price  of  cattle,  and  that 
consequently  those  rents  which  depend  upon 
cattle,  would  in  no  degree  be  aiSected  by 
the  tariff.  Now  it  was  not  at  all  unna- 
tural, that  many  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  who  were  dissatisfied  with 
these  conflicting  statements,  and  who 
fancied  that  their  interests  were  endangered 
by  the  tariff,  should  have  united  themselves 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  it ;  and  if  upon 
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that  ocfsttion,  the  pieient  oppotitbn  had 
followed  the  example  let  them  by  the  lata 
oppoaition  upon  the  qoettion  of  the  timber 
duties  I  if  we  had  contented  oundTet  with 
dadartng  that  we  agreed  in  the  general 
pinoinle,  but  thought  the  measure  in  iuelf 
insignificant  and  v^ueless :  that  to  propose 
it  was  only  trifling  with  a  great  principle ; 
that  no  material  good  would  be  aooom- 
plishedy  and  that,  therefore*  things  bad 
better  ha  left  as  they  were;  if  we  had 
done  this,  and  had  availed  ourselves  of  the 
dtsoontent  among  the  supporters  of  the 
Government,  as  our  adversaries  did  of  the 
dissatisfaction  of  the  shipping  interest,  on 
the  occasion  which  I  allude  to,  it  is  pretty 
evident  that  thb  tariff  would  never  have 
passed  into  a  law.  It  appears  to  me, 
thereforei  that  there  is  no  inconsistency  on 
the  part  of  my  hon.  Friends  in  claiming 
merit  for  having  aided  in  passing  this 
measure,  while  at  the  same  time  they  de- 
clare, that  they  are  not  so  credulous  aa  to 
believe  that  this  tariff,  some  parts  of  which 
too  will  not  come  into  operation  for  many 
months  to  come,  can  be  any  effectual  re* 
medy  for  the  present  distress  which  weighs 
so  urgently  on  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  animadverted  with  some 
warmth  on  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  tne  Potteries,  who  expa. 
tiated  on  the  pressure  of  the  Inoome*tax, 
and  considered  it  an  unnecessary  burden. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  the  Ineome*tax 
was  not  of  the  present  Government's  seek- 
ing, but  was  a  necessity  imposed  upon  them 
by  the  dreadful  state  in  which  the  finanocs 
of  the  country  had  been  left  by  their 
pradeeessors.  There  was  a  deficiency, 
ho  said,  of  3,500,000/.  at  home,  and  a 
dafieienoy  of  nearly  the  same  amount  in 
India.  Now  as  to  the  deficiency  in  India, 
I  certainly  did  not  expect  to  hear  that 
heought  forward  as  a  ground  for  imposing 
an  Income-tax  on  this  country ;  because  it 
is  well  known  that  the  British  Government 
have  no  intention  whatever  of  taking  that 
defleieney  on  themselves.  That  deficiency 
must  fall  on  the  resources  of  India,  which 
I  am  oonfident  are  well  able  to  bear  it; 
and  the  matdng  good  of  that  defiiieocy  is 
no  part  of  the  purpooe  to  which  any  por- 
tion whatever  of  the  produce  of  the  Income- 
tax  is  intended  to  be  applied.  Let  ua  then 
ihiow  aside,  aa  net  beloinging  to  the  ques- 
tioD,  all  considetation  of  t&  feficiency  in  the 
Indkn  revenue.  But  then  there  is  the  de- 
Mensy  in  the  levamie  at  hone,  amounting 
!•  eooMwhen  about  %§Ofk(XM.  I  do 
dlspste  the  eiieteooa  ef  a  deficiency  of 


nearly  this  amount,  but  at  the  same  time  it 
ought  to  he  borne  in  mind»  that  in  conse- 
quence of  measures  adopted  in  a  great  d*» 
gree  by  the  late  Government*  an  equal 
portion  of  our  annual  expenditure,  that  ia 
to  say,  about  2,500,000/.,  oonsistB  of  »• 
terests  paid  on  account  of  terminable  an* 
nuities,  which  have  been  suhatitoted  for 
an  equal  amount  of  perpetual  annuitiea; 
and,  therefore,  this  sum  may  be  oonaidered 
as  so  much  sinking  fund,  applied  annually 
for  paying  off  a  portion  of  the  natiosml  debt. 
The  deficiency  has  also  in  part  been  occa- 
sioned by  a  measure  adopted  hy  the  lata 
Government,  which  has  given  so  much 
general  satisfaction,  and  which,  even  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  has  admitted  to  have 
been  productive  of  so  much  puUie  advan- 
tage, that  the  present  Government  hee  not 
thought  fit  to  disturb  it— I  mean  the  re- 
duction of  the  postage  on  letters  I  dosy 
then  that  the  deficiency  was  so  great  or 
was  so  occasioned,  as  to  make  it  neoesaary 
for  the  Government  to  have  reoourae  to 
the  Income-tax.  We  proposed  last  year 
measures,  which,  without  throwing  any 
fresh  burdens  on  the  people,  but  on  the 
contrary,  by  relieving  them  from  aoow  of 
their  existing  burdens,  and  by  opening 
new  channels  for  commcre^  would  not  only 
have  filled  up  the  deficiency,  but  woold 
have  prevented,  in  a  great  degt^,  theft  ex* 
tent  of  distrem  which  we  are  at  Meant 
deploring.  Seeing  thia,  I  contend  uat  tha 
defence  eet  up  ftxr  the  Income-tax  roust  on» 
tirely  break  down.  But  there  is  one  stal^ 
ment  made  by  the  right  hon.  Batooet  in 
which  I  perfectly  concur.  The  ri|^hon. 
Baronet  has  said  that,  however  afilirting  the 
present  distress  in  themanufacturingdietricta 
unquestionably  is,  he  yet  fiseb  no  denoo* 
dency  aa  to  the  ultinmte  finrtsnea  of  the 
country.  On  this  point  I  enttrely  agree 
with  lum,  for  I  amooovineed  that  we  have, 
within  ourselves,  resoureesoufiident  torenair 
all  the  evils  of  the  moment,  and  to  replace 
the  country  in  a  state  of  advancing  pnHN 
perity.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  in  tondi- 
ing  this  part  of  the  subject  haa  truly  pointed 
out  the  mcreare  which  has  taken  plaee  ef 
late  years  in  the  commerre  of  the  coontry. 
He  has  shown  that  during  the  ten  years 
that  we  administed  the  affiwa  of  the  eoua* 
try,  the  value  of  our  annual  exporta  had 
increased  from  37,000,0001.  in  18S1  to 
51,000,000^  in  1841,  being  an  cxcMof 
14,000,000/.  In  the  last,  oier  the  aasomt 
in  the  first  of  there  ten  years.  I  do  not 
indeed  quite  agree  with  Urn  ia  what  be 
has  said  aboot  the  tacreased  ititntumffttftn 
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d  faeor  during  that  period,  becauae  al- 
though the  actual  amount  oonsumed  may 
hate  incieaaed,  that  amount  has  not 
kepi  pace  with  the  increase  in  our  popu- 
kuon;  but  I  readily  acknowledge  that 
there  haaj  during  those  ten  years,  been  a 
great  inerease  in  the  number  of  houses  in 
the  united  kingdom,  and  that  a  large  addi- 
tion has  been  made  to  invested  capital  of 
all  kinds,  and  that  there  has  been  a  large 
increase  of  our  manufactures  and  of  our 
eomneroes  all  proving  that  this  country 
has  within  it  such  a  power  and  vigour  of 
HIb,  that  nothing  is  needed  but  wisdom  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  and  Legisla- 
turoi  to  enable  the  nation  to  go  on  in  a 
career  of  great  and  increasing  prosperity. 
But  to  accomplish  this  purpose  we  must 
remove  the  obstructions  which  now  check 
and  impede  our  progress.  We  cannot  look 
to  auch  an  increase  as  our  commerce  is  sus- 
eeptible  of,  while  we  maintain  our  restric- 
tive laws.  I  need  not  indeed  aigue  this 
doetrine,  because  I  think  I  see  mm  the 
qmehes  which  have  been  made  on  the  other 
Mb  J  an  Increasing  conviction  of  its  truth. 
We  have  been  plainly  told  that  this  new 
Corn-law  is  only  an  experiment,  and  that 
if  it  should  fail  in  accomplishing  the  object 
whieh  its  authors  had  proposed  to  effect  by 
it,  there  will  be  no  indisposition  another 
year  to  reconsider  the  matter.  I  accept 
that  intimation  with  pleasure.  As  to  the 
address  which  has  been  moved  by  my  hon. 
FMend>  I  earnestly  wish  the  House  to  assent 
to  it;  for  whatever  technical  objections  it 
may  be  liable  to,  and  although,  as  a  matter 
of  ordinary  practice,  I  allow  that  it  would 
be  open  to  considerable  objections,  yet  in 
the  peculiar  crisis  in  which  the  country  at 
present  stands,  I  think  those  objections 
might  well  be  waived.  This  address,  if 
agreed  to,  would  not  indeed  be  binding  on 
the  Government,  so  as  inconveniently  to 
fetter  their  discretion  as  to  the  calling  or 
the  not  calling  Parliament  together ;  but 
it  would  be  soothing  to  the  country— it 
would  show  that  this  House  looks  with 
sjrmpathy  upon  the  distress  of  the  people  i 
it  would  inspire  a  gleam  of  hope  into  those 
who  are  now  bowdl  down  by  despondency ; 
and  would  give  a  spur  to  industry  and 
exertion.  On  this  account  I  would  waive 
on  those  objections  of  form  which  on  other 
occaaons  1  might  have  felt,  and  am  ready 
to  agree  to  my  hon.  Friend's  address.  But, 
says  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  this  motion,  if 
agreed  to,  would  produce  injurious  effects 
upon  our  commerce,  because  transactions 
would  be  suspended  in  consequence  of  an 


expectation  of  further  changes  to  be  made 
by  Parliament  when  assembled  in  an  au- 
tumnal session.  But  has  not  the  tariff 
suspended  transactions?  Does  not  the 
postponed  operation  of  many  parts  of  the 
tariff  necessarily  suspend  transactions  of 
trade  in  regard  to  the  commoditiei  to  which 
the  postponed  reductions  relate  ?  For  in- 
stance, however  beneficial  in  the  end  the 
reduction  in  the  duty  on  timber  may  be, 
yet  has  not  the  postponement  of  that  ro- 
duction  to  so  distant  a  time  as  October 
next,  suspended,  during  the  interval,  the 
construction  of  houses,  and  the  building  of 
ships  ?  And  has  it  not  prevented  a  great 
deel  of  emplojrment  which  would  otherwise 
have  arisen  in  the  manufacture  of  things 
into  which  timber  enters  as  an  essential 
element?  But,  says  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, if  this  address  is  carried.  Parliament 
will  have  to  meet  in  November.  I  rather 
think  my  hon.  Friend  did  not  contemplate 
so  late  a  meeting.  I  think  that  he  expects 
that  it  would  have  to  meet  in  October. 
But,  says  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  if  it  were 
to  be  understood  that  Parliament  was  to 
meet  in  November,  to  reconsider  the  Corn* 
laws,  who  would  let  out  the  bonded  corn  ? 
ril  tell  the  rieht  hon*  Baronet  who  wiU  let 
out  the  bonded  com.  The  Government 
will  let  out  the  bonded  com.  They  have 
told  us  so  themselves.  In  a  former  debate 
they  let  slip  the  secret.  We  asked  them 
for  a  remedy  for  the  distress ;  they  gave  us 
to  understand  that  Ihey  had  a  remedy; 
and  at  last  out  it  came.  They  said  they 
wanted  no  legislative  enactment,  but  that  k 
the  distress  should  last,  they  would  act  on 
their  own  responsibilitv,  and  like  bold  men 
as  they  are,  would  let  out  the  bonded 
corn.  I  venture  to  predict*  that  if  Parlia- 
ment does  not  meet  before  November,  they 
will  have  to  let  out  the  bonded  com.  And 
they  think  this  is  a  remedy ;  they  imagine 
that  the  letting  out,  duty  fVee,  at  one 
particular  time,  a  certain  quantity  of  com 
which  may  happen  to  be  then  in  bond, 
will  be  a  remedy  for  a  distress  which  arises, 
not  from  a  famine — for  no  famine  exists 
—but  from  want  of  employment;  many 
thousand  people  being  unable  to  buy  com, 
not  because  there  is  no  com  to  buy,  but 
because  they  cannot  earn  the  wages,  which 
would  enable  them  to  buy  it.  I  invoke 
the  principle  laid  down  distinctly,  last 
night  (and  I  rejoiced  to  hear  it),  by  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman,  last  nights 
(the  House  was  very  thin,  and  many 
who  are  now  present  did  not  hear  him. 
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And  I  sm  glad  to  repeat  what  he  said) — 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  last  night, 
proposed  a  measure-^a  small  one  to  he 
sure,— a  plan  for  allowing  people  to  take 
a  little  flour  out  of  hond  without  pay- 
ing duty,  on  condition  of  putting  a  Uttle 
hiscuit  into  hond  in  exchange ;  the  whole 
amount  of  such  exchanges  being  reckoned 
by  him  as  not  likely  to  go  beyond  a  hun- 
dred thousand  quarters  in  the  course  of 
the  year ;  but  he  recommended  his  mea- 
sure by  the  enunciation  of  a  principle,  of 
which  I  beff  the  House  to  take  note,  as 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  has  done  of  my  prediction. 
Whether  my  prediction  is  verified  or  not, 
is  of  little  moment  to  anybody.  I  hope 
it  will  fail,  because  in  that  case  the  distress 
will  have  diminished :  but  1  trust  that  the 
principle  announced  hy  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  will  not  fail;  I 
trust  it  will  not  be  repudiated  by  his  Col- 
leagues in  the  Government ;  and  that  we 
shall  see,  hefore  we  are  a  year  older,  the 
fruits  of  its  application.  And  what  was 
that  principle  ?  Why  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman saidj— 

**  1  recommend  this  measure  specially  for 
this  reason,  that  it  will  give  additional  employ- 
ment to  labour,  that  it  will  give  a  fresh  open- 
ing to  our  commerce,  that  it  will  afford  to  your 
manufactures  the  means  of  exchanging  the 
produce  of  their  labour  for  the  productions  of 
the  com-growing  countries." 

And  then  he  added,— 

''There  is  this  peculiar  advantage  in  the 
measure,  that  it  is  not  an  isolated  facility  or 
temporary  benefit  given  to  commerce,  but  it  is 
a  measure  of  permanent  operation ;  and  it  lays 
the  foundation  for  a  steady,  firm,  and  lasting 
increase  to  our  commerce,  by  the  exchange 
of  our  manufactures  for  food  grown  abroad." 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  the  principle  which  we 
have  all  along  contended  for.  Not  against 
oratorical  displays,  but  against  silent  and 
unwilling  hearers ;  against  hearers  whom 
we  have  not  convinced;  hearers  whom 
I  fear  we  never  shall  convince ;  but  hearers 
who  may  be  convinced,  when  the  same 
doctrines  which  we  have  vainly  inculcated, 
shall  he  preached  to  them  by  the  leaders 
whom  they  respect  and  follow  :  when 
meaaurei  founded  upon  these  doctrines,  in 
their  largest  and  most  comprehensive  sense, 
shall  be  proposed  by  those  leaders  to  this 
House ;  and  when  those  leaders  going  out 
into  the  lobby,  followed  by  their  nominal 
opponents,  and  opposed  by  their  own  sup. 
porters,  shall  triumph  in  the  success  of 
their  prindpleSf  by  the  honest  and  inde- 


pendent assistance  of  men  who  have  no 
confidence  in  the  Government. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  to  move  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned  ["  No,  no  i  divide"]] ;  he  had 
done  so  at  the  request  of  a  number  of 
his  Friends  near  him,  the  hon.  Memben 
for  Manchester,  Stockport,  and  others,  who 
with  himself  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  subject.  [^'  Go  on,  go  on"^.  He 
would  allow  that  the  objection  of  tfie  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  very  fair  in  ordinaiy 
circumstances,  but  they  were  not  in  ordi- 
nary circumstances  that  evening ;  the  pub- 
lic were  most  anxious  to  have  from  the 
House  some  remedy  for  the  existing  evils. 
As  yet  they  had  only  heard  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  trial  was  to  be  made  of 
the  measures  that  had  been  passed  ;  but  if 
during  the  time  the  people  were  starving, 
it  was  too  much  that  those  who  took  that 
view  should  not  be  heard.  He  thought 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
spoken  one  of  the  best  he  had  heard  in  the 
debate ;  he  had  not  heard  any  speech  that 
told  so  well,  or  that  so  fully  answered  the 
objections  that  were  raised  to  the  motkm* 
["  Divide."] 

Sir  R.  Peel  hoped  the  House  would 
bring  the  debate  to  a  dose  that  evening, 
considering  how  fully  this  sulgect  had  been 
discussed.  He  had  been  there  from  half- 
past  four,  and  during  a  considerable  portioii 
of  that  iiight*B  debate  not  fiifty  Members 
were  in  the  House.  He  most  say,  it  was 
rather  hard  in  those  who  had  puUie  duties 
to  perform  to  be  present  during  the  whole 
of  the  debate,  that  there  should  be  a  very 
slack  attendance  until  ten  or  half-past  ten 
o'clock,  and  that  then  a  proposition  should 
be  made  to  adjourn  the  debate,  and  prevent 
going  into  committee  of  supply.  He  did 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
would  be  in  favour  of  closing  the  debate 
that  evening.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  per^ 
sisted  in  his  motion,  and  meant  that  the 
debate  was  to  be  proceeded  with  to-morrow, 
it  would  offer  another  obstacle  to  the  pro- 
gress of  public  business. 

Mr.  Gt6«0fi  said,  that  he  for  one  misht 
be  thought  to  take  an  extraordinary  view 
of  the  discusiions  that  had  taken  place,  for 
his  opinion  of  this  question  was,  that  it  had 
not  been  half  discussed ;  and  the  imiverMl 
complaint  out  of  doors  was,  not  that  they 
bad  spent  too  much  time  in  discusstng  the 
Corn-laws  or  the  distress  of  the  country, 
but  that  they  had  actually  shown  a  dii|M>- 
aition  to  evade  this  questioo,  and  that  when 
brought  on  the  speakers  had  divetfed  bto 
topics  beside  the  subject.     If  there  were  9 
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divisimi  that  nighty  which  he  thought 
ohjectionahle,  he  should  feel  it  his  dutj^  if 
no  one  else  did  it,  on  the  question  of  going 
into  committee  of  supply,  to  move  for  a 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  distress  of 
the  country.  He  thought  the  real  question 
had  not  heen  met.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  thrown  a  colour  over  the  existing  state 
of  things,  and  had  brought  arguments  which 
they  had  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of 
answering;  he  was  therefore  prepared  to 
support  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  Cobden  declared  he  must  be  grossly 
misinformed,  if  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  egregiously  in  error  as  to 
the  real  state  of  the  country ;  and,  enter- 
taining the  firm  conviction  that  herein  he 
was  not  misinformed,  he  thought  it  his 
duty  to  use  every  effort  to  awaken  atten- 
tion to  the  alarming  truth  upon  the  subject. 
He  should  carry  the  debating  on,  therefore 
(even  if  on  the  present  question  there  were 
now  a  division),  did  no  one  else  do  so,  by 
moving  an  amendment  to  supply.  He  was 
actuated  by  no  factious  motives,  but  solely 
by  a  sense  of  the  condition  of  the  people, 
whose  sufferings  he  had  more  opportunities, 
perllaps,  than  most  hon.  Members  of  ob- 
serving. 

Mr.  Hume  here  rose  and  said,  he  thought 
that  as  many  of  his  hon.  Friends  would 
rather  speak  on  the  supply,  the  division 
might  as  well  take  place  and  his  motion 
for  adjournment  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Siansfield  said,  there  was  a  memo- 
rial recently  forwarded  to  the  Home-office 
by  his  constituents  complaining  of  the  pre- 
sent distress  and  praying  for  relief.  He 
thought  her  Majesty's  recent  letter  calling 
for  subscriptions  was  a  most  unworthy  ex- 
pedient. He  had  been  requested  by  his  con- 
stituents to  stop  the  supplies  until  something 
effectual  should  be  done.  He,  however, 
deprecated  such  a  course,  as  he  preferred 
patiently  waiting  for  Government  to  afford 
some  measures  of  relief.  The  people  asked 
for  nothing  but  to  be  afforded  the  means  of 
buying  their  corn  by  the  fruits  of  their  own 
industry.  The  manufacturing  classes  were 
really  groaning  under  the  weight  of  their 
misery.  They,  however,  were  not  dis- 
posed to  wait  any  longer.  If  something  be 
not  done  immediately,  he  was  afraid  to  pre- 
dict the  consequences  which  might  follow. 
His  main  support  was  from  landed  pro- 
perty, but  his  persuasion  was,  the  whole 
of  his  income  would,  unless  the  corn-laws 
were  repealed,  be  absorbed  by  pauperism 
alone* 

VOL.I.XV.    {ISS,} 


Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  for  him  to  reply 
was  little  necessary  after  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lordj  which  was  completely  tri- 
umphant. He  perfectly  agreed  as  to  the 
necessity  of  bringing  the  real  state  of  the 
country  more  and  more  before  the  House. 
The  motion,  which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
introduce,  appeared  to  him  not  to  have  been 
fairly  treated.  It  was  objected  to  that 
motion,  that  it  amounted  to  an  interference 
with  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown;  but 
had  the  House  of  Commons  no  prorogative? 
It  was  said  that  the  tendency  of  his  mo- 
tion would  be,  not  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  the  poor,  but  to  aggravate  their 
distress;  that  doctrine  appeared  to  him 
incomprehensible— he  did  not  understand 
how  giving  the  people  cheap  food  and 
abundance  would  aggravate  their  distress. 
But  the  right  honTBaronet,  the  Member 
for  Dorchester,  told  the  House  that  the 
motion  was  absurd :  now,  was  it  absurd  to 
demand  from  the  Government  an  assurance 
that  if  there  were  no  amelioration  in  the 
condition  of  the  people,  they  would  again 
call  Parliament  together  before  the  winter 
set  in,  with  the  view  of  obtaining  for  the 
people  a  sufficient  supply  of  cheap  food  ? 
In  the  face  of  all  that,  however,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  told  him  that  the  motion 
was  absurd.  It  might  be  absurd  to  a 
majority  of  the  House,  but  it  would  not  be 
absurd  in  the  eyes  of  a  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple. Hon.  Members  might  leave  London, 
they  might  go  to  their  pheasant  shootings 
they  might  go  their  parks  and  their  pre- 
serves, they  might  go  home  to  bully  their 
50/.  tenants-at-wiU,  and  leave  the  people 
to  starve,  with  no  remedy  but  another 
Queen's  speech,  full  of  heartless  compli- 
ments about  their  forbearance  and  their 
fortitude;  but  did  any  one  suppose  that 
under  such  circumstances  the  people  would 
lie  down  and  die  ?  At  all  events,  he  and 
the  friends  with  whom  he  was  in  the  habit 
of  acting  had  done  their  duty,  and  were 
therefore  not  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences; the  whole  of  the  responsibility 
rested  with  the  Government, — it  would 
rest  upon  them,  and  on  the  heads  of  those 
who  supported  them.  They  had  been 
warned  in  time,  but  they  treated  that 
warning  with  indifference  and  disrespect 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  91;   Noes 
147 :  Majority  56, 
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South  AusTmAiiA.]  Lord  Stmtlty 
moTed  the  third  reading  of  the  Sooth  Atit- 
tralia  Bill. 

Mr.  Hume  nid,  the  numgeneiii  of  this 
bill  WM  the  noat  itnnfe  of  any  which  he 
had  ever  aeen,  it  not  liamgpa«ed  thnwrii 
one  of  its  stageaontil  after  one  o'dedc.  Tne 
House  seemed  to  he  quite  tndMerent  to  the 
gtrtng  away  the  money  of  the  dialremei 
people.  Were  hon.  Memheri  awaie  that 
thia  BiU  actuaUj  gave  away  4OO,00ttL  t* 
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the  colony?  He  intended  to  move  thai 
the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  three 
mpnthSf  but  he  believed  that  be  was  quite 
in  order  in  moving  a  resolution  he  had 
prepared.  The  hnn.  Member  moved  as  an 
^piendment  the  following  resolutions : 

1.  **  That  it  appears  by  the  evidence 
laid  before  this  House  by  the  select  com- 
iniltee  appointed  in  1841,  '  to  consider 
the  Acts  relating  to  South  Australia,  and 
the  actaal  state  of  the  colony/  that  under 
the  Act  4  and  5  William  4,  c.  95,  the 
coinmiisioners  for  managing  the  aifairs  of 
that  colony  borrowed,  on  the  following  con- 
ditionsy  the  amount  of  85,800/.  sterling,  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  the  colonization 
and  government  thereof,  viz.  the  sum  of 
39,000/.  bearing  an  interest  of  10/.  per  cent., 
and  46fiOOL  bearing  an  interest  of  6/.  per 
cent .9  payable  firom  and  out  of  the  ordinary 
revenue,  or  the  produce  of  all  the  rates,  duties, 
and  taxep  to  be  levied  and  collected  as  the  said 
Act  directed  iq  the  province  of  South  Australia ; 
and^  in  case  the  ordinary  revenue  shall  be 
insufficient  to  discharge  the  obligations  of 
those  securities,  then  the  public  lands  of  the 
said  province  remaining  unsold,  and  the  mo- 
nies to  be  obtained  by  the  sale  thereof,  shall 
be  deemed  a  eoUateral  security  for  the  prin- 
cipal and  interest  of  these  amounts; 

2.  ^  That  the  select  committee  reported  their 
opinion  to  this  House,  that  it  wa^  expedient 
to  advance  out  of  the  public  treasury  certain 
sums,  to  enable  the  commissioners  to  discharge 
a  large  amount  of  bills  drawn  by  the  Governor 
of  IM  colony,  and  thus  to  support  the  credit 
and  afferd  Belief  to  the  coloniets  of  South  Auii- 
traliai  efid  it  was  at  the  4ame  time  recom- 
m^ndedp  that  all  turns  to  advanoed  under  any 
Act   of  that  Session,  should  constitute   the 

rublie  debt  ef  the  said  province  \  and  that  the 
!rown  should  be  authorised  to  call  for  repay- 
ment of  all  sueh  advances  of  money,  on  the 
principle  adopted  for  the  recovery  of  money 
advanced  for  public  works,  not  exceeding  the 
rate  of  5  per  cent,  per  annum;  and  it  further 
«PP«4IV»  twtf  under  the  Act  4  Victoria  c.  1 3>  the 
sum  of  15^,C)00/,  sterling  was  accordingly  ad- 
vanced from  the  public  Treasury  as  a  loan  to 
the  commissioners  of  the  South  Australian 
eolony,  the  principal  and  interest  to  be  repaid 
in  au^  a  maaaeroB  should  by  any  Act  passed 
in  the  tame  fieition  be  direeied : 

3.  'That  it  it  now  proposed  by  the  Bill  before 
the  H^wte  to  reliere  the  colony  from  (be  pay- 
ment of  interest  on  that  sgm  of  8.5,300/.^  and 
to  place  that  amount  as  a  charge  upon  the 
eoosolldated  fund  of  this  country,  at  the  rate 
ofS|  per  eent.'per  annum,  and  thereby  add  to 
the  already  heavy  burdens  of  the  people: 

4r  ^  That  it  it  Airther  propoted  by  thii  Bill  to 
relieve  |he  revenues  and  lands  of  the  colony 
of  jSouth  Australia  from  all  claims  for  repay- 
ment of  the  loan  of  155,000/.  sterliqg  advanced 
under  the  act  of  last  session,  and  to  add  that 


amount  in  perpetuity  to  the  national  debt  of 
this  country : 

5.  ''That,  under  these  circumstances,  it  would 
be  a  shameful  waste  of  public  money  for  this 
House  to  sanction,  by  this  bill,  the  addition  of 
these  sums,  amounting  to  240,800/.  sterling 
to  the  already  heavy  burdens  of  the  people  of 
this  country. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  supported  the  amendment. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  sup- 
ported the  Bill,  and  denied  that  he  was  in 
any  manner  responsible  for  the  propoeition, 
all  the  arrangements  having  been  made  by 
the  late  Government. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time: — Ayes 
G8;  Noet  15  :  Majority  53. 

List  of  the  Atks. 


Acland,SirT,D. 
Arcbdall,  Capt. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bankes,  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
lilackburn,  J.  I. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broad  ley,  li. 
Broad  wood,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Burroughes,  H.  N, 
Cardwell,  E. 
d:ierk,SirG. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Damer,  bon.  Col. 
Parby,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E, 
Castnope,  Sir  J. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
fiUot,JLord 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S- 
IJinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B, 
IngU8,SirR.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jollilfe,  Sir  W.  O.  H. 
KnaU>hbull,rt.hn.Sir£- 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Meynell,  (>apt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Munday,  £•  M. 
Munts,  G.  F. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Parker,  J . 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  ^ir  B. 
Peel,  J, 


Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Philips,  M. 

Forbes,  W.  Prin/r|e,  A. 

Fuller,  A.  E.  Rashleigh,  W. 

Gaskel),  J,  Milnes,  Rushbrooke,  Col. 

Qladstone,rt.hR.W,E.  Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 

Gordon,  bon.  Capt,  Somerset.  Lord  O. 

Gore,  hon.  R«  Stanley,  Lord 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Wood,  G.  W. 

Greene,  T.  Voung,  J. 
Hale,  R.  B. 

Hamilton,  W.  J.  tellers. 

Uarcourt,  G.  G.  Baring,  \^, 

Hardingej  rt.hn.Sirn.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Liit  of  the  Nobs, 

Aldam,  W.  Fielden,J. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Gibson,  T.  M. 

Brotherton,  J.  Johnson,  Gen. 

Cobden,  R.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Duncan,  G.  Scholefield,  J. 

Ewart,  W .  Thornely,  T. 
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Walker,  R. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wood,  B. 

House  adjourned  at  three  o'clock. 


TELLERS. 

Aglionby,  H. 
Hume  J. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  July  22,  1842. 

MiNims.1  Bills.  Publie.—l^-  South  Austnlia;  Exche- 
quer BlUs  Preparation;  Custom's  Duties  Amendments 
Bankruptcy  Law  Improvement;  Debtor  and  Creditor 
(Lord  Brougham's  BUb). 

CommiZ/id.— Bankruptcy    Law   Amendment;    County 
Court!  <I  ord  Chancellor's  Bills.) 
3>-  and  passed :— Fisheries  Treaties  Acts  Continuance; 
Slave  Trade  Treaties  Continuance;    Turnpike  Acts; 
Militia  Ballots  Suspension. 

PBTTTfOMB  PRBaawTiD.  By  Lord  Whamdlfl^,  ftom  Ben- 
jamin Ellison,  for  compensation*  should  the  Mines  and 
Collieries  Bill  become  Law. 

State  of  the  Country.]  The  Earl 
of  Radnor  said,  he  had  to  move  for  cer- 
tain returns  relative  to  the  importation  of 
corn,  to  which  he  understood  there  would 
be  no  objection,  and  he  would  take  that 
opportunity  of  asking  the  noble  Lord  the 
President  of  the  Council  to  state  what 
were  the  grounds  of  the  hope  which  he 
expressed  on  a  former  evening  that  trade 
would  improve.  He  was  anxious  to  hear 
those  grounds,  not  from  any  impertinent 
curiosity,  but  from  the  desire  he  felt  to 
hear  of  anything  which  would  give  a  pro- 
spect of  any  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  the  country.  That  distress  prevailed 
to  a  great  and  alarming  extent  was  admit- 
ted on  all  bands.  Indeed,  almost  every 
person  who  spoke  on  the  subject  in  that  or 
the  other  House,  or  in  the  country,  had 
but  one  opinion  on  it— all,  all  admitted  the 
fact ;  but  with  some  there  was  a  '*  never- 
theless,*' as  if  we  were  to  get  on  to  our 
former  prosperous  condition  as  a  matter  of 
course.  Now,  he  did  not  find  fault  with 
those  who  were  sanguine  enough  to  enter- 
tain such  hopes;  but  when  they  were  ex- 
pressed in  high  and  authoritative  quarters, 
he  should  like  to  hear  the  grounds  on 
which  they  rested.  For  his  own  part, 
everything  he  saw  or  heard,  or  read  in  the 
public  papers,  would  lead  him  to  come  to 
a  conclusion  very  difierent  from  those  who 
looked  to  the  future  with  such  hopes.  One 
account  mentioned  in  the  other  House 
stated  that  there  were  in  Paisley  not  less 
than  1,700  persons  moving  about  in  a 
state  of  utter  destitution.  Another  account 
given  by  a  gentleman  from  Nottingham 
stated,  that  large  numbers  of  unemployed 


persons  were  roaming  about  the  country 
in  bands  asking  for  alms,  and,  though  they 
did  DO  more  than  ask  for  relief,  yet  it  waa 
in  such  a  significant  manner  that  few  per- 
sons considered  it  safe  to  refuse  them.  He 
had  also  heard  that  several  of  the  fire  in- 
surance-offices had  sent  directions  to  their 
agents  through  the  country,  enjoining  od 
them  not  to  give  insurances  upon  agricul- 
tural produce  until  they  had  made  the 
most  searching  inquiries  into  the  state  of 
feeling  in  the  particular  district,  and  also, 
as  to  whether  the  person  whose  produce 
was  to  be  insured  was  popular  with  his 
workmen.  In  this  alarming  state  of  the 
country,  it  would  be  quite  satisfactory  to 
hear  from  the  noble  Lord  opposite  the 
grounds  on  which  on  a  former  evening  be 
had  expressed  a  hope  that  trade  would  get 
better.  The  noble  Lord  then  read  the 
motion.  It  was  for  returns  showing  the 
actual  quantity  of  wheat  imported  and  ad- 
mitted into  bond  in  each  week,  from  the 
passing  of  the  late  act  relating  to  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  corn  to  the  latest  pe- 
riod to  which  the  same  could  be  made  out, 
distinguishing  the  price  and  the  rate  of 
duty  in  each  week. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  thought  it  bard  to  be 
called  upon  in  this  way,  and  as  it  were 
taken  by  surprise,  to  state  the  grounds  on 
which  he  had  given  an  opinion  on  a  former 
evening.  One  ground  of  bis  hope  waa  in 
the  measures  which  had  been  adopted  by 
Government,  and  which  he  had  no  doubt, 
if  allowed  to  work  fairly,  would  be  greatly 
beneficial  to  the  country.  That,  at  least, 
was  his  own  opinion,  and  he  saw  in  it 
good  ground  of  hope  for  improvement. 
The  Corn-law,  as  it  had  passed  the  Legis- 
lature, was  calculated  to  be  beneficial,  if 
fairly  tried  ;  but  it  would  be  impossible  that 
trade  could  he  healthy  while  the  Corn-law 
agitation  was  carried  on  through  the  coun- 
try, and  while  it  was  made  to  seem  un- 
certain whether  Government  was  firm 
and  strong  enough  to  maintain  the  Corn- 
law  in  its  present  state.  He  would  again 
contend  that  if  that  law  was  allowed  to 
work  fairly  it  would  do  much  good.  The 
working  of  the  new  tariff  also,  in  his  opi« 
nioo,  aflbrded  good  ground  for  hope  of 
improvement. 

The  Marouess  of  CUmrieardt  wished  to 
know  what  tne  noble  Lord  meaA  when  he 
said  the  late  Corn-law  would  do  osoch 
good  ?  That  character  of  the  act  woeld, 
he  fancied,  be  difierently  interpreted  by 
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different  parties,  for  it  was  well  known 
that  some  voted  for  the  late  act  in  the  be- 
lief that  It  would  raise  the  price  of  corn, 
while  others  supported  it  in  the  hope  that 
it  would  lower  that  price. 

Lord  W/iarncliffe  said,  that  his  notion 
of  the  Corn-law  was  this,  and  his  meaning 
in  using  the  term  to  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess referred  was  the  same,  that  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  keeping  prices  steady. 


tion  of  the  commissioners.  The  first  of 
the  bills  was  drawn  up  with  gr^at  skill 
and  practical  knowledge.  He  said  this 
very  willingly,  !for  he  had  had  nothing 
to  do  with  framing  it.  One  of  the  learned 
commissioners  (Commissioner  Fonblanque) 
had  devoted  his  attention  to  the  task  with 
much  success.  The  second  bill  which  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  had  prepared,  had  the 
same  object,  but  it  went  further.     It  re« 


and  of  enabling  trade  to  be  carried  on    laxed  the  law  of  imprisonment  for  debt. 


with  fair  play,  which  would  be  the  case  if 
the  corn  agitation  ceased. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  was  afraid,  that  if 
trade  had  not  fair  play  until  the  Corn-law 
agitation  was  at  an  end,  it  would  never 
have  it  until  the  cause  of  that  agitation 
was  removed. 

Law   of   Debtor    and  Creditor.] 
Lord  Brougham  said,  he  had  to  lay  on 
their  Lordships'  Table  two  bills  which  had 
for  their  object  to  improve   the  law  of 
bankruptcy  in   certain    cases,    to  facili- 
tate arrangements    between    debtor  and 
creditor,  and  to  alter  materially  the  law 
of  imprisonment  for  debt.    His  noble  and 
learned    Friend   (Lord   Cottenham)  had 
given    notice    of  his  intention    to  intro- 
duce   a  bill   next  Session   for  the  total 
abolition  of  imprisonment  for  debt.     He 
was  sorry    that    his  noble  and    learned 
Friend  had  not  laid  his  bill  on  the  Table 
in  the    present  Session,   as   their  Lord- 
ships would  have  had  the  advantage  of 
considering  it  during  the  recess.      The 
present  bills  did  not  either  of  them  go  the 
length  of  total  abolition  of  imprisonment 
for  debt,  but  they  tended  greatly  to  relax 
the  operation  of  the  law,  and  to  make 
it  work  that  abolition  completely.     In  the 
reforms  that  had  been  already  made  in  the 
law  the  principle  of  imprisonment  had  also 
been  much  relaxed,  while  additional  fa- 
cilities were  given  to  the  creditor  to  recover 
his  property  from  his  debtor.    By  the  first 
of  the  bills  which    he    now    presented, 
great  facilities  were  also  given  for  ar- 
rangements between  debtor  and  creditor, 
with  the  view  just  mentioned,  and  by  the 
second  protection  from  arrest  to  the  per- 
son of  the  debtor  was  effectually  afforded. 
It  left  the  general  law  of  debtor  and  cre- 
ditor just  as  it  was.  But  a  power  of  pro- 
tecting the  debtor  was  conferred  on  the 
Bankrupt  commissioners ;  while  the  debtor 
was  enabled    to  enter    into  a    compo- 
sition with  his  creditors^  with  the  sanc*- 


but  on  a  principle  different  from  that  of 
the  other  bill.     If  he  could  persuade  their 
Lordships  to  pass  a  measure  for  the  total 
and  immediate  abolition  of  imprisonment 
for  debt,  with,  of  course,  due  safeguards 
in  cases  of  fraud,  the  present  bill  would 
not  be  so  necessary,  but  it  went  on  the 
supposition    that  a  total  and  immediate 
abolition  of  imprisonment  for  debt  could 
not  be  obtained.     It  therefore  proposed 
greatly  to  relax  the  law  which  it  did  not 
abolish,  and  to  preserve  the  law  only  for 
the  purpose  of  working  that  abolition  less 
directly.     It  enabled  every  debtor  to  peti- 
tion a  court  of  bankruptcy,  due   notice 
being  given  to  three-fourths  of  his  credi- 
tors in  number  and  value,  and  there  to 
submit  himself  to  examination  as  to  his 
debts  and  mode  of  contracting  them,  his 
assets,  and  the  debts  due   to  him.    He 
might  produce  witnesses,  and  the  creditors 
might  have  the  whole  of  his  affairs  un- 
dergo the  most  .strict  investigation.     At 
this   hearing  any  of  his  creditors  might 
oppose  the  debtor's  discharge ;  but,  un- 
less the  court  saw  good  cause  shown  to 
the  contrary,  it  had  the  power,  and  of 
course  the  duty,  to  protect  the  debtor's 
person.     This   protection   might   be   ex- 
tended from  time  to  time,  till  the  final 
examination,  and  then  a  perpetual  protec- 
tion be  given.     But  this  protection  might 
at  any  subsequent  time  be  withdrawn,  upon 
proof,  being  made  to  the  Court's  satisfac- 
tion that  property  had  been  fraudulently 
concealed,  or  any  other  act  done  which 
would   have  justified  the  refusal  of  pro- 
tection.    This  would  be  the  means  of  se- 
curing bond  fide  statements  as  to  debts 
and  dispositions  of  property.     He  thought 
the  provisions  of  the  two  bills  would  be 
most  useful   in  their  operation,  and    he 
now   moved  that   they   be  read   a    first 
time. 

Lord  Cottenham  hoped  the  bills  were 

not  brought  in  on  the  assumption  of  the 

I  fact  that  their  Lordships  were  hostile  to^ 
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and  would  not  past,  the  larger  measure 
of  relief  in  (he  bill  of  which  he  had  given 
notice)  for  the  total  altolition  of  imprison- 
meul  for  debt.  He  aaw  no  reason  to  de- 
spair of  being  able  to  induce  their  Lord- 
ships to  go  with  the  whole  principle  of 
his  bill. 

Lord  Brougham  had  no  doubt,  that  this 
second  bill  would  facilitate  th<)  total  aboli* 
tion,  if  it  should  be  found  not  to  affect  that 
object  of  itself,  which  he  trusted  it  would. 

Bills  read  a  first  time. 


Lunacy  BUL 
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MiiTBS  AND  Collieries  Bill.]  Lord 
Wharncliffe  presented  a  petition  from 
Benjamin  Ellison,  praying  for  compensa- 
lion  in  case  the  Mines  and  Collieries  Bill 
should  pass. 

The  Marquess  of  Nonnanby  would  take 
advantage  of  that  opportunity  to  defend 
the  appointment  of  the  sub-commissioners, 
which  had  been  impugned.  He  thought 
that  it  was  proper  that  the  precedent  set 
with  respect  to  the  New  Poor-law  should 
be  followed,  and  the  evidence  not  taken 
on  oath.  As  to  the  evidence  he  believed 
it  had  been  taken  fairly.  As  to  the  bill, 
be  said,  in  its  present  state,  he  believed  it 
would  give  satisfaction,  and  hoped  soon 
to  see  it  receive  the  sanction  of  their  Lord- 
ships. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  com* 
plained  of  the  digest  of  the  report ;  it  was 
very  unfair ;  and  as  to  the  appointments 
of  the  sub-commissioners,  he  conceived 
them  to  be  very  improper. 

I^ord  Campbell  said,  the  petition  being 
for  a  grant  of  money,  it  could  not  be  re- 
ceived without  the  sanction  of  the  Crown. 
As  to  the  objection  that  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  commissioners  not  being  on  oath, 
it  was  a  doubtful  point  whether  under  a 
commission  issued  by  the  Crown,  parties 
could  be  examined  on  oath. 

The  Marquess  of  Normanby  declared 
that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Londonderry)  had  not  given  an  accu- 
rate description  of  the  digest. 

Adjourned. 


UOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  2'2, 1842. 

Mifrarieii.]    Billh.      Pmblie,-'}'    Lunacy. 
f    Joiitt  Slock  Bankb^  Compmia. 
CommUteil,^a€nded  Com  (No.  S)  i  Ofind  Jury  PiwonU 
mmts  tlirlsDil). 
Mipvrtta     1— ml  Toei  (No.  f)  i  MncbcMw,  Btfw 


miBfhttnit  uid  BoHdb  PoUo^  Stsmp  Dsiiii  s 
tifleatM  (IMtand). 

3*-  ind  pMNd :— Poor  Law  Amendmait  i 
Lunatic  Aiyhiimi  Cwtnac  Acta  AmmAnnit;  fikche- 
qu0r  Billi  Piqiatkmt  ffiimim  (IitlMdK 
Priraie.— Rqiofttri.— Pittii^lon'k  (Swiimalurf^  Estate  i 
Mostyn's  Eitate;  ManiucMaf  Twoedakli  £itate ;  Duka 
oT  Bridgcwatefli  Bitate  t  Oillaad%  Brtatef  Laid  Sodth- 
amptoB'i  Bilalet  Laid  LortoB^  (OouateBi  of  Bamf^ 
Rstatei  Vcnonafairt  NatunOiatfoBt  Biibap  of  IkafB 
EsCBte. 
PantnnrB  PaaaanTMb  By  m.  LoeUunt»  §tmn 
awl  Paroekial  Sehoolnatten  of  Haaailta,  te 
ratSag  Uietr  cowlitkiiL— By  Dr.  Bovrriag.  ftom  Bollo»>le- 
MooTft  iUd  by  Mr.  ParfuTt  fttaa  uw  SccfCtary  oi  the 
Profvliidal,  Madteal*  and  Smflcal  .^MlaMii  at  Wtt^ 
ceitar.  for  Medloa  Rafonn.— By  ttia  SoiiaHof  TMiaal, 
ftom  Idiagton,  and  Uie  Eaitem  dktriet  of  8t  John, 
Clcrkaawan,  fbr  the  Radanplkm  at  ChcToOi  on  Waterloo 
and  ttM  oOmt  MdrapoliteB  BrMfab— By  Mr.  AriJiSall, 
from  ttia  Grand  Jury  oC  Femanagh,  fiv  the  ravkkai  of 
the  Law  of  Grand  Jury  PicMntmenta  (lreiaad).»By  Mr. 
Baidayt  from  Svndcriand  lAiloa,  ^aiaal  ttte  iViaHav 
Amendment  BUL— By  Mr.  J.  OUricn*  ftom  LteaoUk 
and  the  Foreman  of  the  Grand  Jury  of  SI%o»  agakatit 
placing  Medical  Cbaritio  undar  the  oontrol  of  the  Boor- 
law  CommtarianenvBy  Mt.  CtCtmaM,  A«m  Laada,  tot 
ttie  Repeal  or  the  Union  with  Iiaiand.  aad  from  KillMBiiqr* 
fiar  Regulating  the  houn  of  Labour  Ibr  Bakera  in  Ira> 
laadK---By  Mr.  Gregory,  ftom  the  OwrehwaldaM  of  M. 
Mary's,  Dabia,  for  the  Alteratton  o(  Uw  aaoda  of  Ava* 
aing  the  Wide  Stiaet  Tax.— Rom  TheHbid.  ftv  b^aiiy 
into  the  eouxae  of  laitnactlan  pniaued  at  Mayaooth.— By 
Mr.  S.  Oawtird.  from  Nottii^ham,  fbr  tfia  laaaa  of  the 
Writ  ftir  Oaik  Town^-4ly  Mr.  T«  Danoombi^  tnm  • 
Publfc  MecUng  at  SheiBeM,  for  a  free  Pardon  flbr  all 
l^>litieal  Oflkndara.->Pram  James  Ndaon,  tat  a  Rcpaal  of 
the  Com-laaab-^mm  Saaaael  Goidoa*  iir  an 
hito  the  Court  of  Chancery  (IwteiMDi  fwrni 
Clark,  against  tiie  Tobaoeo  Rsgulationa  BID.— Ftaa 
Samuel  Dickson,  for  f«riiloa  of  tha  Ripoit  of  Iha  ■»- 
panditUBfCBOiai 


NSWCABTLB  •  UNDER  -  LtMB.^        Lord 

AtUey,  aa  chairmaQ  of  tke  oomniittee  ap- 
pointed to  try  the  merita  of  the  pelilion  in 
this  case,  appeared  at  the  bar  with  their 
report,  sUting  that  they  foond  Jobs 
QttiDcy  Harris,  esq.,  was  nol  duly  elected 
to  serve  in  Parliament  for  tbtt  bofoagb^ 
and  til  at  John  Colqubottn«  esq.,  was  duly 
elected,  and  ought  lo  have  bees  rst«rned. 
Report  to  be  entered  on  the  jooroab. 

LuNACr  Bill.]  Sir  J,  Orahammoted 
that  the  Lunacy  Bill  brought  down  ftom 
the  House  of  Lords,  be  read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  C.  BulUr :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  this  is  one  of 
the  bills  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
brought  in  for  the  reform  of  the  law  in 
the  House  of  Lords;  and  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
ceed  in  this  H(»use  with  those  bills  intro- 
doced  at  a  very  earfy  period  of  thb  Ses* 
sion  into  the  House  of  Lords,  wh*ch  were 
laid  on  their  Table  withoot  having  any« 
thing  done  in  them  until  now,  that 
House  having  little  or  nothing  else  to 
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do.  I  do  not  make  any  objection  to 
this  bill,  for  I  am  not  acquainted  with  its 
proTisions,  but  I  see  amongst  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  bills  a  County  Courts  Bill, 
and  a  bill  with  respect  to  bankruptcy. 
Both  of  them  are  of  great  importance, 
and  effect  great  changes  in  the  law.  One 
of  them,  certainly,  creates  a  change  of 
great  benefit.  I  only  regret  it  has  been 
so  long  postponed.  But  after  giving  up 
so  many  measures,  and  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  when,  I  suppose,  three-fourths 
of  the  Members  have  left  town,  and  when 
almost  almost  all  the  Members  of  the  legal 
profession,  particularly  of  the  common  law 
branch  of  it,  are  engaged  on  circuit,  I  wish 
to  know  whether  the  Government  really 
intend  to  pass  these  bills. 

Sir  J.  Oraham :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  quite  right  in  supposing  that 
this  measure  is  more  or  less  connected 
with  the  important  bills  to  which  he  has 
referred.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle, 
man  must  be  aware  that  the  subject  of 
the  County  Courts  Bill  has  been  discussed 
at  various  periods,  both  in  this  and  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  A  committee 
to  inquire  into  it  sat  last  Session,  and  I 
think  in  a  former  Session ;  and  a  measure 
was  subsequently  introduced,  discussed  at 
great  length,  and  matured  with  great  care. 
The  measure  in  its  present  shape  is  the 
reeult  of  the  inauiry  of  the  committee 
last  year.  It  is  tne  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  submit  these  measures,  as 
now  brought  forward,  to  this  House. 
I  have  great  confidence  they  will  meet 
with  general  acceptance;  but  if  anv 
serious  opposition  should  arise  (which 
I  do  not  anticipate),  I  shall  not  press 
them.  At  present  I  believe  the  general 
opinion  of  the  House  to  be  that  they  are 
decided  and  clear  improvements  of  the 
law,  and  that  being  my  conviction,  I  think 
it  very  desirable  they  should  be  passed. 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 

Imvoetatiok  of  Corn.]  Mr.  Hawes 
wished  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Vice* 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whether 
be  intended  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  to  introduce  auy  bill  amending 
the  act  passed  with  reference  to  the  im- 
portation of  corn.  He  did  not  of  course 
mean  any  bill  touching  the  general  ques- 
tion, but  as  there  was  great  ambiguity 
in  many  of  its  details,  and  as  parties 
were  put  to  expense  in  litigating  ques- 
tions atking  out  of  them,  he  wished  to 


know  whether  an  act  to  correct  those 
errors  would  be  brought  forward  in  the 
present  Parliament. 

Mr.  Gladstone  was  not  about  to  defend 
the  wording  of  the  present  act,  or  that 
part  of  it  which  led  to  litigation.  But 
there  was  no  intention,  in  consequence  of 
what  had  occurred,  to  amend  the  act  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  Hawes :  T^en  is  the  clause  relating 
to  importation  from  Malta  to  remain  as  it  is? 

Mr.  Oladitone :  Yes. 

Pooe-Law.]  Mr.  Fielden  said,  that 
seeing  the  notice  of  the  third  reading  of 
this  bill  on  the  paper,  he  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  he  could  with  propriety  proceed 
with  it.  He  need  not  say  that  be  took  a 
deep  interest  in  this  bill,  but  he  could  not 
say  what  it  at  present  contained.  It  was 
cut  down  to  four  or  five  clauses,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  introduced  some 
amendments  into  it;  but  no  Member 
knew  what  the  eiact  words  of  each  clause 
were.  As  he  thought  it  would  be  very 
unfair  to  press  it  under  such  circumstances,  . 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  move  that  the 
bill  be  printed. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  if  he  had  made 
any  important  alterations  in  this  bill  he 
should  feel  the  force  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's observations,  but  every  one  of  those 
clauses  had  been  before  the  House  and 
the  public  for  three  or  four  months.  He 
had  stated  when  the  bill  was  in  committee, 
that  after  the  first  four  clauses  were  agreed 
to,  he  should  not  press  the  others.  He 
stated  the  nature  of  those  clauses  which 
he  meant  to  propose;  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  had  omitted  the  others,  and 
the  clauses  which  he  desired  to  pass  were 
left,  word  for  word,  as  they  originally 
stood.  He  could  not  think  that  any  hon. 
Gentleman  was  taken  by  surprise  at  this 
stage  of  the  bill.  There  never  was  a  mea- 
sure more  deliberately  and  fully  discussed. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  impeded  the  further 
progress  of  the  measure,  he  should  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  proceeding. 

Customs  Act — Provisions  in 
Bond.]  On  the  question  that  the  Cus- 
toms Act  Amendment  Bill  be  read  a 
third  time, 

Mr.  C.  BulUr  said,  he  had  heard  with 
some  astonishment,  of  an  extraordinary 
change  of  purpose  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.    He  was  told  in  th6  City^ 
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a  few  days  ag;o,  that  an  oider  came 
down  from  the  Treasury,  stating  that  pro- 
visions were  to  be  taken  out  of  bond  for  the 
purpose  of  victualling  ships  free  of  duty, 
and  two  days  after  another  order  was 
issued  that  provisions  were  to  pay  duty  up 
to  the  10th  of  October.  The  large  ship- 
owner  who  had  given  him  this  information 
stated  that  he  actually  took  out  a  con- 
siderable quantity  free  of  duty,  and  in  the 
space  of  time  he  bad  mentioned  was  pro- 
hibited from  having  the  remainder  with  a 
like  freedom  from  duty.  He  did  not  know 
how  the  law  was  to  operate  in  regulating 
those  duties,  but  it  was  certainly  necessary 
for  the  Government  to  explain  this  ap- 
parent vacillation  of  conduct. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  any  such  order  as  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded  to  had  been 
issued.  Notice  had  been  given  to  the 
parties  engaged  in  the  provision  trade, 
that  the  duties  on  foreign  provisions  would 
be  continued  for  a  year  longer  by  the 
Customs'  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  which 
stood  for  a  third  reading  that  day.  The 
.  object  of  that  regulation  was  to  allow  our 
own  provision  dealers  to  get  rid  of  the  stock 
which  they  had  on  hand.  It  was  owing 
solely  to  an  oversight  the  provision  was  not 
made  for  the  circumstance  in  the  tariff. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Education.]  Viscount  Pabnerston 
said,  he  would  take  this  opportunity  of 
asking  a  question  relative  to  the  intentions 
of  Government  on  the  subject  of  educa* 
tion.  Some  time  ago  the  President  of  the 
Council  presented  a  petition  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  from  the  classes  at 
Exeter-hall,  and  the  noble  Lord  accom- 
panied the  presentation  of  the  petition, 
with  a  speech,  which,  for  tlie  liberality  of 
sentiment,  and  enlightened  views  embo. 
died  in  it,  reilected  great  honour  upon 
himself,  and  the  Government  of  which  he 
was  a  Member.  In  the  course  of  his 
speech  the  noble  Lord  stated,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  not  do  its  duty 
if  it  did  not  increase  the  annual  grant  for 
the  purposes  of  education.  Of  course, 
the  general  impression  created  by  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  was,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  fprominent  Member,  to 
increase  the  grant  for  education  by  pro- 
posing an  additional  estimate  for  that  pur- 
pose.^ As  the  committee  of  supply  was 
'-^wing  to  a  close,  be  hoped  the 


right  hon.  Baronet  would  permit  him  to 
ask,  whether  it  were  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  propose  any  additiooal 
grant  for  the  purpose  in  question  ?  He, 
at  the  same  time,  begged  to  assure  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  speaking  for  himself, 
that  it  would  give  him  the  greatest  pos- 
sible satisfaction  to  support  any  such  pro- 
posal, if  it  should  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  he  was  to 
have  met  his  noble  Friend,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council^  that  day,  to  commu- 
nicate with  him  on  the  subject,  but  had 
unavoidably  been  prevented.  He  feared 
he  could  not  give  any  assurance  that  an 
additional  grant  would  be  proposed  this 
Session 

Amendment  of  the  Poor-Law.]  Sir 
/.  Graham  moved  the  Poor-law  Amend- 
ment Bill  be  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  5.  Crawford  said,  this  bill  was 
utterly  barren  of  any  provisions  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  from  the  oppressive 
working  of  the  present  law;  iu  only 
effect  would  be  to  continue  the  com- 
mission for  five  years  longer.  The  que»- 
tion  then  was,  would  the  House  cod* 
sent  to  a  bill  with  such  an  object,  in  the 
face  of  all  the  objections  brought  against 
the  arbitrary  character  and  proceedings  of 
the  commissioners?  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  to  those  objections  no  satis- 
factory answer  had  been  given.  The  com- 
miss)oners,  it  was  proved,  had  been  guilty 
of  the  unnecessary  and  unreasonable 
forcing  of  the  in-door  ust  in  cases  where 
it  was  clearly  absurd  to  attempt  this — where 
there  was  sufficient  accommodation  for  the 
poor,  and  they  could  not  be  relieved  in  the 
House.  The  next  charge  against  them  was 
for  obstinately  directing  the  use  of  unwhoie- 
someor  inade^uatediet  for  the  pauperSyand 
commanding  it  to  be  continued,  although 
they  knew  that  it  produced  disease.  The 
facts  brought  forward  to  support  these 
charges  had  neterbeen  disproved,  and  the 
charges  accordingly  remained  in  full  force. 
The  next  charge  against  the  commission* 
ers  was,  that  they  permitted  extraordinary 
and  excessive  punishments ;— that  was 
not  denied.  Another  charge  was,  thai 
the  rules  of  the  committioners  affecting 
aged  persons  were  inhuman  and  cruel; 
the  aged  and  infirm  were  put  under  the 
same  roof  with  the  able-bodied,  and  kept 
in  such  a  condition  that  life  coold  not  bt 
sosUioed.   He  cballeoged  an j  bon.  Mas* 
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berwbo  supported  the  bill  to  show  that 
these  charges  were  false;  the  only  answer 
to  them  was,  that  such  things  had  been 
done  in  other  places  and  at  a  former  time, 
but  that  was  no  justification  of  the  present 
conduct  of  the  commissioners.  Another 
strong  objection  to  the  bill  was,  that  it 
gave  DO  power  of  appeal  to  the  poor  man 
against  the  acts  of  the  guardians  or  com- 
missioners. Again,  the  distance  of  the 
poor  from  the  workhouses  was  generally  so 
great,  that  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
make  their  wants  known.  The  House 
was  now  asked  to  renew  the  commission 
for  five  years,  under  a  promise  from  the 
Government  that  they  would  introduce  a 
remedial  bill  next  Session.  That  was  a 
pledge  on  which  no  reliance  could  be 
placed,  as  its  fulfilment  entirely  depended 
on  circumstances.  After  the  conduct  of 
Ministers,  in  dividing  the  bill,  and  taking 
only  the  clauses  affecting  the  commission, 
in  the  face  of  their  declaration  that  it  must 
be  passed  entire,  how  could  the  House 
rely  on  the  pledge  now  given,  to  bring  in 
a  new  bill  in  the  next  Session,  when  the 
intentions  of  Government  might  be  de- 
feated? He  had  little  hope  from  a 
change  of  Ministers,  for  those  who  should 
succ^  the  present  Government  were  even 
more  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the  poor, 
and  he  should  be  even  more  distrustful  of 
them  than  of  the  existing  Administration. 
He  might  be  told  that  if  the  House  refused 
to  pass  this  bill  everything  would  be  left 
in  confusion.  He  was  not  of  opinion  that 
the  affairs  of  the  poor  would  be  worse  ad- 
ministered if  the  commissioners  were  to 
die  a  legal  death.  But  there  was  another 
remedy.  If  the  House  refused  to  pass 
this  bill  a  new  bill  might  be  brought  iu  to 
continue  the  commission  for  another  year. 
The  presentmeasurewasframedon  the  prin- 
ciples of  Malthus,  and  was  designed  for  the 
purpose  of  lessening  the  population  of  this 
country  by  reducing  the  poor  to  such  a  con- 
dition of  hardship  that  they  could  not  live. 
The  poor  considered  that  this  bill  originated 
in  a  desire  to  oppress  them,  that  it  pro- 
ceeded from  a  conspiracy  of  the  rich  against 
the  poor ;  and  was  it  safe  in  the  House  to 
give  them  ground  for  such  an  opinion? 
The  doable  effect  of  the  New  Poor-law 
had  been  to  raise  rents  and  reduce  wages. 
This  had  been  proved  by  the  most  incon- 
testible  evidence,  adduced  in  that  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  and  also 
by  several  most  respectable  witnesses 
lieforo  the  Wages  Committee,    He  bad 


another  grave  objection  to  this  bill, 
founded  on  its  unconstitutional  character. 
The  Ist,  15th,  2l8t,  25tb,  26th,  and 
32nd  clauses  gave  the  most  arbitrary  and 
unconstitutional  powers  to  the  Poor-law 
commissioners.  They  were  invested  with 
power  to  tax  the  people  and  to  make  laws; 
indeed,  every  power  which  the  Legislature 
itself  possessed  had  been  transferred  to 
these  commissioners.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive on  what  grounds  those  who  professed 
to  be  the  friends  of  the  people  and  the 
advocates  of  public  liberty  could  give  their 
assent  to  such  a  bill  as  this.  It  not  only 
dertroyed  all  the  local  boards  of  guardians, 
but  it  struck  at  the  very  root  of  all  repre- 
sentation. If  this  bill  passed,  representa- 
tion would  be  a  humbug.  They  heard 
much  in  recent  debates  of  the  distress 
prevailing  in  the  country,  and  it  was  fit 
that  the  House  should  properly  investigate 
that  subject.  The  greatest  relief,  howe- 
ver, which  could  be  administered,  at  least 
to  those  who  most  required  it,  would,  he 
was  convinced,  be  afforded  through  a 
humane  and  charitable  Poor-law ;  but  he 
was  sorry  to  find  that  those  who  talked  most 
loudly  of  the  prevailing  distress  were  sup 
porters  of  the  present  bill.  The  most 
effectual  mode  of  alleviating  distress 
would  be  to  give  the  poor  an  effective 
claim  against  the  rich  for  maintenance 
and  support,  and  then  the  rich  would 
be  glad  to  repeal  the  Corn-laws,  in  order 
that  the  labouring  classes  might  have  a 
chance  of  supporting  themselves.  He 
deeply  lamented,  notwithstanding  the  de- 
tailed account  he  gave  the  other  night  of 
the  distress  and  starvation  which  prevailed 
in  Ireland,  Ministers  had  not  allowed 
a' word  of  consolation  or  comfort  to  escape 
their  lips.  He  implored  them  to  break 
their  silence,  and  tell  the  country  what 
they  meant  to  do  to  relieve  the  agonizing 
distress  which  in  some  parts  existed  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  spesJc  on  this  subject 
with  anything  like  party  feeling ;  he  did 
not  expect  that  a  large  number  would 
support  the  motion  he  was  about  to  make; 
but  he  was  not  ashamed  to  appear  in  a 
small  minority  on  this  question.  At  alt 
events,  he  would  rather  glory  in  being  in 
a  small  minority  supporting  the  rights  of 
the  poor,  than  in  the  largest  majority 
against  them.  He  begged  to  move,  that 
the  bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Mr.  JPielden  seconded  the  motion.    His 
hoQ«  Friendi  in  takiog  the  coarse  be  had 
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adopted  from  the  first  with  reference  to 
thii  bill*  had  ably  discharged  his  duty  to 
his  constituents  and  to  the  country  at 
large.  If  this  bill  were  passed,  he  would 
not  be  answerable  for  the  consequences 
which  might  follow.  Its  tendency  un- 
doubtedly was  to  render  the  labouring 
classes  <ksperate  and  drive  them  to  acts 
of  madness.  If  he  were  a  labouring  man, 
and  required  relief,  he  would  not  go  into 
one  of  these  workhouses,  which  he  con- 
tended had  been  most  properly  designated 
dens  of  murder.  If  they  continued  in 
this  wav  to  grind  the  faces  of  the  poor, 
acts  of  insubordination  would  follow, 
and,  although  they  might  repress  them 
for  a  while,  they  would  find  the  spirit  of 
resistance  too  strong  for  them  ere  long. 
If  they  attempted  to  carry  oyt  this  bul 
for  another  five  years,  they  would  find 
their  own  reign  would  be  short  indeed. 
He  felt  strongly  on  this  subject ,  it  was 
his  duty  to  spealc  out ;  and  he  should  be 
doing  the  greatest  injustice  to  himself,  and 
those  who  sent  him  there,  if  he  did  not  do 
all  in  his  power  to  oppose  this  bill.  He 
could  regard  it  in  no  other  light  than  as 
an  act  to  starve  the  poor,  and  reduce  the 
wages  of  the  labouring  man.  He  had  that 
very  morning  received  a  letter,  from 
Bicester,  Oxfordshire,  which  he  would  read 
to  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  read  the 
letter,  to  the  following  effect  :-^ 


<i 


I  havt  just  read,  with  astonishment,  Sir  J. 
Orabam's  statement  relative  to  the  beneficial 
effect  of  the  New  Poor-law  in  rural  districts. 
The  fact  is  that  the  Corn-law  and  the  Poor-law 
together  have  reduced  tens  of  Uiousands  of  field 
labourers  in  the  rural  districts  to  a  state  of  ab» 
ject  slavery,  starvation,  and  nakedness.  It  is 
really  heartrending  in  this  once  flourishing,  but 
now  sufieriog  country,  to  hear  its  rulers,  who 

}>rofe8s  to  be  the  guaraians  of  our  peace,  com- 
brts^  and  prosperity,  talk  like  Sir /.Graham,  in 
the  nee  of  so  many  facts,  which  declare  that  the 
field  labourers,  at  this  moment,  are  starving 
for  want  of  work.  Two  days  ago  I  met  a 
person  in  the  street,  and  asked  him  how  it  was 
that  be  was  not  working.  The  poor  man,  who 
is  well  known  to  me  as  a  sober  and  sood 
woikmao,  answered,  '  I  cannot  get  a  day's 
work.  I  have  walked  fifty  miles,  but  cannot 
meet  with  any  employment.    I  have  made  ap» 

CicatioD  to  go  intb  ray  family  to  the  wori* 
Kise,  but  they  would  not  receive  us.  The^ 
said  there  was  plenty  of  work  about.'  This  is 
the  vei7  best  time  of  year  for  work  in  this 
neighbourhood,  and  yet  there  are  many  good 
labourers,  with  large  families,  without  work ; 
rad  when  they  apply  to  the  workhouse  for 
woikhouse  room,  they  are  told  there  is  plenty 
twoik.    Between  the  New  Poof^law  and  the 


Corn-law,  the  industrious  classes  are  in  a 
wretched  condition.  May  God,  in  hb  mercv, 
avert  the  national  calamity  which  the  words 
and  acts  of  some  of  our  mleiB  are  calculated 
to  bring  about  P 

It  appeared,  from  this  letter,  that  thie 
poor  man  had  been  walking  fifty  miles 
for  work.  They  treated  the  poor  worae 
than  dogs — worse  than  the  animals  they 
kept  in  their  stables.  If  the  land  was 
properly  cultivated — if  labour  was  em- 
ployed to  cause  the  land  to  yield  its  full 
produce,  there  would  then  be  no  further 
dispute  about  the  Corn-law ;  but  thejf  first 
passed  a  Corn-law  to  keep  up  the  price  of 
bread,  and  then  th^y  passed  a  Poor-law  to 
keep  down  the  rates.  It  had  been  unde- 
niably proved,  before  a  committee  on  which 
he  sat,  that,  when  the  poor  man  entered 
the  workhouse,  he  was  obliged  to  give  up 
his  goods.  Therefore  it  was  only  the 
severest  possible  distress  that  could  force 
a  man  to  the  workhouse,  after  he  bad  dis- 
posed of  everything  belonging  to  him. 
When  the  Poor-law  was  originally  intro* 
duced,  there  was  a  clause  in  it  eoaoting 
that  out-door  relief  should  be  refused  to 
able-bodied  men,  after  the  31st  of  July, 
1835;  but  this  clause  was  withdrawn. 
Now  he  asked,  why  did  not  the  Oovero- 
ment  do  what  they  got  the  comnissionars 
to  do  ?  This  was  a  cowardly  course  of 
proceeding.  He  did  not  espect  bis  oppo- 
sition to  the  bill  to  be  successftil.  Nearly 
all  the  Liberal  and  Conservative  Members 
would  vote  for  the  third  reading.  Still 
he  would  discharge  hisduty.  .Theeooduct 
of  that  House  was  oppressive  to  the  poor. 
They  passed  laws  to  make  food  dear,  and 
then  they  passed  other  laws  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  wages.  If  they  thought  the  la- 
bourers of  the  country  would  bear  this, 
they  were  mistaken.  He  had  been  warn- 
ing them  for  ten  years  of  the  approach  of 
distress;  and  now  that  distress  nad  come* 
He  would  now  endeavour  to  impress  on 
the  minds  of  the  Government  what  most 
be  the  consequence  of  cotttinuing  the 
commission  for  five  or  six  years.  The 
labouring  men  of  England  hoped,  when  a 
ConservativeOovemmcot  came  into  powert 
it  would  act  on  Conservative  principles, 
and  that  their  condition  vroald  be  bettered. 
They  had  been  dieappointed,  and  a  foelioy 
of  revenge  was  springing  op  in  thair 
bosoms,  and  would  be  manifiested  in  a  way 
which  all  would  have  to  deplore.  To  what 
conditioo  ware  they  redociog  the  poor  t 
They  were  driving  tbem  to  aleal,  or,  par* 
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haps  to  become  murderers.  He  entresited 
the  House  not  to  read  the  bill  a  third 
time.  Had  it  been  proposed  to  continue 
the  commission  for  one  year,  so  as  to  afford 
time  to  consider  the  condition  of  the  poor, 
he  would  not  have  been  disposed  to  inter- 
fere. He  advised  the  Rouse  to  beware  in 
time.  They  couid  not  carry  into  operation 
the  Poor-law  and  the  Corn-law  at  the  same 
time.  They  sat  there  daily  till  three 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  like  owls  and  bats] 
the  House  of  Commons  was  like  the  tower 
of  Babel :  it  had  become  a  house  of  con- 
fusion, and  nothing  was  done  in  it  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poorer  classes.  He  heartily 
seconded  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Muniz  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
that  this  was  a  measure  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance. It  was  of  such  importance  that 
It  had  overthrown  a  strong  and  popular 
Government,  and  most  probably  would 
overthrow  the  present  Government  The 
delegation  of  the  power  to  grant  parochial 
feKef  was  a  question  of  great  delicacy. 
It  required  the  persons  intrusted  with  that 
power  to  have  an  intimate  knowledge  of 
the  labourers  and  the  working  men  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  which  the  commis- 
sioners could  know  nothing  about ;  it  was 
Worse  than  absurd  to  expect  they  should ; 
but  it  was  one  of  the  consequences  of  an 
unsound  principle  of  legislation,  tt  went 
hand  in  hand  with  the  Factory  Bill,  and 
the  Emigration  Bill,  and  other  similar  ex- 
pedients which  had  been  found  necessary 
to  resort  to  so  many  years  after  the  con- 
clusion of  a  disastrous  war.  He  could  do 
little  against  so  powerful  a  majority, 
pledged  to  support  a  measure  so  unconsti- 
tutional, furtner  than  to  protest,  as  he 
now  most  solemnly  did,  against  adding 
this  insult  to  exasperate  the  poor,  already 
irriuted  and  exasperated  by  distress  and 
want  of  food.  He  would  protest  against 
it  upon  no  other  ground  than  this,  that  it 
gave  to  this  irresponsible  commission  a 
power  to  overrule  and  overthrow  all  local 
regulations  and  laws  on  the  subject  of  the 
treatment  of  the  poor.  Who  could  pos- 
sibly be  so  competent  as  those  elected  by 
the  rate-payers  in  each  town  to  apportion 
relief  and  enter  into  the  minute  circum- 
stances of  each  applicant's  case?  Without 
this  there  was  no  security  for  its  proper 
distribution.  What  seemed  to  him  to  be 
the  most  extraordinary  circumstance  con- 
nected with  this  Poor-law  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet**  was,  that  it  should,  strange 
to  say  9  have  the  support  of  the  Liberal  part 


of  that  House,  at  least  to  a  great  extent. 
This  was  a  mystery  he  could  never  explain 
or  make  out.  That  the  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site should  support  it  was  what  might  be 
expected.  It  was  In  perfect  accordance 
with  their  professions,  with  their  actions 
on  all  oocasions;  but  that  those  around 
him,  or  a  great  many  of  them,  should 
support  a  bill  which  went  to  destroy  local 
government  in  distant  towns  on  a  point  of 
so  much  importance  as  the  appropriation 
of  relief  to  the  poor,  astonished  nini,  as 
being  an  act  totally  at  variance  with  their 
principles  and  with  their  professions  on 
other  occasions.  Local  boards  of  relief 
were  clearly  best  for  the  larger  towns : 
to  vest  the  power  of  granting  relief  in  the 
commissioners  residing  at  a  great  distance 
was  a  farce.  The  local  authorities  spumed 
that  authority,  they  did  not  want  these 
worse  than  useless  commissioners.  Their 
power  was  totally  at  variance  with  the 
principles  of  representative  government  to 
which  the  people  of  England  were  so 
strongly  attached.  In  conclusion  he  should 
remark  that  he  and  those  guardians  with 
whom  he  had  communicated  upon  the 
subject  of  the  poor  of  this  country,  and 
their  treatment  in  their  several  parishes, 
had  one  and  all  expressed  the  wish  that 
they  might  be  left  to  themselves  in  these 
matters,  and  permitted  to  avail  themselves 
of  their  local  knowledge  of  the  circum* 
stances  of  those  who  applied  for  parochial 
assistance  in  the  administration  and  ma- 
nagement of  their  own  local  funds. 

Mr.  Rashleigh  subscribed  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Poor-law  Act,  but  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  cord  had  been 
drawn  too  tight.  The  operation  of  the 
law  pressed  extremely  heavily,  and  even 
cruelly,  on  able-bodied  labourers  with 
large  families.  He  thought  the  guardians 
might  safely  be  intrusted  with  a  discre- 
tionary power  to  relieve^  and  that  the  able- 
bodied  labourers  should  not  be  obliged  to 
!;ive  up  their  little  all,  and  go  with  their 
amilies  into  the  workhouse. 

Mr.  B.  Escott  said,  he  had  been  subject 
to  such  very  great  misrepresentation  as  td 
what  fell  irom  him  in  a  former  debate, 
there  were  some  points  on  which  he  had 
been  so  entirely  misapprehended,  that  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  occasion. 
He  had  been  represented  to  have  stated 
that  wages  in  the  county  of  Somerset  were 
6s.  a  week :  he  never  said  any  such  thing. 
What  he  said  was,  that  he  knew  parishes 
in  that  conoty  in  which  wages  were  so  low 
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as  6s.  a- week.    He  waa  also  represented 
to  have  said  that  the  rates  throughout  the 
whole  of  that  county  had  been  raised  by 
the  operation  of  the  New  Poor-law.     He 
never  made  any  such  statement ;  if  he  had 
it  would  have  been  contrary  to  the  fact. 
What  he  said  was,  that  he  knew  many 
parishes  where,  under  the  unequal  opera- 
tion of  the  Poor-law,  the  rates  had  been 
raised.     And  now  one  word  in  parting  on 
this  bill.     He,  for  one,  should  offer  to  the 
third  reading  no  opposition  whatever.     He 
could  not  help  congratulating  himself,  and 
he  hoped  he  might  congratulate  the  coun- 
try, that  there   had  been  a  great  point 
achieved  upon  the  debate  he  raised  on  his 
motion  for  out-door  relief.  The  advantage 
which  he  felt  had  been  obiained  was,  in 
his  opinion,  almost  tantamount  to  having 
carried  the  motion  he  then  offered  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home 
Secretary  then  distinctly  stated,  and  he 
had  no  reason  to  doubt  the  correctness  of 
his  statement,  that  the  explanatory  letter 
of  the  Poor-law  commissioners  of  the  ex- 
ception which   followed  the   prohibitory 
order  against  out-door  relief  still  left  a 
discretionary  power  in  the  boards  of  guar- 
dians to  grant  that  relief  in  cases  of  urgent 
necessity.     With   that  statement  he  for 
one  was  satisfied.    The  prohibitory  order 
stated  that  out-door  relief  should  not  he 
granted  to  the  able-bodied  labourer — the 
exception  stated  that  it  might  be  granted 
in  cases  of  urgent  necessity.     All  be  con- 
tended for  was,  that  the  boards  of  guar- 
dians might  have  the  discretionary  power 
to  say  what  were  ca^es  of  urgent  necessity. 
Then  came  this  explanatory  letter  which 
said  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  writer  of 
that  letter,  cases  of  urgent  necessity  were 
confined  to  cases  of  fire  or  water ;  but  when 
be  was  told  that  that  was  only  a  critical  or 
philological  explanation  of  the  words  of 
that  order,  and  was  not  binding  on  the 

EirdianSy  he  rejoiced  that  that  point  had 
n  cleared  up,  and  that  the  boards  of 
guardians  were  at  liberty  to  exercise  their 
discretion  upon  what  was  or  was  not  a 
case  of  urgent  necessity.  He  would  offer 
tio  further  opposition  to  this  measure.  He 
still  entertained  the  opinions  which  he 
cordially  expressed  upon  a  former  stage  of 
it ;  but  be  hoped  it  would  work  better 
than  he  expected,  and  his  desire  was,  that 
hon.  Members  night  return  home,  not  to 
use  such  language  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  had  used  that  evening,  bat 
*  n  those  who  thought  it  a  bad  meuaro 


might  make  the  best  of  it,  and  that  those 
who  thought  it  a  good  one  might  endea- 
vour by  their  administration  of  it  to  prove 
that  it  was  so :  and  that,  above  all,  they 
might  instil  habits  of  industry  into  the 
people,  which  would  prove  to  them  the 
greatest  blessing,  and  that  by  the  example 
of  hon.  Members  themselves  throughout 
the  country,  and  the  humblest  of  them 
had  some  influence  in  that  way,  the  people 
might  be  enabled]  to  obtain  Uhe  fruits  of 
their  own  industry,  and  raise  the  rewards 
of  their  labour,  which  at  present  were 
much  too  low. 

Mr.  AgUonby  would  vote  against  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill,  but  he  was  de- 
sirous of  guarding  himself  against  its  being 
supposed  that  in  doing  so,  he  adopted 
either  the  arguments  or  the  conclusions  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  or  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham.  The  ground 
on  which  he  should  vote  against  the  bill 
was  this :  that  having  oppcwed  the  clause 
which  went  to  continue  the  commission 
for  five  years,  he  could  not  consutendy 
give  his  support  to  a  bill  in  which  that 
clause  was  retained.  He  would  not  con- 
sent to  give  to  the  commission  for  six 
years  longer,  which,  in  fact,  it  would  be, 
a  power  in  regard  to  the  Poor-law,  and  a 
control  over  the  poor  of  this  country,  the 
extent  of  which,  until  the  other  details  of 
the  law,  which  were  postponed  for  fature 
legislation,  were  settled,  he  waa  neoesaarily 
ignorant  of. 

Captain  Pechell  also  expressed  his  in- 
tention of  supporting  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  in  opposition 
to  this  bill.  He  was,  however,  gratified  in 
so  far  as  he  should  be  enabled  to  inform 
his  constituents,  that  the  Gilbert  anions 
were  safe  for  a  short  period,  at  least  antil 
October  next,  for  an  hon.  Friend  of  bia 
had  a  motion  to  bring  forward,  which,  if 
carried,  would  compel  the  Government  to 
call  Parliament  together  again  in  that 
month. 

Mr.  R.  Yorke  wished  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  whetner  it  was 
to  be  understood  that  he  had,  iif  regard  to 
the  explanatory  letter  of  the  coromis* 
sioners  which  had  been  alluded  to,  ex- 
pressed an  opinion,  that  notwithstanding 
that  letter,  the  guardians  had  still  a  dis- 
cretionary power  in  granting  relief  to  able- 
bodied  labourers? 

Sir  J.  Graham:  I  am  bound  toaaj,tliat 
if  I  had  oonsolted  my  ovm  pcnooal  ooo« 
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venienc^-^if  I  could  have  been  swayed  by 
any  sinister  motives,  considering  the  short 
time  the  Administration  of  which  I  am  a 
Member  has  been  in  power,  nothing  could 
have  been  more  agreeable  or  easy  to  me 
than  to  have  yielded  to  the,  1  will  not  say 
menaces,  but  very  forcible  appeal  made  to 
me  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  not  to 
proceed  with  this  bill ;  but,  having  been 
no  inattentive  observer  of  the  laws  with  re- 
gard to  the  relief  of  the  poor,  having  taken 
for  many  years  a  part  in  the  local  ad- 
ministration of  this  measure,  having  been  a 
party  to  the  introduction  of  it  in  1834, 
having  watched  and  marked  its  operation 
with  great  anxiety,  I  should  be  guilty  of 
the  most  serious  dereliction  of  dutv  which 

m 

could  disgrace  any  public  men,  were  I  for 
one  moment  to  be  led  away  by  the  threats 
or  arguments  of  hon.  Member  opposed  to  it, 
and  not  ask  the  House  to  agree  to  the  third 
reading  of  the  bill.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  declaring  that  the  whole 
scheme  of  the  Government  of  unions  would 
be  impossible  if  they  were  not  controlled  by 
some  central  power.  If  we  put  an  end  to 
the  central  authority  we  must  resort  to  local 
Oovemment,  and  then  comes  the  question 
whether  we  would  have  such  a  system, 
with  local  passions  and  prejudices  of  that 
narrow  circle  without  appeal— or  if  the 

S:>wer  of  appeal  be  given,  where  should  it 
e— except  in  the  local  magistrates?  I 
have  heard  none  advocate  a  system  of  local 
Government  without  appeal.  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  the  cruelty  and  oppression  of 
such  a  system  would  be  felt  upon  the 
smallest  occasion ;  it  would  lead  to  a  system 
of  oppression  thanjwhich  nothing  more  mon- 
strous could  be  conceived.  I  therefore  dis- 
miss a  system  of  parochial  Government  with- 
out appeal,  and  if  we 'adopt  it  with  appeal 
we  should  have  nothing  less  than  the  system 
which  existed  from  1796  to  1834 ;  and  how 
objectionable  that  system  was,  is  admitted 
on  all  hands.  It  remains  for  me  shortly 
to  discuss  the  inconsistencies  in  the  doctrines 
propounded  on  the  other  side,  though,  cer- 
tainly, by  a  comparatively  small  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Rochdale  complains  that  under  the  system 
as  now  organized,  from  the  board  of  guar- 
dians there  is  no  appeal ;  he  is  very  much 
afraid  of  a  system  of  local  Government 
without  appeal,  and  he  taunted  me  with 
something  of  inconsistency  when  I  said  there 
was  an  appeal  in  the  first  instance  to  the 
Assistant  Poor-law  Commissioners,  and  ul- 
timately to  the  Poor-law  Commissioners 
themselves;  and  the  hon. Member  referred 


to  the  clauses  at  the  end  of  the  bill,  in  which 
he  said  there  was  no  power  on  their  part  to 
order  an  appeal.  I  admit  it ;  but  practically 
I  know  tliat  where  relief  is  refused  by  the 
boards  of  guardians  the  poor  man  may 
appeal  to  the  Poor-law  Commissioners,  and 
where  that  refusal  has  occurred  on  anything 
like  a  general  system  of  the  board  of  guar- 
dians, the  remonstrances  of  the  commis- 
sioners has  been  made  against  such  refusal ; 
and  though  no  direct  power  is  given  to 
order  relief  to  individuals,  both  the  com- 
missioners and  assistant-commissioners  have 
felt  bound  to  redress  individual  grievances 
and  hardships.    The  hon.  Member  for  Win- 
chester has  most  rightly  interpreted  that 
which  fell  from  me  on  a  former  evening. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  explanatory 
letter  that  has  been  written  ;  and  I  must 
say  that  I  thought  that  from  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  operation  of  the  law 
the  secretaries  have  not  only  written  too 
much,  but  in  many  cases  too  harshly.    I 
should  say   that  at  this  moment   public 
opinion  is  against  the  measure,  not  so  much 
for  what  is  done  as  for  what  has  been 
written — written,  however,  with  the  best 
intention :  the  system  is  large ;  there  are 
variations  from  time  to  time  under  different 
orders  addressed  to  the  boards  of  guardians^ 
which  are  hard  to  be  understood,  and  from 
a  desire  to  make  them  plain,  words  upon 
words,   and  precept  upon    precept,  have 
been  issued,  and  hence  a  great  variety  of 
explanatory  letters.     But  I  beg,  it  may  be 
distinctly  understood,  that    though  these 
explanatory  letters  are  said  to  be  illustra- 
tive of  the  law,  they  are  in  no  degree  man- 
datory, and  are  in  no  case  to  be  considered 
as  general  orders  which  have  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State.     I  am 
very  unwilling  to  refer  to  the  exact  state  of 
the  country  at  the  time  of  passing  the  Poor- 
law,  in  1831 ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the    Member    for    Oldham    has    read   a 
communication  from    Oxford,    describing 
the  present  state  of  distress  in  that  union. 
I  could  cite  a  letter  from  an  authority, 
who  would  be  considered  the  very  highest 
by  the  Opposition  benches,  in  immediate 
connection  with  the  county  of  Bedford, 
giving  me  a  description  of  the  state  of  that 
county  in  1831,  and  instituting  a  compari- 
son with  the  present  condition  of  the  la- 
bouring classes.     My  noble  correspondent 
tells  me,  that  in  1831  a  great  number  of 
efficient    workmen   were    either    in    the 
workhouses  or  receiving  relief;  that  the 
worst  possible  feeling  existed  between  them 
and  the  gentry  of  the  country,  whom  they 
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regarded  as  oppresaors,  and  that  that  feel- 
ing evinced  itself  by  ▼arious  outbreaks;  and 
my  noble  correspondent  assures  me  that 
now  there  is  a  much  better  feeling  between 
the  gently  and  the  farmers  and  the  work- 
men they  employ;  that,  speaking  generally, 
there  is  a  full  demand  for  the  labour  of  ef- 
ficient workmen;  that  peace,  onler,  and 
regularity  prevail  througnout  the  county ; 
and  that  the  contrast  wi9i  its  former  con- 
dition is  most  happy,  and  he,  as  a  rate- 
payer of  that  county,  where  the  working  of 
the  old  system  of  poor-law  was  most  dis- 
graceful, attributes  the  change  to  the 
Seration  of  this  very  law.  The  hon. 
ember  for  Oldham  has  made  strong  de- 
clamtions  against  this  measure.  The  hon. 
Member  called  it  the  most  unfair,  unjust, 
and  oppressive  measure  that  coulcl  be 
devised,  and  exhorted  me  not  to  proceed 
with  it ;  be  warned  me  of  its  effects,  and 
told  me  that  the  day  would  come  when  I 
would  repent  of  having  passed  it  I  have 
listened  in  vain  to  hear  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  recommend  instead  of  this  law. 
Would  he  recommend  that  the  able  bodied 
labourer  should  be  dependent  on  the  poor- 
rates }  [Mr.  Fielden:  No.]  The  hon. 
Member  objects  to  this  law ;  but  he  never 
said  he  would  revert  to  what  was  the  law 
in  1881.  After  all  that  has  occurred  in 
this  debate,  it  woultf  be  most  satisfactory  if 
the  gentlemen  who  oppose  this  law  would 
state,  distinctly  and  explicitly,  what  law 
they  would  desire  fur  the  relief  of  able- 
boSed  labourers  in  this  country.  I  have 
never  yet  heard  hon.  Oentlenien  enter  into 
the  explanation.  I  give  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  the  utmost  credit  for  the 
warmth  of  his  feelings  towards  the  working 
classes,  and  I  should  be  doing  him  an  in- 
justice if  I  were  not  to  say  that  I  know  that 
the  hon.  Member  in  his  own  neighbourhood, 
and  with  regard  to  his  own  Immediate 
dependents,  is  moat  kind,  and  Illustrates  the 
warmth  of  the  feelings  he  expresses  in  this 
House,  and  I  listen  to  htm  with  attention 
and  respeet,  because  I  know  the  sincere 
attachment  of  the  hon.  Member  to  tbe 
wofUng  classes.  But  I  should  have  been 
•xtrendy  glad— >the  hon.  Member  bavins 
given  so  much  attention  to  this  subject,  and 
aetinff  with  such  kind  feelinos  towards  the 
wetking  classes  If  he  haa  proceeded  to 
Btatft  wnal  eoorse,  if  this  law  were  repealed, 
after  the  results  of  his  long  experience  and 
attmtioa  to  this  sul^ect  In  his  magisterial 
eapadty,  he  would  recommend.  I  have 
baatowed  the  most  anxious  consideration 
upon  the  questioo,  I  have  listened  to  many 


debates  upon  it,  I  have  taken  part  in  various 
inquiries,  I  have  read  the  reports  of  the 
commission,  and  have  devoted  much  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  but  the  result  of  my 
experience  and  attention  does  not  enable 
me  to  offer  to  the  Legiabiture  anything* 
upon  the  whole,  prefcsable  to  this  measure. 
Able-bodied  paupers  are  not|  under  all 
circumstances,  denied  relief  out  of  the 
workhouse.  The  test  of  the  workhouse  is 
universally  applicable  as  the  surest  mode  of 
ascertaining  real  destitution.  But  it  would 
be  cruel  in  the  extreme,  it  would  be  unjust, 
i^  would  be  oppressive,  if  the  test  were 
made  the  universal  rule.  It  is  not  so— 4t 
is  not  intended  to  be  so;  practicallyy  I  re- 
peat, it  is  not  so.  There  is  an  enormous 
amount  of  population  relieved  out  of  dooia* 
bearing  an  immense  proportion  to  those 
reliev^  within  the  walls  ol  the  workhouse. 
In  round  numbers  where  there  are  200,000 
relieved  in-doors,  there  are  about  1,000,000 
relieved  out  of  doors.  Out  of  165,000 
widows  and  deserted  females  who  obtain 
relief,  only  13,000  obtain  it  in  the  work- 
houses,  the  remainder  in  their  own  homes. 
As  to  the  proportion  of  able-bodied  men, 
the  ouestion  is  of  course  very  important, 
and  I  win  give  the  best  accounts  I  can, 
including  (as  I  must  do)  the  vagrants.  [In 
answer  to  Captain  Pechelli  the  right  mm. 
Baronet  here  parenthetiodly  stated  that  the 
returns  included,  not  the  loeal  act  parisbea, 
nor  those  of  cogrse  under  the  CUbeit 
unions,!  In  1840  there  were  897,695 
able»bodied  adults  relieved.  Now»  out  of 
that  number,  how  manv  were  rdieved  in 
the  workhouse?  The  HoQse  will,  peibapa» 
suppose,  from  what  haa  been  so  often 
saidy  that  nearly  all  were  so  relieved.  Not 
ao,  PerhapSi  then«  one  half?  Not 
80.  Or  a  quarter?  Not  even  ao.  But 
the  fact  actually  Isf  that  out  of  (in  roand 
numbers)  300,000  able-bodied  adults, 
245,000  were  relieved  out  of  door^  and 
under  50,000  were  relieved  in  the  woi^ 
house.  Had  the  stringency  of  the  meaanre 
increased  in  the  following  vear  ?  In  1 84 1  • 
out  of  845,656  able-bodied  adults  rdieved» 
280,189  were  relieved  ouUof-doors.  Now* 
the  success  of  the  measure,  as  far  as  my 
judgment  goes,  depends  upon  tbe  judlcioua 
application  of  the  workhouse  teat,  but  ii  is 
not  bindln|gas  a  positive  rule  upon  the  dis- 
cretion or  the  guardians.  I  go  further, 
and  say  that,  in  mv  opiak)Q»  the  main 
value  of  the  commission,  in  constant  cob« 
municatlon  with  the  Government,  is  this* 
that  instead  of  being,  as  it  is  called,  an  un- 
bending cast-inm  ^stem^  it  is  a  plastic 
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fyitem^  readily  adapting  itself  to  aU  the 
various  circumstances  of  each  communitj. 
I  can  conceive  one  state  of  circumstances  in 
which  it  would  be  right,  and  prudent,  and 
politic,  that  the  workhouse  test  should  be 
strictly  applied ;  and  I  can  conceive  another 
state  of  circumstances  taking  the  case  pro- 
perly out  of  the  prohibitory  order,  and 
rendering  the  out*door  labour  test  expe- 
dient   Again,   I   can    conceive — nay,    I 
know  of  extensive  distriets  under  great 
and  general  distress  in  which  ie  would  be 
harsh,  cruel,  and  unjust  to  apply  the  work- 
house test,  or  out-door  test,  to  able-bodied 
poor  unable  to  obtain  the  least  employment. 
And  it  is  the  confidence  that  I  am  acting 
with  a  commissioD  of  wise  and  humane 
men,  who  know  that,  after  all,  human 
afiairs  must  be  conducted  with  reference  to 
times  and  circumstances— it  is  this  which 
makes  me  feel,  that  as  it  is  not  only  politic 
but  qeoesaary  that  amidst  the  difficulties 
which  at  this  period  surround  us,  large 
discretionary  powers  should  be  vested  some- 
whete,  they  can  be  vested  nowhere  with 
such  advantage  as  in  a  commission  so  oom- 
poaed,  acting  in  constant  communication 
with  the  Executive,  and  for  all  its  acts  re- 
sponsible to  the  Legislature.     Nor  is  there 
any  subject  on  which  the  conduct  of  the 
oommisnon  has  been  exposed  to  closer  ex- 
aminatiouj  and  on  which  the  result  has 
been  more  satisfactory,  than  with  reference 
to  the  large  powers  intrusted  to  it  on  this 
painAil  ai^  delicate  point  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  entire  community.    Could  I 
believe  that  the  extension  or  oontiouanoe 
of  the  measure  was  inconsistent  with  the 
safety,  the  order,  or  the  peace  of  society, 
and  the  distribution    of  property  in  the 
country,  I,  of  course^  should  confess  that  no 
more  awful  considerations  could  ever  in- 
duce   a  Government  to  pause   in  their 
course;  but  I  am  satisfied,  on  the  whole, 
that  it  is  a  meamjre  insuring  a  just  aud 
safe  administration  of  relief  to  the  poor ; 
and  I  feel  that  under  any  system  of  poor 
reliof  not  chaeked  and  guarded,  so  as  to 
prevent  the  growth  of  the  most  monstrous 
abuses,  there  must  arise  consequences  aw- 
fully dangerous  to  the  order,  the  jpea^, 
and  the  property  of  this  country.    There- 
fore, I  shrink  from  throwing  the  vast  sub- 
ject utterly  loose  at  this  periods  and  thus 
incurring  the  very  danger  which  some  pro- 
fessed to  anticipBte  from  an  enforcement 
of  the  law.    Deterred,  then,  by  no  im- 
proper fear-disregarding  all  personal  ob- 
loquy that  may  attach  to  me  on  account  of 
my  enforcing  what  may  be  thought  severe. 


but  which,  I  believe  firmly,  will,  in  the 
long  run,  prove  humane  and  salutary,— I 
cannot  hesitate  as  to  the  course  which  I 
ought  to  adopt ;  and  I  earnestly  entreat 
the  House  to  pass  the  bill  with  such  a  ma- 
jority as  will  mark  how  united  we  are 
(without  reference  to  party  distinctions) 
on  the  propriety  of  continuing  a  measure 
so  important  to  the  interests  of  the  poor 
and  of  the  community  at  large. 

Mr.  O'ConneU:  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  it  would  be  extremely  unjust,  ex- 
tremely cruel,  extremely  oppressive,  if  no 
relief  were,  under  any  circumstances,  to 
be  given  out  of  the  workhouse  to  able- 
bodied   paupers,  and    those  superlatives 
were  assented  to  by  the  majority  of  the 
House.    Yet  there  was  no  such  out-door 
relief  in  Ireland.    It  was  not,  however, 
on  that  ground  that  he  was  about  to  op- 
pose the  bill.     The  objection  to  the  bill 
bad  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cockermouth — it  was  the  continuance  of 
the  commission  for  six  years.   He  thought 
the  commissioners  did   not  deserve  the 
eulogium  that  had  been  pronounced  upon 
them.     He  believed  they  had  enhanced 
their  unpopularity  by  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  treated  boards  of  guardians,  and 
by  the  flippancy  and  impertinence  of  their 
expressions ;  and  the  determination  too, 
that  they  would  not  yield  to  local  feelings 
and  circumstances  but  maintain  their  own 
**  cast  iron**  system  had  also  added  to  that 
unpopularity.    There  was  an  impression 
in  Ireland  that  these  eommissbners  were 
actuated  by  some  of  those  motif es,  that 
ought  least  to  influence  them,   for  that 
they  had  political  partialities  and  religious 
prejudices.     That   impression  might  be 
unjust,  but  it  was  an  unhappy  olrcum- 
stance  that  their  conduct  should  have 
created  it  at  all.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
had  certainly  pronounced  his  official  eulo- 
gium upon  them  ;  for  it  seemed  to  be  th^ 
practice  of  the  House,  whenever  any  func- 
tionary was  attacked,  that  some  Qentle« 
men  on-  the  Treasury  bench  should  get  up 
and  prove  him  |o  be  every  thing  that  was 
most  extraordinary  in  talent,  and  wisdom, 
and  virtue.    His  objection  to  the  bill  was, 
that  it  coQtioued  the  commission.    He  rt. 
joiced  to  see  the  liberality  with  wbicb  the 
measure  bad  been  worked  in  this  country, 
and  hoped  that  tbe  system  would  be  nine^ 
lioratea  in  Ireland.     He  pledged  himself 
not  to  allow  a  week  to  elapse  in  the  mtt 
Session,  without  moving  for  a  i^ommitlee 
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to  inaoire  into  the  working  of  the  Poor-law 
in  Ireland* 

Captain  Berkeley  rose  to  take  hit  share 
of  the  odium  which  must  attach  itself  to 
the  supporters  of  this  bill.  He  had  paid 
much  attention  to  the  operation  of  the 
New  Poor-law  as  compared  with  the  old 
one,  applied  to  the  county  in  which  he  re- 
sidcKi,  and  he  could  bear  witness  to  its 
beneficial  effects,  not  only  in  reducing 
rates,  which  he  regarded  as  the  least  im- 
portant consideration,  but  in  arresting  the 
progress  of  demoralisation,  and  in  exalting 
the  character  of  the  poor. 

General  Johnson  objected,  and  had  al- 
ways objected,  to  invest  three  men  with 
such  great  unconstitutional  powers.  He 
rejoiced  to  hear  that  some  relaxation  had 
taken  place  in  the  system,  although  he 
believea  nothing  short  of  dire  necessity 
could  ever  have  induced  the  commis- 
sioners to  give  out-door  relief.  Nobody 
had  ever  found  fault  with  the  statute  of 
Elizabeth.  The  complaints  were  aga  nst 
the  abuses  of  that  law,  with  the  acts 
passed  in  the  reigns  of  George  the  3rd 
and  George  the  4th,  with  all  their  com- 
plicated machinery.  He  protested  against 
this  motion,  calling  on  hon.  Members  to 
decide  on  the  third  reading  of  a  bill  with 
the  details  of  which  hon.  Members  were 
wholly  unacquainted,  for  not  having  had 
the  bill  delivered  into  their  hands  they 
could  not  know  what  clauses  had  been 
struck  out  and  what  clauses  had  been  re- 
tained, and  therefore  must  legislate  in  the 
dark.  All  they  knew  was  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  centralisation  was  to  be  retamed, 
and  that  was  sufficient  to  secure  his  oppo- 
sition. He  did  not  feel  at  all  sure  that 
this  meaiure  would  be  brought  forward 
next  Session  now  that  they  had  gained 
their  main  point,  especblly  as  they  must 
anticipate  serious  opposition  to  many 
parts  of  their  measure. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  "  now*'  stand  part  of  the  ques- 
tion :— Ayes  103 ;  Noes  30 :  Majority  73. 
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Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Sir  7*.  D.  Acland  roae,  porsoant  to  do- 
tice,  for  the  purpose  of  moving  a  dauie  to 
enable  guardians  to  appoint  local  com* 
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mittees  for  receiving  applications  of  poor 
persons  in  parishes  situated  at  a  certain 
distance  from  the  place  of  meeting  of  the 
board  of  guardians.  This  clause  he  begged 
to  propose  by  way  of  rider,  and  in  sub- 
mitting it  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that 
he  did  not  desire  to  excite  any  discussion 
upon  the  general  merits  of  the  measure. 
There  were  only  to  be  passed  a  certain 
number  of  the  clauses  of  which  the  bill 
was  originally  made  up.  Amongst  the 
provisions  which  ought  to  be  contained  in 
the  measure,  and  which  were  not  included 
in  it  as  it  now  stood,  was  this  one  ;  it  was 
a  mild  and  beneficent  provision,  and  one 
which  he  trusted  the  House  would  not  ex- 
clude from  the  bill.  Circumstances  had 
rendered  it  impracticable  to  secure  this 
clause  in  committee,  and  after  the  arrange- 
ment entered  into  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
be  could  not  propose  such  a  clause,  but  it 
was  to  be  hoped  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  stand  neuter  between  him 
and  the  rest  of  the  House — that  he  would 
not  oppose  the  clause, — to  ask  him  to  sup- 
port it  was  out  of  the  question.  In  some 
instances  paupers  were  resident  as  many 
as  fifteen  or  twenty  miles  from  the  central 
place  of  meeting  of  the  guardians,  and 
that  fact  alone,  he  thought,  should  deter- 
mine the  House  in  favour  of  the  proposi* 
tion  which  he  had  made.  He  remembered 
in  the  union  in  which  he  was  a  guardian 
be  witnessed  instances  of  poor  women 
coming  fourteen,  fifteen,  and  sixteen  miles, 
and  being  obliged  to  go  home  again  in  the 
heat  of  summer  without  receiving  relief. 
Then  it  was  to  be  recollected  that  guar- 
dians from  the  more  distant  parishes  of  a 
union  were  not  very  regular  in  their  at- 
tendance; upon  that  ground  also,  he  was 
sure  that  hon.  Members  would  agree  with 
biro  as  to  the  necessity  of  there  being 
local  committees.  He  had  some  difficulty 
in  fixing  the  precise  distance,  but  he 
thought  he  should  be  safe  in  proposing 
four  miles  from  the  central  place  of 
meeting. 

Sir  C.  Napier  seconded  the  motion. 
He  did  think  that,  after  passing  the  ob- 
noxious clauses  of  the  bill,  they  ought 
not  to  reject  one  so  mild  as  this.  With 
respect  to  the  assistant-commissioners,  in 
how  few  places  was  it  possible  for  them 
to  knojv  the  feelings  and  wants  of  the 
people !  The  parties  concerned  could  not 
even  know  when  an  assistant-commissioner 
would  visit  the  place.    [Sir  J.  Graham : 
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There  are  post-offices.^  But  poor  people 
could  not  get  paper  to  enter  into  a  corre- 
spondence of  inquiry  even  if  they  were 
able  to  write.  In  the  union  with  which 
he  was  connected,  they  had  not  seen  an 
assistant-commissioner  for  twelve  months 
together,  and  they  were  not  anxious  to  see 
one  any  more.  It  was  rather  an  extraor- 
dinary fact  that  those  unions  which  were 
visited  oftenest  were  the  worst  conducted, 
whilst  those  which  were  un visited  were 
well  managed.  Considering  the  vast  sums 
of  public  money  that  were  pocketted  by 
these  assistant^commissioners,  he  must 
say  that  this  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
receive  some  attention.  He  could  not 
help  expressing  his  surprise  at  the  state- 
ments made  the  other  night  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  respect  to  the  num- 
bers of  able-bodied  labourers  receiving  out<« 
door  relief.  In  the  union  to  which  he  be- 
longed they  knew  nothing  about  out-door 
relief  to  able-bodied  persons ;  they  had  aU 
ways  understood  that  they  must  not  give 
it.  Where  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
get  his  extraordinary  numbers  from  ?  Did 
he  mean  vagrants?  Or  did  he  mean  the 
able-bodied  who  happened  to  be  sick,  and 
got  medical  or  other  relief  out  of  the 
house?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  up  his  figures  that  way,  he  could 
understand  them;  but  he  really  could  not 
understand  where  it  was,  or  how  it  wa 
that  such  an  immense  number  of  able" 
bodied  paupers  had  received  out-door  re- 
lief. He  must  say  of  the  commissioners, 
that  he  thought  they  had  positively  pre- 
vented the  guardians  from  making  the 
Poor-law  a  great  deal  better  than  it  other-' 
wise  would  have  been.  Had  it  not  been 
for  them  the  guardians  would  have  made 
the  law  more  Satisfactory  to  the  poor  with- 
out at  all  increasing  the  expense  to  the 
rate-payers.  There  were  many  cases  of 
old  and  worn-out  persons  receiving  35.  a 
week  out-door  relief,  when  they  were  no 
longer  able  to  do  any  work,  those  persons 
having  paid  rates  when  in  better  circum- 
stances. Now  he  held,  that  if  encourage- 
ment were  given  to  those  poor  persons 
who  paid  rates  for  five  or  six  years,  or  for 
a  longer  period,  that  they  would,  in  the 
event  of  their  receiving  it,  receive  a  greater 
amount  of  relief  than  those  who  paid  no 
rates ;  it  would  reduce  the  disinclination 
to  pay  poor-rates,  and  go  to  foster  habits 
of  frugality.  The  labouring  people  would 
pay  the  rates  with  the  same  readiness  that 
they  subscribed  tp  their  clubs,  with  the 
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Yiew  of  deriving  assistance  from  their  clube 
when  tbey  might  require  it.  He  had  con- 
versed much  with  guardians  of  the  poor, 
and  recommended  that  the  relief  they  gave 
should  be  regulated  hy  that  principle; 
they  expressed  their  readiness  to  act  upon 
it,  but  said  that  the  commissioners  would 
not  permit  them,  and  the  auditor  would 
strike  out  any  allowance  of  the  kind  from 
their  accounts. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  first  and 
second  time. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  third 
time, 

Captain  Pechell  said,  he  did  not  know 
what  the  intentions  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were,  or  in  what  manner  the  House 
would  proceed  upon  this  occasion,  but 
there  were  other  clauses  of  equal  impor- 
tance—for instance,  one  relating  to  voting 
by  proxyi  which,  if  opportunity  offered, 
should  also  be  taken  into  consideration. 
Did  any  other  hon.  Member  mean  to  take 
advantage  of  the  quiescence  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  propose  other  clauses,  which, 
by  common  consent,  might  be  adopted  ? 
With  regard  to  the  Poor-law  commission, 
he  had  always  said  that  the  principle  of 
the  act  of  the  2'2nd  of  George  3rd,  cap. 
23,  was  the  best  principle  which  the  poor 
could  be  governed  by ;  and  if  that  act 
had  been  made  compulsory  instead  of  vo- 
luntary, the  condition  of  the  poor  would 
have  been  greatly  improved.  He  was 
aware  that  some  complaints  had  been 
made  of  the  state  of  certain  parts  of  Sus- 
sex as  requiring  the  application  of  a  more 
stringent  law.  But,  as  he  had  always 
said,  the  dose  was  too  strong  for  the 
disease ;  as  to  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  the  large  number  of 
persons  receiving  out-door  relief,  he  be- 
lieved the  number  to  be  greatly  augmented 
by  the  excellent  system  in  those  towns 
which  were  under  local  acts,  having  a  po- 
pulation exceeding  1 ,500,000/.  The  clause 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  showed  the  necenity 
of  dimroishing  the  size  of  the  unions,  or 
of  havine:  district  committees.  It  had 
been  stated  in  a  f)etitton  presented  to  the 
House  from  the  F'^nsington  Union,  that 
the  magnitude  of  ^oor-law  unions  was  a 
serious  evil.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  succeed  in  carrying  his  clau»''. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  thought  the  clauM.  cf 
the  hon.  Baronet  might  be  acceded  to 
without  any  infraction  of  the  bill  as  it  stood, 
and  that  if  it  were  a  compulsory  clause 
^  wouM  be  a  great  boon  to  the  infirm  and 


aged  poor.  When  the  unions  were  Ivg^, 
and  the  number  of  poor  great,  there  were 
good  and  sufiicient  reaaona  for  the  guar- 
dians to  delegate  their  powers  to  aob- 
committees.  No  donbt  these  tob-cooi- 
mittees  most  be  the  objecu  of  very  vi« 
gilant  attention;  and  he  trusted  that 
with  the  controlling  powers  of  the  aub- 
commissioners,  the  plan  would  lead  to  no 
abuse.  He  hoped  the  ciaose  would  be 
adopted  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Borthwkk  was  glad  that  there  waa 
a  disposition  to  agree  to  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Baronet ;  it  would  relieve  other  hon. 
Members  as  well  as  himself  from  a  diffi- 
culty. There  was  nothing  to  which  he 
would  more  readily  lend  his  assistmnce 
than  to  the  modification  of  this  law ;  but 
it  would  be  dangerous  after  the  Govern- 
ment had  pledged  itself  not  to  re-open  the 
question  during  the  present  Session,  to  at- 
tempt it.  This  was  a  clause,  however, 
which  the  House  felt  no  diflSenlty  in  ao» 
ceding  to.  It  would  undoubtedly  be  a 
great  improvement  of  the  law,  mnd  much 
as  he  could  have  wished  to  bring  op  some 
other  amendment,  he  would  not  presume 
to  disturb  the  arrangement  to  which  the 
House  had  come.  He  hoped  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would,  in  consequence 
of  hon.  Members  reframing  fromnnpeding 
the  public  business,  take  this  bill  into  their 
serious  consideration  dunng  the  receas^ 
and  so  improve  it  as  to  relieve  hon.  Mem. 
hers  from  the  trouble  of  proposing  amend- 
ments in  another  Session. 

Sir  J.  Orakam  felt  that  it  would  be  a 
breach  of  faith  to  consent  to  the  introdoc- 
tion  of  new  clauses  into  this  bill,  after  the 
declaration  he  had  made  that  he  would 
take  none  but  the  first  four  or  five — but 
those  that  were  unopposed  or  were  brought 
forward  with  general  approbation.  This 
clause  appeared  to  be  one  coming  within 
the  latter  description^  and  one  whieh  he 
felt  would  lead  to  real  practical  beaefiu 
He  was  anxious  for  its  introdoction,  be- 
cause his  own  experience  corresponded 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Devonshire,  as  to  the  dbtance  of  boards 
of  guardians  from  some  parishes  caoaing 
those  who  required  relief  to  walk  ekven, 
twelve,  or  thirteen  miles,  and  the  role, 
which  he  thought  an  excellent  one,  re- 
quiring that  the  head  of  a  family  skooM 
make  the  application  on  behalf  of  bis 
family,  in  such  cases  ofleo  caused  the  loss 
of  a  day's  work,  a  amtter  of  grsat 
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qiieiice  as  wdl  as  great  fatig;ae  and  some 
expeosa.  Though  he  was  not  prepared  to 
delegate  to  a  comoiittee  the  power  of 
ordering  relief,  upon  reflection  he  should 
not  object  to. the  elsuse  as  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Baronet ;  and  if  after  the  eonsent 
of  the  House  bv  a  larg^e  and  decisive  ma- 
jority to  a. regulation  which  by  some  hon. 
Members  was  considered  serere  and  cruel, 
that  of  a  central  comcniasibn  having  power 
over  the  local  administration  of  the  Poor* 
law,  this  clause  was  regarded  as  a  mitiga- 
tion of  the  sevexity  of  that  regulation^  he 
should  reJQiqe  that  almost  their  last  act  at 
the  close  qf  the  Session  should,  notwith- 
standing ibie  aauoh  disputed  pointy  be 
dcMBod  not  only  to  have  the  appearance 
of  an  ad  of  kindness,  but  to  be  one  in  re- 
ality. 

The  clause  read  a  third  time  and  added 
to  the  bi]K 

On  the  question  that  the  bill  do  pass, 

Mr*  Fklden  moved  as  an  amend ivent 
tbat  the  bill  be  printed. 

The  Hoate  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Words  proposed  to  be  left  out 'stand 
part  of  the  questlon^^  Ayeft  83  ;  Noes  5 : 
Majprity  79.. 

List  of  the  Vozs. 


Cnllhfe/W.    "^ 
Ji>hnsoQ,  Qen. 
Pechellt  Cspti 
Achbleffildy  J, 

Bill  passed. 


wnuams;  VV. 

TELLfeB^.    ' 

Pielden,  J. 
Crawford  J  s. 


PirfiLit  Di^TftEss.]  Sir  JR.  Peel  mbvM 

the  *Order  6f  tlie'Dav  for  a  Committee  of 

»  * 

Supply. 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  CKair, 

Mr.  Oilnon  rose  to  move  the  amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice, namely, 

'*  That  this  H6use  will  immediately  resolve 
itself  Into  4  cotrtmiitee,  to*  take  into  considera- 
tion ChtfdistresitM  state  of  the  country." 

If^  laid  t1ifl(t  he  shQuld  not  offer  any 
apology  td  the  1)ous^  for  bringing  on  this 
amendsncn('oQ  tbe  motion  for  going  into  a 
committee  of  supply,  because  he  believed 
that  the,  proper  lisM  for  calling  the  atten- 
tioo  oft  the  •Government  to  the  grievances 
of  thc'country  was  when  Ihey  were  about 
to  yof^  the  Supplies  for  thie  support  of  the 
Govemipent.  It  was  strictly  constitutional 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
Ofi  (lie  proposal  to  go  into  supply,  to  any 
great  dialrtsa  or  suffering  prevailing  in  the 
coimtry^  and  not  only  was  this  the  prac- 


tice of  the  House,  but  he  would  ask  what 
filter  time  could  be  found  for  investigating 
the  distress  than  the  period  when  that 
distress  existed?  He  did  not  call  on 
them  for  any  pledge  as  to  their  future 
eondttct;  all  he  asked  them  to  do  was« 
while  they  were  there  assembled  as  the 
grand  inquest  of  the  nation,  to  take  into 
consideration  the  distressed  state  of  the 
country.  He  did  not  call  upon  them  to 
interfere  with  any  of  the  prerogatives  of 
the  Crown,  but  to  execute  their  functions 
as  representatives  of  the  people,  and  to 
institute  an  inquiry  into  the  distress,  in 
order  that  a  remedy  might  be  provided  for 
it.  He  knew  he  might  be  charged  with 
bringing  forward  this  motion  without 
having  any  chance  of  success ;  and  he 
might  be  told  that  it  would  have  been 
better  if  he  had  allowed  Parliament  to 
separate,  and  if  he  had  waited  to  see 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
were  next  Session,  before  he  had  brought 
forward  a  motion  like  the  present.  If  no 
debate  had  arisen  on  this  subject,  if  no 
statements  had  been  made  with  respect 
to  it,  he  might  have  been  justified  in 
taking  such  a  course  ;  for  then  he  should 
have  thought  that  hoo.  Members  were 
conscious  of  Che  extent  of  the  distress ; 
but  speeches  had  been  made  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  which  clearly 
showed  that  they  did  not  at  the  present 
moment  believe  in  the  extent  of  the  dis- 
tress ;  and  as  arguments  had  been  used  to 
show  why  they  should  not  go  into  a  con- 
sideration of  that  distress,  he  thought  it 
followed  that  it  was  incumbent  on  those 
who  knew  the  extent  of  the  distress,  to 
show  that  those  arguments  were  fallacious, 
and  that  they  were  bound  to  go  into  a 
committee  of  inquiry  on  the  subject.  He 
was  perfectly  prepared  to  meet  the  argu- 
ments and  statemenis  that  had  been  made. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  alluded  on  a  late  occasion  to 
the  number  of  inhabited  houses  in  1841 
as  being  greater,  in  proportion  to  the 
population,  than  the  numbier  of  inhabited 
houses  in  1831.  But  were  the  present  in- 
habitants able  to  pay  their  rents?  Had 
they  within  their  houses  the  means  of  ex- 
istence?— had  they  furniture? — had  they 
bread  ?  With  regard  to  the  statement 
made  about  sugar,  he  begged  the  House  to 
recollect  that  the  supply  of  sugar  from  our 
own  possessions  was  insufficient  for  the 
wants  of  this  country;  and  the  consump- 
*tion  of  sugar  had  increased  but  very  little, 
S2 
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and  no  argument  coald  be  founded  upon  it. 
The  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
on  this  point,  if  it  proved  anything,  proved 
that  the  attempt  of  the  late  Government 
to  adroit  a  larger  quantity  of  sugar  was 
founded  on  sound  principles.  He  had 
undertaken  to  bring  forward  the  present 
motion,  not  for  his  own  satisfaction,  but 
because  he  felt  that  he  should  not  be 
doing  his  duty  to  his  constituents,  if  he 
disregarded  the  overwhelming  entreaties 
which  he  continually  received,  urging  him 
to  bring  the  distress  again  and  again  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  and 
Parliament.  He  felt,  therefore,  that  he 
should  not  be  improperly  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  House  in  reading  to  them  a 
few  cases  of  individual  suffering  among 
particular  classes  in  the  town  of  Man- 
chester, as  samples  of  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  cases  of  the  same  kind.  The 
cases  which  he  should  read  had  not  been 
picked  out  for  the  occasion;  they  had 
been  taken  at  random  in  order  to  show 
the  nature  of  rhe  distress  that  at  pre- 
sent existed.  When  he  mentioned  the 
town  of  Manchester,  he  was  telling  the 
story  of  all  the  great  seats  of  menu- 
factoring  industry.  He  was  not  men- 
tioning Manchester  as  the  place  where  the 
pressure  was  of  the  greatest  intensity. 
Leeds,  Sheffield,  and  other  towns,  were 
experiencing  sufierings  perhaps  of  greater 
magnitude.  Indeed,  be  believed  that 
Manchester  was  better  able  to  bear  up 
against  the  pressure  than  many  other 
places ;  that  it  could  endure  the  pressure 
for  a  longer  period ;  that  it  had  greater 
stability  than  many  of  the  smaller  towns. 
If  they  were  to  look  among  the  retail 
dealers,  the  shopkeepers,  and  the  provision 
merchants,  it  would  be  found  that  a  very 
considerable  falling  off  had  taken  place  in 
their  returns  and  proBts,  and  that  their 
trade  had  been  materially  restricted.  In 
many  cases  men  of  good  character  and  of 
long-established  connection  were  perfectly 
unable  to  gain  by  their  industrious  pro- 
ceedings enough  to  pay  their  rent,  their 
poor-rates,  and  their  other  necessary  ex- 
penses. From  this  the  House  might  well 
presume  that  there  must  be  something 
seriously  affecting  those  classes  on  whose 
custom  they  depended.  The  state  of  the 
shopkeepers  in  a  manufacturing  district 
was  the  best  criterion  of  what  was  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes  in  the 
neiglibourhood  in  which  they  resided.  He 
M  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
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some  of  the  cases  with  which  he  had  beea 
furnished,  the  particulars  of  which  had 
been  collected  by  persons  of  all  political 
creeds  with  perfect  impartiality.  Out  of 
nearly  150  cases  he  would  only  read  a 
few : — 

*'  Grocer  and  provisioui^ealer : — Thirteen 
yean  in  business.  His  returns  in  1839  and 
1840  averaged  15  per  cent,  less  than  the  pre- 
vious years,  and  last  year  and  this  they  will 
average  40  per  cent«  less.  The  flailing  off  has 
been  in  flour,  cheese,  butter,  coffee,  and  gro- 
ceries in  general.  The  rate  of  profit  on  the 
diminished  returns  is  much  less  now  than  in 
former  years  on  the  larger  return.  He  dis- 
poses of  six  times  as  much  oatmeal  now  as  be 
did  in  1835  and  1836.  In  articles  of  provi- 
sions, a  great  part  of  the  business  is  not  worth 
attending  to — the  quantities  are  so  smalL 
Many  persons  who  used  to  be  respectable 
ready-money  customers  are  now  coming  a 
begging.  Could  name  a  score  of  these.  His 
customers  are  principally  mechanics,  joiners, 
&c.  Formerly  this  class  used  to  boy  their 
flour  in  fbe  beginning  of  the  week  to  bake 
their  own  bread  ;  but  now  they  have  geoerally 
discontinued  doing  so,  and  boy  single  pound's 
weight  of  bread  or  oatmeal.  Has  not  made 
more  bad  debts  this  year  than  last,  having 
closed  most  of  these  credit  accounts." 

"  Vegetable-dealer : — Sixteen  years  in  bu- 
siness. Since  1835  or  1836  his  returns  have 
hWen  off  80  per  cent.  The  decrease  is  in  all 
articles.  Does  not  get  as  much  profit  oo  his 
returns  now  as  in  former  years.  Had  saved 
50/.  when  he  came  to  this  shop.  Has  lost  it 
all,  and  the  labour  besides.  Can't  make  as 
much  as  will  maintain  himself  and  wife.  Losing 
money  every  day.'* 

**  Ksh  and  poultry-dealer : — ^Twelve  years 
in  business.  His  business  has  been  gradually 
falling  off  since  1836,  and  it  is  now  not  more 
than  one- tenth  what  it  was  then.  The  Calling 
off  is  in  every  article.  Profits  mudi  rsdiaced. 
Trade  has  been  getting  worse  and  worse  for 
four  or  five  years.  Never  knew  it  so  bad  as 
now.  Not  making  what  will  pay  rent;  nothing 
like  it." 

**  Butcher :— Nine  years  in  business.  His 
returns  have  fallen  off  40  per  cent,  since  last 
year.  The  falling  off  is  in  inferior  pieces. 
'  Can't  sell  them.'  Has  to  buy  choice  pieces 
to  save  the  loss  on  the  rough  pieces^  if  he  were 
to  kill  all  his  own  meat.  Profits  less  than  in 
former  years ;  '  beasts  are  so  dear.*  In  1836, 
1837,  and  1838,  used  to  bov  beasts  5f.  a-head 
cheaper,  and  sell  the  meat  for  as  mocfa  money 
as  now  At  that  time  got  a  profit  on  the 
rough  pieces,  but  not  so  much  oo  the  choice 
pieces.  At  present  gets  no  profit  oo  the  nra^h 
pieces,  but  a  great  loss.  Ixwt  nearly  300^.  m 
bad  debts  within  these  three  years.'* 

**  Botcher : — Eight  years  in  businen.  States 
his  returns  to  have  (alien  off  since  1836  80 

r  cent.    Gets  no  profit  on  what  be  sells. 

eopte  who  used  to  boy  10  lb.  of  meal  oa  a 
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Saturday,  now  buy  about  3  lb.  Many  persons 
-who,  a  few  years  ago,  used  to  lay  out  3s.  to  4s. 
a-week,  now  comes  with  twopence  or  four- 
pence  for  two  or  '  four  pen'orth  of  bits/  that 
IS,  scraps." 

**  Draper: — Four  years  in  business.  In 
1840  his  returns  were  25  per  cent,  less  than 
in  the  preceding  year.  In  1841,  35  per  cent, 
less ;  and  this  vear  they  are  50  per  cent.  less. 
The  falling  off  has  been  in  the  best  description 
of  goods.  His  profits  are  diminished  30  per 
cent.    Bad  debts  fearfiilly  increased.'^ 

"  Baker : — Sixteen  years  in  business.  Re- 
turns fallen  off  95  per  cent.  The  decrease 
has  been  principally  in  small  bread.  Rate  of 
profit  reduced  50  per  cent.  Gi? es  little  credit 
DOW.  People  nearly  naked  visit  his  shop  to 
buVf  beg,  or  steal.  Has  to  watch  them  closely, 
although  he  knows  many  of  them  are  indus- 
trious, and  would  work  if  they  could  get  em- 
ploy." 

**  Grocer: — Three  years  in  business.  His 
returns  have  fallen  off  50  per  cent,  since  1840. 
The  decrease  is  in  every  article.  Rate  of  profit 
reduced  one-half.  Does  not  trust  retail  cus- 
tomers now.  Persons  buy  halfpenny-worths 
of  tea,  sugar,  &c.'' 

^  Grocer : — Fifteen  years  in  business.  Sells 
in  smaller  quantities,  and  of  inferior  qua- 
lity. Profits  much  reduced.  Says  that  the 
provision  dealers  whom  he  supplies  are 
getting  very  poor,  and  he  has  large  balances 
owing  him  from  persons  of  this  class,  who 
would  pay  if  they  could,  but  are  quite  unable, 
having  credited  the  labouring  people  who  can't 
pay  them,  and  are  daily  getting  poorer." 

**  Corn  and  flour  dealer:— Six  years  in  busi- 
ness. Returns  gradually  declinin((  since  1837. 
Now  60  per  cent,  reduced.  The  falling-off  is 
in  corn  and  flour.  Less  profit  now  than  for- 
merly by  about  7-12ths.  Instead  of  coming 
for  quantities,  it  is  nearly  all  in  small  matters 
not  less  than  200  to  300  halfpenny-worths  of 
bread  weekly." 

This  was  a  very  remarkable  statement. 
He  could  furnish  the  House  with  a  great 
number  of  instances  of  a  similar  character. 
He  thought  the  right  hoo.  Barouet  would 
agree  with  him,  that  the  condition  of  the 
retail  shopkeepers  in  mauufacturing  towns 
furDished  the  very  best  criterion  of  what 
was  the  coodition  of  the  working  classes  in 
the  neighbourhood  in  which  they  resided. 
He  believed  that  within  the  last  fortnight 
there  had  been  many  hundreds  of  the 
working  classes  thrown  out  of  employment, 
and  that  some  mills  had  been  stopped. 
Notwithstanding  the  reports  that  had  pre- 
▼ailed,  (he  understood  from  authority  on 
which  be  placed  the  most  implicit  reliance, 
that  there  wtis  not,  in  the  opinion  of  those 
who  had  the  greatest  credit  for  judgment, 
prudence,  sagacity,  and  experience  in 
these  matterst  any  prospect  of  relief. 


There  were  always  men  sanguine  in  their 
anticipations,  and  who,  whatever  might  be 
the  adversity  of  the  situation  in  which 
they  were  placed,  would  persevere  in  taking 
a  favourable  view  of  the  prospects  before 
them ;  such  men  could  not  join  in  the 
apprehensions  thus  entertained ;  but  it 
was  his  impression  that  the  most  sanguine 
persons  could  not  deny  that  there  was,  in 
the  present  position  of  tbe  country,  symp- 
toms of  the  most  serious  nature,  and  such 
as  might  well  give  rise  to  the  greatest 
alarm.  Unhappily,  the  present  features 
of  distress  were  not  of  a  temporary  cha- 
racter. What  was  now  gradually  coming 
upon  the  country  had  long  been  predicted. 
If  trade  revived  for  a  little  while,  it  was 
merely  the  resemblance  of  that  condition 
in  which  a  man  was  placed  who  was 
labouring  under  an  intermittent  fever. 
That  which  afflicted  the  country  was  a 
permanent  disease,  although  it  showed 
itself  only  by  fits.  The  present  depression 
was  one  of  the  longest  and  most  severe 
that  tbe  manufacturing  classes  had  ever 
experienced ;  and  although  at  no  precise 
moment  it  might  have  been  so  intense  as  at 
former  periods,  yet  there  were  symptoms 
about  ir,  and  there  was  something  in  the 
character  of  its  gradual  progression,  which 
made  every  man  who  felt  the  vast  import- 
ance of  maintaining  our  manufacturing  and 
commercial  greatness,  reflect  seriously 
upon  the  future  prospects  of  this  country. 
The  position  in  which  they  now  found 
their  manufacturing  population  had  been 
predicted  by  persons  whom  they,  in  former 
times,  were  accustomed  to  deride  as  pro- 
phets not  to  be  believed.  Their  words 
had,  however,  become  true.  In  corrobo- 
ration of  what  he  was  now  stating,  he 
would  read  some  passages  from  a  petition 
which  was  presented  to  the  House,  by  the 
Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce,  on 
the  20th  of  December,  1838.  After  de- 
scribing the  depressed  state  of  the  cotton 
trade,  the  petitioners  went  on  to  say : 


t€ 


And  your  petitioners  declare  it  to  be  their 
solemn  conviction  that  this  is  the  commence- 
ment only  of  a  state  of  things,  which  unless 
arrested  by  a  timely  repeal  of  all  duties  upon 
Joreign  articles  of  subsistence,  must  eventually 
transfer  our  manufacturing  industry  into  other 
and  rival  countries.  That  deeply  impressed 
with  such  apprehensions,  your  petitioners  can- 
not look  with  indifference  upon,  nor  conceal 
from  your  honourable  House  the  perilous 
condition  of  those  surrounding  multitudes, 
whose  subsistence  from  day  to  day  depends 
upon  the  prosperity  of  the  cotton  trade/' 
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Thtt  prediction^  made  in  \B3S,  had" 
beeo  repeated  al  every  meettng  Qf  the 
Mancheatet  Chamber  of  Commerce  since 
that  time.  But  it  might  be  aaid  that  the 
Hancheater  Chamber  of  Commerce  was  a 
party  society — that  they  were  ia  the  habit 
of  taking  a  ODe^sided  view  of  this  ques^ 
lion,  and  that  they  would  be  deter, 
mined,  whatever  consequences  might  resuli 
to  the  country,  to  be  guided  rather  by 
parly  feeliogand  under  poliiical  influence^^ 
than  by  a  sincere  conviction  of  what  ihcy 
conceived  to  be  the  true  state  of  things.  In 
answer  to  this,  he  would  refer  to  what  was 
said  by  the  Associated  Cotton  Brokers  of 
Liverpool.  In  the  Annual  Report,  dated 
3 let  Dc^mber,  1841,  signed  by  men  of  all 
parties  (amongst  the  names  were  those  ol 
Ewarty  Gladstone,  and  Brancker),  they. 
stated  that — 

**  Although  the  past  year  had  been  chiefly 
remarkable  for  its  dullness  and  monotooy,  i( 
had,  DOtwithiilaDdintr,  furnished  matter  for  se- 
rious reflection  to  all  who  were  interested  ii| 
the  cotton  trade.  There  had  been  former 
years  when  the  fluctuations  had  been  more 
marked  and  sudden,  when  commercial  credit 
had  been  more  severely  shaken,  and  wtien  the 
pressure  upon  classes  and  upon  individuals 
had  been  equally,  and  perhaps,  more  intense ; 
but  for  magnitude  of  losses,  not  in  one,  but 
in  all  branches;  for  depreciation  of  fixed 
capital,  and  for  extent  and  duration  of  8u^ering« 
there  was  no  parallel  to  be  found." 

This  was  no  party  document.  It  did 
not  come  from  any  society  composed  of 
any  one  political  section.  It  was  the  An* 
nual  Report  of  the  Associated  Cotton 
Brokcra  of  Liverpool ;  and  deserved  to  be 
received  with  the  greatest  respect  and  at- 
tention. It  appeared  to  him  that  it  would 
not  require  any  great  sagacity,  that  men 
need  not  be  philoiophere  to  predict  that, 
if  in  an  ialaoa  like  England*  with  a  large 
and  growing  population,  and  with  a  ter- 
ritory unable  to  supply  that  population 
with  food,  the  Legislature  would  persist  in 
preventing  the  supply  of  food  from  abroad ; 
that  in  such  a  position  they  must  expect — 
it  was  in  the  nature  of  things  that  there 
should  be—  periods  of  stagnation  of  trade, 
periods  of  distress  among  the  working 
classes,  and  periods  of  scarcity.  If  they 
threw  impediments  in  the  way  of  food 
being  aupplied  lo  the  population  of  the 
country,  the  pressure  of  distress  must 
come.  He  could  not  conceive  it  possthic, 
it  ihey  restricted  the  necessary  supply  of 
food  which  the  manufacturers  of  the 
country  required,  to  avoid  being  exposed 


lo  thwe  fits  of  distresa  that  might  ohi« 
mately  drive  the  manufaolurtng^opulatioo 
to  the  verge  of  despair.  If,  then,  they 
persisted  in  their  present  course,  they  if^ual 
nxake  up  their  mivids  to  aM.hvil  ta  the  dis- 
asters they  were  now  experie«eing,  andlQ 
the  consequences  which  the  sufieringa  ol 
the  people  might  bring  upon  the  couolry. 
The  hon.  Member  for  VVincheater,  who 
was  a  sort  of  fatalist^  said,  if  they  removed 
all  impediments  to  manufacturing  pros- 
perity and  trade,  there  would  still  rise  up 
a  natural  barrier  agaii^t  the  realization  of 
the  people's  pr08|)eriiy,  and  that  new  cir« 
cumatances  would  from  lime  to  time  cause 
precisely  the  same  condilion  among  the 
people  as  that  which  they  now  experiouccd. 
Nay,  that  hon.  Member  went  so  far 
as  to  say,  that  it  was  beyond  the  sphere  of 
legislation  to  aineliorate  the  prea^nt  con« 
ditmn  of  the  working  classes.  Now,  wtiat 
he  wished  was.  that  they  wouki  try  t* effect 
the  removal  of  these  artificial  impedimenta 
to  trade.  It  might  be,  or  it  might  no|  be, 
as  the  hon.  Member  fur  Winchester  had 
predicted.  But  if  it  was  felt  that  the  po- 
pulation of  this  country  could  not  subaist 
upon  the  produce  of  their  own  soil,  asid 
that  the  people  could  aot  be  employed 
unlesa  there  existed  the  power  of  export- 
ing the  manofaeturrng  producta  of  their 
labour  for  the  agricultiiral  products  of 
foreign  countries,  he  would  gladly  take 
the  chance  of  the  consequences  of  remov- 
ing the  reatrictiooa.  They  could  not  be 
in  a  worse  condition  than  they  were  ia 
now ;  and  he  did  not  believe  that  even  the 
hoD.  Member  fbr  Winchester  doubted  that 
nature  had  provided  some  compensation 
for  the  evils  which  at  preaont  reated  upon 
the  people  of  tliis  land.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  told  the  House  that  the  dia- 
treas  of  the  country  might  be  attributed  to 
maehinery,  and  that  improvemeiita  m 
machinery  did,  at  particukir  perioda,  throw 
men  out  of  empk>yaienl.  Bui  he  wouki 
ask  what  waa  the  rensedy  whkb  aalace 
seemed  to  have  provided  for  such  a  atala 
of  things  as  this  f  Why,  it  waa  iha  in- 
creased  demand  for  those  productioae 
which  the  improved  machinery  craalod* 
The  iaersaaed  facility  of  producing  articlet 
clieapened  their  price;  I  hie  gave  an  in* 
creased  demand  for  prodttctioov  greater 
empfeymeot  waa  thus  afibrdedy  and  by 
these  means  the  immediate  evil  of  on- 
proved  machinery  was  rectified*  and  oo- 
ciety  was  benefitted  withool  anv  clasa  ulii* 
mately  suffering.      Ue  would  tppcal  !• 
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the  nght  hon.  Baronet,  whether  the  case 
was  not  so  ?  If,  in  reality,  the  result  was  not 
a»  h%  had  stated,  then  the  only  cause  to 
whieh  ha  conld  trace  it  was  the  impedi- 
ment whkh    the  Corn-laws  occasioned. 
Frem  that  law  more  intense  distress  .arose 
than  from    improved    maohinery.      He, 
howetefy  vaa  arguing  Uj^on  presumption, 
for  he  did  not,  in  iact,  adcpit  that  under 
aoy  circuraslaDces  improvement  in  ,  ma- 
chinery ooi»ld  prodqoe  evil.      What  he 
oantended  was,  that  if  those  changes  bad 
UBf  injttrtOHs  effect,  they  were  the  result 
of  the  Corn*law.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  spoken  of  the  increased  consumption 
t>f  cottota  as  an  argjument  that  manufac- 
tures were  not  in  that  state  of  decadence 
which  they  had  been  represented  to  be 
it  wee  said,  *Mhe  cotton  mauefactures  are 
edtnplafn)ng    of 'de<ereased    employment, 
and  yet  more  Cott<vn  19  brought  into  «on- 
ftumption  thari  before.*    This  was  a  spe- 
cious argument,  which  was  calculated  to 
have  effect  with  any  person  unacquainted 
wtlh  thesiibjeet.     He  regretted  that  the 
rtghehen.  Baronet  sboifcLd  allow  himself 
te  make  a  statement  which  garve  an  im- 
proper colotfr  to  the  real  state  of  tlnngs. 
The  increased  consumption  of  cotton  was 
no  test  whatever  of  the  quantity  of  labour 
employed  in  cotton  manufactures.    Yet  it 
was  4ateii^d  thet  it  should  be  inferred 
Ihit  the  labonrere   employed  in  cotton 
manufactures  were  receiving  more  wages, 
because  there  wad  a  larger  qnantity  of 
cotton  brought  into  home  consuittption. 
What  was  the  argument  worth  if  not  for 
that?    It  was  brought  forward  to  show 
that  ^e  laboumog  classes  were  not  want- 
ing empk)yment,   asd   that  their  wages 
w^e  good.     He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Bafonet  whether  he  could  maintain  such 
an  assumption ;  and  if  he  could  not,  whe- 
ther the  argument  he  had  advanced  about 
the  increased  quantity  of  cotton  consumed 
wae  not  calculated  to  mislead  ?     He  had 
receiTed  a  letter  upon  this  subject  from  a 
genttevmm  whcise  name  weald  command 
great  respect  by  those  who  heard  it«    It 
was  that  of  Mr.  Ashton,  and  the  letter  was 
daUd  Hyde,  July  3,  1842.    That  gentle- 
men said — 

''The  reason  why  90  much  cotton  bas 
beeti  used  is,  tbat  very  low  numbers  of  yarn 
have  been  in  demand,  say  No.  20  and  under, 
aad  the  spinners  of  this  sort  having  been  able 
to  make  both  ends  nearly  meet,  have  pushed 
the  tradei  though  it  leaves  no  money  in  the 
country  for  wages;  for  instance,  one  mill 


worked  by  a  friend  of  mine  uses  130  bales  of 
cotton  per  week,  and  only  pays  200/.  per 
week  wages,  which  is  about  id.  per  pound ; 
if  the  same  were  made  into  cloth,  it  would 
leave  500/.  for  the  workmen.  I  do  not  know 
one  firm  in  this  district  who  have  all  their  looms 
at  work,  and  still  all  are  using  more  cotton  ; 
and  some  have  stopped  every  loom,  and  there- 
fore pay  very  little  for  wages.  I  believe  there 
is  no  printing  cloth  making  in  Stockport,  they 
are  all  gone  to  low  cloth,  and  of  course  using 
more  cotton.  The  falling  off  in  my  wages  is 
about  10,000/.  per  annum,  and  still  I  have 
used  more  cotton  this  year.'' 

Tbat  was  a  very  strong  statement.  Sup- 
posing the  raw  cotton  were  brought  into 
this  country  merely  to  be  cleaned,  and 
then  sent  out  again,  would  the  amount  of 
labour  be  so  great  as  if  it  were  manufac- 
tured here  ?     A  pound  of  raw  cotton,  if 
manufactured,  would  pay  20s*  in   wages ; 
but  10  lbs.  of  raw  cotton,  merely  cleaned, 
would  pay  only  205.,  and  yet,  in  estimat- 
ing the  quantity  of  cotton  consumed,  there 
would  necessarily  be  1  lb.  in  one  case,  and 
101b.  in  the  other,  while  the  quantity  of 
labour  employed  might  be  exactly   the 
same.    Then  with  regard  to  more  mills 
being  erected.     The  right,  hon.  Baronet 
had  talked  about  more  mills,  and  this  he 
used  as  an  argument,  that  the  prosperity 
of  the  country  was  progressive.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  state  that  there  were  no  new 
mills,  but  he  confessed  that  he  had  only 
heard  of  one,  and  tbat  one  had  been  quoted 
by  other  persons  as  a  proof  of  the  depress- 
ed state  of  trade.     Did  it  follow  because 
a  man  improved  his  mill  or  his  machinery, 
which  he  might  be  induced  to  do  by  the 
pressure  of  circumstances,  that  therefore 
a  greater  number  of  artisans  and  labourers 
was  employed  and  their  wages  increased  ? 
The  main  point  for  consideration  was  the 
amount  of  money  which  was  distributed 
among  the  labouring  classes  in  wages,  and 
the  quantity  of  comforts  and  necessaries 
of  life  which  they  were  enabled  to  com- 
mand.   A  man  taking  a  sanguine  view  of 
things  might  be  induced  to  improve  his 
mill,  but  in  a  country  like  this — a  country 
full  of  wealth,  enterprise,  and  skill — to 
umke  it  a  matter  of  wonder  that  there  was 
one  new  mill  building  in  a  manufacturing 
district  was  really  not  a  fair  way  of  putting 
the  question.     He  thought  it  would  have 
been  much  better  for  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet to  have  said,  "  I  admit  your  distress, 
but  I  will  do  nothing— I  will  wait  and 
pause."    To  have  said  this  would  have 
been  candid  and  open ;  but  to  attempt  to 
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pot  a  colour  upon  the  state  of  things,  and 
to  exaggerate  the  erection  of  a  mere  cotton 
mill  and  the  improvement  of  machinery 
into  importance,  for  the  sake  of  bolstering 
up  a  case  in  answer  to  the  allegations  of 
distress,  was  a  course  which  he  did  not 
think  worthy  of  her  Majesty's  GoTemment, 
or  at  all  calculated  to  promote  the  per- 
manent interests  of  this  great  country. 
It  was,  however,  ignorance  of  the  truth 
which  he  believed  caused  them  mainly  to 
differ.     He  did  not  think  that  all  public 
men  were  dishonest.    There  was  a  notion 
prevailing  among  the  agricultural  class, 
that  a  high  price  of  corn,  somehow  or  the 
other,  brought  about  prosperity ;  and  that 
if  the  landed  interest  could  but  enjoy  high 
rents  wages  would  be  high,  and  therefore 
that,  by  the  high   price  of  bread,   the 
people  would  be  able  to  obtain  a  comfort- 
able subsistence.    The  landed  aristocracy 
seemed  to  connect  high  prices  and  high 
wages  and  prosperity,  somehow  or  other, 
together.    This  was  a  fallacy  which  must 
be  overthrown.     He  had  observed,  with 
great  regret,  a  disposition  on  the  part  of 
certain  parties  (far  was  it  from  him  to  im- 
pute it  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet)  to  ex- 
claim that  it  was  right  that  manufactures 
should  be  checked— that  large  bodies  of 
people  in  towns  gave  rise  to  changes  in 
the  constitution,  till  the  people  became 
a  body  which  the    institutions   of    the 
country  were  unable  to  govern.    He  had 
heard  it  said,  that  they  should  uphold  the 
Corn-laws  to  prevent  the  manufacturers 
of  the  country  from  going  beyond  a  certain 
point.    There  were  missionaries  at  work, 
taken  from  ranks  from  which  they  were 
hardly  to   be  expected,  endeavouring  to 
impress  upon  the  people  the  necessity  of 
checking  the  tendency  of  the  British  nation 
becoming  the  workshop   of   the  world. 
Clergymen  were    to   be  found  exerting 
themselves  to  infuse  this  feeling  into  the 
minds  of  the  people.  A  distinguished  and 
talented  clergyman    in    this  metropolis, 
when  he  preached  in  accordance  with  the 
Queen's  command  to  collect  charity  to 
relieve  the  distress  existing  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts,  took  occasion  to  tell  his 
congregation  that  it  was  right  to  keep  in 
check  the  large  manufacturing  population 
and  to  prevent  them  passing  certain  bounds, 
which  he  was  prepared,  he  supposed,  to 
assign.    He  would  read  a  little  of  that 
rev.  gentleman's  sermon,  which  he  had 
no  doubt  would  be  very  acceptable  to 
Gentlemen  opposite.    He  was 


speaking  of  the  rev.  Henry  Melville,  a  nan 
in  the  closest  connection  with  her  Majeity's 
Government.  He  supposed  there  was  no 
man  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  oertaia 
Members  of  the  Government  more  than 
that  rev.  gentleman  did.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  they  gave  their  sanclioa 
to  his  doctrines ;  but  this  he  would  say, 
that  he  stood  forth  as  a  great  authority,  as 
a  great  and  talented  preacher,  and  one 
whose  opinions  had  great  weight  with 
those  whom  he  addressed.  He  would  ask 
the  House  whether  they  were  prepared  to 
sanction  such  doctrine  as  this?— 

''  It  may  be  allowed,  even  to  the  preacher, 
to  express  a  deep  and  painful  conrictioo,  that 
the  teodeccy  which  of  fate  years  has  been  so 
largely  exhibited  in  this  conatry — the  tendency 
to  the  exchanging  an  agricultnral  for  a  mana- 
factoring  population— -lo  the  gathering  the 
people  into  dense  masses,  for  which  it  were 
almost  hopeless  to  attempt  pro?idiog  means 
of  Christian  instruction  (even  if  the  frightful 
demands  upon  strength  and  upon  time  allowed 
of  their  being  used,  supposing  them  provided) 
—that  this  tendency  is  amongst  the  most  &lal 
that  was  ever  encouraged,  and  is  but  likely  to 
continue  working  out  increased  and  even  irr^ 
mediable  disaster.  The  cry  has  been,  that 
England  ought  to  be  the  workshop  of  the  world  ; 
and  in  the  dream  of  avarice,  which  for  once 
borrowed  something  of  the  imagery  of  the 
poet,  all  nations  have  been  represented  as 
crowding  to  our  shores,  entreating  that  we 
would  clothe  them,  and  eagerly  proffering  the 
rich  produce  of  their  fields  in  exchange  for 
what  we  could  dig  from  our  mines  and  throw 
off  from  our  looms.  We  left  out  from  our 
showy  calculation  that  bone  and  muscle  belong 
to  other  people  as  well  as  to  us ;  that  industrv 
and  ingenuity,  however  they  may  distinguish 
the  English,  are  not  monopolis«i  by  them; 
that,  in  manufacturing  for  the  world,  we 
might  perhaps  teach  the  world  to  manu« 
facture  for  itself;  and  that  it  was  at  least  pos- 
sible, that  if  other  countries  saw  us  driving  so 
advantageous  a  trade,  they  might  think  of  their 
own  resources,  and  attempt  competition.  And 
the  fearful  evil  of  being  thus  once  engaged  in 
a  struggle  with  the  world  (and  a  struggle  there 
now  is ;  if  not  the  struggle  of  army  against 
army,  and  fleet  against  fleet,  as  when  we  stood 
almost  single-handed,  and  in  a  glorious,  be- 
cause a  righteous  cause,  challenged  Europe  to 
the  combatt  yet  there  is  the  struggle  of  ma- 
chine against  machine,  toil  against  tod,  (actory 
against  factory),  the  evil,  we  say,  of  being 
once  engaged  in  a  struggle  such  as  this— it  is 
that  htunan  beings  have  to  be  more  and  moie 
crowded  together,  and  more  and  more  tasked." 

Here  they  had  achristiao  clergynan  de- 
precating the  struggle  of  indostry  agtinsi 
industry,  and  the  peaceful  conpetitioQ  of 
nea  who  were  indastrious  and  leduof  «a 
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honest  livelihood,  and  at  the  same  time 
throwing  a  lustre  around  the  horrors  of 
war^and  saying  that  the  competition  of 
army  against  army,  and  fleet  against  fleet, 
iras  what  you  ought  to  admire,  and  ought 
to  imitate.  They  ought  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  inasmuch  as  the  Church  and 
State  were  said  to  be  united,  indissolubly 
united,  and  they  (the  Parliament)  being 
the  State,  they  ought,  and  it  was  their 
doty  on  this  occasion,  to  deprecate  such 
doctrine  as  this.  The  sermon  went  on 
thus : — 

^' Why,  as  a  clergyman,  would  I  shrink  from 
seeing  in  this  couDtry  the  abolition  of  all  Corn- 
laws?*  [This,  remember,  is  a  sermon !]  Be- 
cause I  am  a  political  partisan?  God  forbid 
that  a  clergyman  should  ever  be  such.  Because 
I  wish  to  uphold  the  interests  of  one  particular 
class  ?  God  forbid  that  a  clergyman  should 
ever  identify  himself  with  any  class.  But  I 
cannot  hide  from  myself  that  whatever  tended 
still  more  to  drain  the  people  from  the  fields 
and  to  crowd  them  into  factories,  whatever 
went  to  encouraging  the  plan  of  making  Eng- 
land the  workshop  of  the  world,  would  but 
increase  the  difficulty  of  getting  any  moral 
hold  on  a  swarming  population.  And  this  is 
what  a  Christian  should  deprecate.  Parties 
may  jostle  for  place,  but  the  measures  which  a 
Christian  should  oppose  are  those  which, 
whatever  their  apparent  political  expediency, 
menace  injury  to  the  national  piety ;  the  mea- 
sures which  he  should  further  are  those  which, 
however  they  may  seem  to  threaten  our  great- 
ness as  a  kingdom,  tend  to  the  advancing  the 
cause  of  Christ,  and  the  diffusing  his  gospel." 

Now  this,  he  must  say,  was  dangerous 
ground.  He  must  impress  upon  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  this  system  of  indirectly 
imbuing  the  minds  of  the  people  of  this 
country  with  unsound  doctrines  was  most 
pernicious  in  its  tendency.  He  did  not 
approve  of  this  system  of  pulpit  political 
economy.  This  rev.  gentleman  told  them 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  national 
piety  that  the  Corn«laws  should  be  main- 
tained. But  was  it  certain  that  the  clergy 
were  disinterested  and  pure  in  t^eir 
preaching  this  doctrine  ?  Had  they  not  a 
pecuniary  interest  in  maintaining  the  Corn- 
Jaws  ?  Did  not  the  tithe-rent  charge  de- 
pend upon  the  price  of  com?  It  did; 
and  therefore  he  would  say  it  was  a  most 
dangerous  and  a  most  indiscreet  doctrine 
for  the  clergy  of  the  Church  to  preach, 
and  for  a  clergyman  in  the  pulpit  to  de- 
clare that  he  should  shrink  from  the 
abolition  of  the  Corn-laws.  He  believed 
hon.  Members  would  best  discbarge  their 
daty  by  telling  the  people  that  they  mu9t 


repeal  the  Corn-laws ;  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  retain  them ;  that  they  must  pre- 
pare for  a  change ;  that  the  farmers  must 
brace  up  their  nerves  to  encounter  compe- 
tition, by  improving  the  cultivation  of  the 
land,  and  enable  themselves  to  set  the 
Corn-laws  at  defiance.     When  the  leader 
of  the  Tories  and  the  leader  of  the  Whigs 
— the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  were 
equally  agreed  in  the  soundness  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  free-trade,it  was  impossible  that  the 
restrictive  system  could  much  longer  be 
maintained.     When  the  leaders  of  the  two 
great  parties  in  the  State  had  admitted  the 
necessity  of  the  principle,  it  behoved  them, 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty,  to  instruct 
the  farmers  to  prepare  for  the  change; 
and  if  any  sacrifice  were  required  from  the 
landlords  to  meet  that  change,  then  to  as- 
sure them  that  they,  as  landlords,  were 
prepared  to  make  that  sacrifice.     Noble 
Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  House 
had  risen  to  say  that  when  they  were  voting 
for  the  tariff  they  did  not  know  that  they 
were  voting  in  favour  of  the  principles  of 
free- trade;  and,  in  fact,  no  means  were  left 
untried  in  order  to  keep  the  farmers  in  the 
dark.     Why  hold  out  fallacious  expecta- 
tions?   Why  raise  hopes  that  must  be 
disappointed  ?  If  the  House  refused  to  en- 
tertain an  inquiry,  it  undertook  a  weighty 
and  a  solemn  responsibility,  especially  after 
the  reasons,  the  unanswerable  reasons,  as 
it  seemed  to  him,  which  had  been  advanced 
in  favour  of  an  investigation.     One  strong 
reason  was,  that  the  majority  of  the  House 
believed  that  distress  existed,  and  that  no- 
thing the  Government   had  done  would 
mitigate  it.    The  House,  then,  was  bound 
to  resolve  itself  into  a  committee,  for  the 
majority  admitted  that  the  new  Corn-law 
and  the  tariff  would  afford  no  relief.    On 
the  other  side  of  the  House  it  was  con- 
tended that  those  two  measures  would  do 
no  good,  because  they  were  an  approxi* 
mation  to  free  trade.     On  his  own  side  of 
the  House  it  was  asserted  that  they  would 
do  no  good,  because  they  did  not  go  far 
enough.     Both  sides  were  therefore  bound 
to  enter  into  a  dispassionate  investigation. 
Why  did   Members  sit  in  the  House  ? 
What  was  their  duty,  if  not  to  look  into 
such  matters — to  ascertain  why  such  un- 
precedented distress  prevailed  in  a  coun- 
try possessing  so  many  capabilities,  and 
such  inexhaustible  resources  ?  — why  so 
many  hundreds  of  thousands  were  starving 
ia  the  midst  of  accamttUted  millionif 
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You  (fell  me  that  you  have  not  tifflc ;   but 
can  any  period  be  more  opportune  ?   You 
have  paiised  the  Income-fax  and   have 
thereby  mamtatfied  poblic  Credit  by  equa- 
Haing  the   revenue  and  the  expenditure. 
Accdrding  to  ihc  confessfori  of  the  rfght 
bon.  Baronet  he  has  obtained  all  the  mea- 
sures he  meana  to  aobmit.     You  have, 
therefore^  leisure  for  this  inquiry,  and  you 
ca^'have  nfo'posisible  excuse  for  not  en- 
tering upoft  if.     In  al!  Parlfamenlary  hJs- 
foVy  there  never  ^as  a  more  fit  occasioh— 
an  opportunity  more  exactly,  as  it  were, 
cut  out  for  the  purpose.    Do  not  talk  to 
me  of  convenience— d6  not  tell  me  that 
vou  must  go  Into  the  country  for  your 
amnsefnent.    Amusement !    What  amuse- 
ment can  you  find   when  your    fellow- 
creattifres  are  suffering  beyond  example? 
Timely  inquiry  may  at  least  ascertain  the 
means  of  alleviating  some  of  the  existing 
misery;   and  who  shall  say  to  what  an 
extreme  it  may  be  carried  in  the  coming 
winter?    We  know  that  the  prospects  of 
the  coming  harvest  are   not  promising. 
Why,  your  own  authority— the  guide  of 
the  corn  trade— the  rule  by  which  prudent 
farmers  govern  their  operations— the  Mark 
Lane  Expre$8^telh  us    that  it  cannot 
eome  to  the  conclusion  thaft  it  will  be  ao 
average  crop.    If  it  fall  short  of  an  ave- 
rage crop,  tt  will  be  far  indeed  below  the 
wants  of  the  community,  because  even  an 
average  crop  is  insufficieDt.     Is  there  no- 
thing to  be  said  against  inquiry  but  the 
inconvenience  to  which  it  will  put  Mem« 
beis  and  the  insane,  I  must  so  term  it, 
confidence  that  there  will  be  an  average 
harvest  ?    Distress  exists ;  we  are  reaay 
to  show  yon  the  basis  of  that  distress ;  and 
I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  laid  down  by  any 
consthuttonal  writer  that  Parliament  shall 
not  sit  beyond  a  certain  day  in  Angust,  in 
order  that  Members  may  not  be  deprived 
of  their  rustic  recreations.     I  maintain 
that  Qovemment  will  incor  an  awful  re- 
sponsibiKty  if,  when  it  has  nothing  else  to 
do,^  it  will  not  join  in  an  investigation 
which  may  em)  in  some  mode  of  lessening 
distress  and  suffering  in  the  approaching 
winter.    Why  are  we  to  separate  ?    What 
compels  us  to  separate  ?    Can  there  be  a 
more  fit  occasion  for  calling  in  the  advice 
of  a  physician  than  when  the  patient  is 
soflfenng  nnder  the  symptoms  or  disease  ? 
Why  postpone  so  vital  a  question  ?    Can 
tikere  be  a  more  useful,  or  a  more  profitable 
occupation  of  yonr  time  than  to  resolve 
^nclvea  into  a  committep  to  nsccrCaia 


the  causes  and  the  remedies  of  distreaa. 
One  bon.  Member  assigns  one  cause — 
another,  another;   one  has  one  reo^y, 
and  another,  another.      Let  us  consider 
them,  and  at  all  events  satlafy  oar  con- 
sciences by  doing  our  best  to  ascertain  nnd 
meet  the  evil.    Before  I  sit  down  I  beg  to 
tell  the  friends  of  the  Corn-law  that  they 
may  depend  upon  it  the  days  of  that  hm 
are  numbered ;  tt  is  their  duty  to  teH  their 
tenants,  their  agricultural  labourers,  or 
any  others  whom  it  may  codeem,  tbnt  the 
day  is  not  far  distant  when  the  Cora-.hw 
\ifi\l  be  erased  from  the  statute  book.    The 
ciay  is  at  hand  also  wheo  they  will  wonder, 
not  thdt  the  Corn-law  Uas  been  repealed, 
but  that  such  a  disgraceful  statute  waa 
ever  permitted  to  deform  ovr  legislation. 
I  believe,  if  you  would  bat  see  that  it  is 
your  interest  to  repeal  the  law,  that  yon 
would  repeal  it.    The  right  hon.  Men^r 
for  Cork  spoke  to  me  of  an  acquaintance 
of  his  in  Dublin^  who  said  to  bim,  that,  if 
he  were  once  convinced  that  honesty  was 
the  t>est  policy,  he  would  be  honest.    So, 
if  you  would  once  be  convinced  thai  it  is 
your  interest  to  repeal  the  Oorn-hiw,  yo« 
would  repeal  it.    Depend  upon  it  that  it 
is  your  interest,  and  if  you  will  but  read 
an  excellent  little  pamphlet,  by  Mr.  Ash- 
wonh,  yon  will  see  how  inmenaely  the 
value  of  land  hat  increased  in  manufoe* 
Coring  localities :  In  some  instances,  ft  has 
been  to  the  amount  of  3,000  per  cent. 
AH  that  is  wanted  is,  that  yon  should  give 
the  manufhcturing  powers  of  this  country 
full  scope,  and  then  the  owners  of  land, 
like  all  other  claases,  wiU  share  in  the 
general  prosperity,  withont  incurring  the 
disgrace  and  odium  of  maintaining  a  law 
merely  because  you  think  it  pstuMHea  yonr 
own  interests.    Let  us,  then,  enter  upon 
this  inquiry— let  us  do  what  we  can  to  re- 
lieve distress    let  us  repeal  the  Corn-laws, 
and  the  agricultural  interest  wiU  elevate 
itself  to  a  station  of  moral  power  and  pe- 
cuniary prosperity  that  will  command  for 
it  the  respeet  and  admimtion  of  the  whole 
community. 

Dr.  Bcwrmg  aeconded  the  asotion.  If 
he  had  been  guilty  of  some  pertioncity  in 
directing  attention  to  the  subject  of  die* 
tress,  it  arose  from  the  painful  antnre  of 
the  communications  he  daily  foeeived  from 
the  borough  he  had  the  honour  to  repiw- 
sent.  It  waa  obviooa  that  what  had  yol 
been  done  by  the  Government  had  had  no 
beneficial  eAot,  though  he  waa  one  wIm 
tboughl  that  full  justice  hadaol 
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on  his  side  of  the  Hoase  to  the  me? its  of 
Ihs  fariff*  On  the  other  hand,  more  thaii 
due  credit  had  heen  giTon  to  the  right  hon. 
Bafonei  for  bis  change  tn  the  Com-law^ 
What  was  required  lor  the  salvation  of  the 
maDttfaclariog  classes  was,  that  new 
markets  should  be  opened ;  and  upon  thd 
qaestioD  bow  far  it  was  possible  to*  find 
iboie  markets  in  the  United  States^  he 
begged  to  refer  hon.  Members  to  the  report 
of  the  anli«firee.tvade  committee  lately 
appointed  by  Congress.  [The  hon.  Mem-i 
ba¥  read  an  eitraot  from  the  report  of  th^ 
majority  of  the  committee,  and  followed  it 
by  a  quotation  fronv  the  report  of  the 
minority  of  the  same  body,  both  of  them 
strongly  against  diminishing  the  duties  of 
the  Americani  tariff,  with  a  Tiew  to  \h& 
iairoduction  of  British  manufactures.] 
Hence  il  appeared  that,  as  long  as  we 
eontinaed  our  present  system,  there  was 
no  chance  of  the  opening  of  new  markets 
in  the  United  Stales.  The  distress  into 
whieh  it  was  now  proposed  to  inquire  was 
not  only  daily  increasing,  but  it  was 
ascending  to  the  middling  classes ;  and  yet 
the  opponents  of  the  motion  were  willing 
to  leave  it  without  any  attempt  at  a  remedy, 
when  the  approach  of  winter  was  threaten- 
ing a  most  alarming  aggravation  of  eiisiing 
evils.  To  pnrsue  this  course,^  was  for  the 
House  to  neglect  its  duty,  both  as  legis- 
lators ami  Christians.  It  was  admitted 
that»  on  every  side,  there  was  a  great  and 
growing  despondency,  and,  in  the  very 
aubjeelion  of  the  people  to  theiv  forlorn 
condition — in  that  broken-heartedness  and 
want  ef  vitality,  prevailing  throughout  the 
manttfeclinring  districts,  he  saw  the  greatest 
oanse  for  apprehension.  Con6dence  in 
the  Honse  of  Commons  was  almost  at  an 
eiidy  and  the  reluctance  of  the  representa- 
tife  body  to  attempt  anything  in  the  way 
ol  relief,  showed  that  there  was  something 
in  ttsconstitotion  whieh  required  alteration^ 
Foi  what  was  legislatioa  intended,  or 
legislatofs  made,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
meelittg  eases  like  the  present^  at  least  with 
inquiry,  if  not  with  remedy?  Suoh  a 
burden  of  misery  had  never  before  loaded 
the  country,  and  how  hon.  Gentlemen 
conid  go  to  their  beds,  and  think  that  they 
had  done  thehr  duty  by  doing  nothing,  he 
OQoM  not  eomprehend.  The  very  founda- 
tions of  society  were,  at  this  moment, 
menaced,  and  it  was  impossible  that 
matters  should  remain  even  in  their  present 
oonditioii.  Beyond  the  hands  employed 
in  the  proAieiion  of  asannfacturss,  there 


were*  enormous  multitudes  who  had  no 
employment;  and  when  they  heard  of  the 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  hooian 
beings,  who  had  not  2d.  a  day  for  their 
support,  he  wondered  how  Members  could 
have  the  heart  to  return  to  their  oonntry 
seats,  and  refuse  this  investigation.  He 
entreated  the  House  respectfolly,  but  most 
earnestly,  not  to  tirrn  a  deaf  ear-  to  the 
prayers  of  the  people,  but  to  lend  them-* 
selves  to  an  endeavour  to -find  some  mode 
of  relieving  sufferings,  the  descriptioo  of 
which  could  not  be  exaggerated; 

Csptain  Berkeley  said,  that  he  had 
never  shown  any  improper  hostility  to  the 
present  Government;  for^  although  he 
was  wedded  to  his  political  opinions^  it 
had  been  his  fate  this  Session  to  have 
divided  oAener  in  favour  than  acfainst  the 
measures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  This 
was  not  because  he  had  changed  hb  ereed, 
hut  because  the  rigiit  hon.  Baronet  had 
found  it  oenvenient  to  alter  his*  Part  ef 
his  hostility  to  the  present  Mioistsrs  arose 
from  their  not  havinoe  obtained  the  Govern- 
ment under  fair  colours;  they  bad  oome 
into  office  on  false  pretences,  for  they  had 
not  only  made  the  Corn- law  a  bugbear  at 
the  last  election,  but  had  frightened  all 
the  old  women  in  the  coontry  by  asserting 
that  to  adopt  the  principles  of  free-trade 
would  be  little  short  of  downright  revela- 
tion. Yet  the  right  hon<  Baronet  no 
sooner  met  the  Parlisment  than  he  tam- 
pered with  the  Corn-law,  and  carried  the 
principles  of  free-trade  quite  as  far  as  his 
predecessors.  The  Poor-law  had  been  made 
another  eonvetMent  bugbear  at  the  last 
election,  yet  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
himself  proposed  to  renew  it.  If,  there- 
fore, he  had  voted  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  several  occasions,  it  was  not 
that  he  liked  him  as  a  leader,  inasmtich 
as  he  preferred  a  man  who  was  steady,  to 
one  who  was  wavering  in  his  principles. 
When  he  came  down  to  the  House  he  had 
made  up  his  mind  not  to  vote  for  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man-* 
ohester,  but  be  had  been  so  convinced  by 
the  reasoning  and  eloquence  of  his  speech, 
that  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to  divide  in 
his  favour.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  net 
think,  that  by  pursuing  such  a  course,  the 
hon.  Member  was  advancing  his  own 
cause,  and  he  certainly  was  very  incenve* 
niently  postponing  measures  of  much  im* 
portance.  For  his  own  part,  he  was  wil* 
ling  to  allow  the  Government  to  take  its 
own  couree,  for  he  felt  mneh  Hke  the  bisli 
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coachman,  who,  when  bis  four  horees  ran 
away,  after  doing  all  he  could  to  stop 
them,  at  last  threw  the  reins  upon  their 
backs,  and  exclaimed,  "  Now  go  your  own 
way,  and  take  the  responsibility  upon 
yourselves.'*  The  coach,  it  was  true,  was 
upset,  and  such  he  hoped  would  soon  be 
the  fate  of  the  present  Administration. 

Sir  John  Etuthope  was  perfectly  aware 
how  irksome  and  disagreeable  it  must  be 
to  individual  Members  thus  to  interrupt 
the  regular  progress  of  the  business  of  the 
House ;  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  the 
feeling  expressed  upon  this  point  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  was  not  coo- 
fined  merely  to  himself.  Extraordinary 
circumstances  would,  however,  justify  an 
extraordinary  course,  and  the  simple  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  present  state  of  the 
country  did  not  demand  from  Members, 
and  especially  from  those  Members  who 
represented  places  enduring  sufferings 
Sttch  as  now  afflicted  the  manufacturing 
districts,  that  they  should  deviate  from 
that  line  of  conduct  which  they  would 
otherwise  have  been  glad  to  pursue.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  vigorous  perse- 
verance and  indomitable  determination  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Stock- 

Eort— that  all  the  courage  and  energy  he 
ad  displayed— would  have  been  sufficient 
to  enable  him  to  carry  on  these  repeated 
discussions  without  the  aid  of  that  painful 
and  stringent  distress  which  none  denied 
and  all  regretted.  Discouraged  as  he  had 
been  within  the  House,  his  efforts  would 
have  failed,  but  from  the  support  he  had 
received  from  the  pressure  irom  without 
«— that  pressure  arising  from  distress  un- 
paralleled and  misery  unexampledi  threat- 
ening the  disorganization  of  society,  and 
holding  forth  the  prospect  of  calamities 
which  every  man,  however  daring,  trem- 
bled  to  contemplate.  He  thought  that  a 
great  deal  might  be  said  on  behalf  of 
those  Members  who  represented  manufac- 
turing places,  and  who]  in  that  circum- 
stance mi^ht  find  an  excuse  for  pressing 
this  question  beyond  the  usual  and  ordi- 
nary  extent.  Let  it  be  recollected,  that 
Ihey  were  not  returning  to  amusements— 
that  they  were  not  atout  to  enjoy  those 
pleasurable  relaxations  which  commonly 
attended  hon.  Gentlemen  at  their  homes ; 
they  were  about  to  revisit  the  abodes  of 
misery,  carried  to  an  extent  of  wretched- 
ness which  it  wu  impossible  to  describe. 
The  right*  hon.  Boronet  had  referred  to 
^-naiA  oratorical  declamationii  which  no 


doubt  were  less  convenient,  and  tended 
less  to  a  legitimate  purpose,  than  a  state- 
ment of  facts ;   but  it  could    not  have 
escaped  him  that  whenever  depotationa  in 
this  way  occupied  more  of  his  time  than 
might  be  desirable,  an  excuse  was  lo  be 
found  in  the  state  of  the  places  from  which 
they  came,  where  misery  prevailed  to  an 
excess  that  could  be  scarcely  endured. 
He  had  the  honour,  he  might,  on  some 
accounts,  say  the  misfortune,  to  represent 
a  large  constituency,  which  was  suffering 
in  a  manner  he  had  no  words  to  describe ; 
and  he  should  shrink  from  the  dischaige 
of  the  duty  he  owed  them,  if,  before  the 
close  of  the  Session,  he  did  not  detail  to 
the  House  some  few  of  the  pecnliaritiea  of 
that  afflicted  community.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  the  official  Friends  by  whom 
he  was  surrounded,  had  told  the  Houae 
and  the  country,  that  they  had  done  all 
they    intended  to   do.      He  gave  them 
credit  for  imagining,  that  they  had  done 
all  they  could  do.    Many  of  their  sup- 
porters, no  doubt,  felt  that  they  had  done 
too  much ;  but  those  who  stood  in  a  sitn* 
ation  like  that  which  he  occupied — im- 
pressed deeply  by  the  sufferings  of  their 
constituents — had'  to  complain  that  what- 
ever Ministers  had  done—  however  much 
thejr  had  talked  of  their  Corn-law  and  of 
their  tariff,  they  had  done  little  indeed  to 
relieve  or  mitigate  the  actual  distress*  The 
people  said,  '*  If  you  have  done  all  you 
can  do  in  the  House  of  Commons,  we  have 
no  confidence  in  the  House  of  Commons ; 
we  have  no  dependence  upon  the  House  of 
Commons ;   we  will  no  longer  petition  it. 
If  you  can  do  no  more  to  lessen  our  misery 
we  shall  no  longer  rely  upon  you  as  the 
faithful  representatives  of   the  people.** 
Could  it  be  truly  asserted,  that  everything 
had  been  done,  and  everything  tried,  while 
so  much  wretchedness  exist^  ?    It  had 
been  said,  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
sions, that  one  of  the  signs  of  increased 
prosperity  within  a  given  number  of  years, 
was  the  vast  increase  of  inhabitable  houses. 
He  wished,  that  the  estimate  of  that  num- 
ber had  been  formed,  not  from  the  last 
ten,  but  from  the  last  two  years,  and  that 
a  return  had  been  obtained  of  the  propor- 
tion of  houses  now  vacant.  In  the  borough 
of  Leicester,  there  were  1 1,000  inhabitable 
houses,  and  of  these  nearly  1,600,  or  ra« 
ther  more  than  one-seventh  of  the  whole, 
were  uninhabited.    About  4,000  frames 
were  usually  employed  in  Uie  staple  manu« 
facture  of  the  town,  and  of  Ibeae  mora 
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than  oDe-lhird  were  out  of  use.  The  esti- 
mate of  the  depreciation  of  the  value  of 
house  property,  was  about  30  or  35  per 
cent,,  and  no  sales  could  be  effected  even 
at  that  reduction.  The  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  machinery  was  calculated  at 
upwards  of  40  per  cent.,  and  individuals 
had  been  unable  to  obtain  even  that  dimi- 
nished rate.  The  increase  in  the  amount 
of  the  poor-rates  was  also  deplorable,  and 
comparing  the  first  quarter  of  the  present 
year  with  the  first  quarter  of  1840,  the 
amount  had  nearly  doubled.  In  the  first 
quarter  of  1840,  the  amount  was  2,745/. ; 
in  1841,  it  was  3,898/.,  and  in  1842,  it 
had  risen  to  5,1202.  Now,  if  there  was 
no  other  way  in  which  this  state  of  things 
conid  be  properly  and  fully  brought  home 
to  the  conviction  of  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  were  engaged  in  agricultural 
pursuits,  he  greatly  feared  that  it  would 
be  very  soon  brought  to  their  conviction 
by  labourers  going  from  these  wretched 
and  distressed  places  to  seek  agricultural 
employment,  instead  of  the  manufacturing 
districts  receiving  from  the  agriculturists 
their  surplus  labour,  which  for  a  series  of 
years  they  had  beeen  accustomed  to  take. 
One  fact  recently  came  within  his  observ- 
ation, and  a  fact  was  better  than  an  argu- 
ment. A  few  days  since,  he  had  met  at 
his  own  door  an  artisan,  who,  at  the  last 
election,  was  one  of  his  constituents.  The 
man  accosted  him  and  said — 

"  I  am  not  come  to  beg,  I  do  not  ask  for 
money,  but  I  am  come  to  ask  for  an  admission 
to  a  hospital.  I  had  a  good  character  in  Lei- 
cester, the  town  I  have  left,  and  I  formerly 
had  good  wages.  I  was  amongst  a  number  of 
workmen  discharged  by  our  employer.  My 
employer,  almost  with  tears  in  his  eyes,  gave 
me  a  sum  on  my  leaving  him.  I  stopped  at 
home,  till  I  was  a  burden  upon  my  family.  I 
then  wandered  about  the  country,  sleeping 
under  hedges  and  in  barns,  till  1  have  become 
the  wretched  being  you  see  me.*' 

And  the  man  did  appear  to  be  in  a  state 
next  to  starvation.     He  added — 

'<  I  have  pawned  all  my  things  to  gel  bread, 
and  if  I  do  not  go  into  a  hospital,  I  feel  1 
shall  die.'' 

The  man  went  into  a  hospital,  he  came 
out  cured,  and  he  was  now  gone  as  an 
agricultural  labourer.  He  did  not  state 
this  single  instance  because  he  believed 
it  was  and  would  be  the  condition  of 
thousands.  What  effect  would  this  have 
on  the  agricultural  labourers  ?  They  were 
pot  loo  well  ofi*  now,  and  if  there  ws^s  the 


addition  to  their  numbers  from  this  source, 
he  feared  hon.  Gentlemen  would  find  that 
the  agricultural  districts,  instead  of  exhi- 
biting  the  charming  and  delightful  scenes 
which  some  landlords  described,  would 
be  almost  as  miserable  and  as  unseemly  as 
those  wretched  towns.    He  could  not  but 
think  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Manchester  had  made  out  a  strong  case. 
His  hon.  Friend  asked  whether  everything 
had  been  done  which  could  be  done,  and 
ought   to  be  done?     He  repeated    the 
question  of  his  hon.  Friend.     Had  they 
considered  all  that  ought  to  be  considered  ? 
Had  they  made  every  effectual  trial  to  al- 
leviate the  sufferings  of  the  people,  to  re- 
quite  that   patience  which  haa  been  so 
justly  praised,  and  to  encourage  the  thou- 
sands of  suffering  beings  to  endure  with 
still  more  patience  misery  which  was  al- 
most unendurable  ?     He  was  aware  that 
emigration  could  scarcely  be  looked  upon 
as  a  complete  remedy  for  so  much  destitu- 
tion ;  but  had  the  Government  given  to 
the  subject  of  emigration  all  the  attention 
which  it  could  fairly  demand?     He  had 
last  night  voted  against  his  hon.  Friend 
who  sat  near  him,  because  he  was  in 
favour  of  giving  encouragement  to  our 
colonies,  and  of  making  them   as  com- 
fortable as  possible,  if  they  were  to  be  the 
homes  of  our  distressed  population,  and 
he  would  continue  so  to  do ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tam worth,  whether  proper  attention 
had  been  paid  by  the  Government  to  the 
subject  of  emigration,  for,  small  as  the 
relief  might  be  from  that  quarter,  in  com- 
parison with  the  distress,  yet  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  our  domestic  affairs  it  was 
entitled  to  regard.    Would  not  some  por- 
tion of  our  marine  be  well  employed  in 
conveying  to  these  distant,  but  more  happy 
shores,  the  wretched  men  who  were  now 
wandering  about  the  country  without  em- 
ployment ?     If  this  were  not  deemed  an 
adequate  remedy,  had  it  at   least  been 
considered  and  tried  to  its  fullest  extent  ? 
He  regretted  that  he  did  not  see  an  hon. 
Member  present,  opposed  to  the  views  of 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
the  Member  for  Northamptonshire.    That 
hon.  Member  had,  a  few  years  since,  as- 
sisted the  poor  people  of  his  village  to 
emigrate  to  the  colonies.    What  had  been 
the  consequence  ?    They  were  doing  well, 
and  were  inviting  those  who  were  suffering 
here  to  come  to  them.     Many  had  fol- 
lowed  them,  and  had  thus  escaped  from 
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wcelebedoets.     A  noble  Lord  now  do*  | 
ceased  (the  Earl  of  Egremoot)  had  adopted 
the  aame  plan  on  a  ttill  larger  icale.     He 
bad  been  told  thai  this  bad  produced  the 
beat  poHible  rasulta;  be  had  been  in* 
fiarmed  that  many  of  the  tndividaalt  who 
had  been  indooed  to  go  out  through  the 
munificence  of  the  noble  Earl,  were  now 
sending  borne  money  to  enable  their  rela- 
tives lo  follow  ibemt  and  giving  instnic. 
tioos  and  advice  to  thoae  who  were  willing 
to  foUow  them.    Now  be  asked  whether 
the  Qovernment  ought  not  to  give  full 
eqnsideration  to  this  subject.    It  had,  be 
doubted  not,  attracted  some  attention  from 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire ;  but  had  it  engaged  the  at* 
teniion  of  the  Government  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which,  under  the  circomstances 
of  the  country^   it  was  fairly  entitled  ? 
If  it  had   not  leceived  their  attention, 
was  not  even  this  a  fit  subject  for  care- 
ful and  immediate  consideration,  let  the 
time  it  would  occupy  produce  ever  so 
great  inconvenience  to  individuals  ?    The 
mere  simple  forms  of  relief  would  not 
satisfy  men  who  were  starving,  and  how- 
ever irksome  it  might  be  to  him  to  adopt 
language  which  might  appear  to  be  inflam- 
matory, yet,  knowing  well  the  place  he 
represented,  and  feeling  deeply  for  that 
state. of  distress  in  which  it  was  involvedi 
he  deemed  it  right  to  say,  that  such  a 
state  of  affairs  could  not  go  on  without  the 
greatest  possible  danger.    He  hoped  that 
he  was  mistskan  in  this ;  he  trusted  that 
bis  fears  were  overcbanged.    But  he  knew 
that  if  he  wer^  one  who  asked  for  work, 
apd  could  not  procure  it — that  if  he  asked 
not  for  alms,  but  for  work  to  obtain  bread ' 
for  himself  and  his  family,  and  could  not 
gaip  it,  his  patience  would  break  down ; 
be  should  be  driven  to  desperation:  he 
never  could  consent  to  sit  by  and  see 
those  who  were  near  and  dear  to  him, 
reduced  to  the  last  stage  of  starvation. 
He  only  wi^nted  bon.  Members  to  apply 
themselves  to  the  facts.    Tlie  last  time  he 
went  to  the  place  be  represented,  he  was 
struck  with  the  change  since  he  had  been 
first  connected  with  it    I iistead  of  finding 
genersi  appearances  of  contentment,  he 
found  that  the  pawnbrokera*  shops  were 
oeerladen  with  goods,  so  that  they  could 
not  take  in  any  mora ;  and  many  houses, 
which  he  recollected  as  the  abodes  of  com* 
parative  comfort,  were  stripped  of  their 
fiimiture.  He  found  mdivklnals,  who  were 
fomerly  in  appasent  ease,  in  a  wretched. 


ragged,  and  worn  oot  condition.  He  be* 
lieved  that  it  would  not  be  long  before  thia 
state  of  things  would  visit  the  rural  das* 
tricts.  He  believed  that  the  popalation 
would  go  fioai  the  diatrieta  at  present  am- 
poverisbed  into  the  agrieoltoral  disliiota, 
and,  if  they  went  under  tba  piessore  of 
positive  want,  it  required  no  psopbet  to 
predict  how  this  would  act.  He  did  not 
wish  to  carry  on  a  speciea  of  warbra 
against  voces  of  supply ;  to  him  it  waa 
extremely  irksome ;  those  who  thus  acted 
in  the  House  were  very  far  behind  the 
opinion  and  the  wiahea  of  the  people  ooi 
of  doors ;  if  within  those  walls  they  were 
thought  to  exceed  the  ordinary  bouiMlSp 
yet,  by  the  suffering  people  oot  of  doora« 
they  were  considered  to  keep  too  oMich 
within  them.  He  hoped  that  before  the  Go* 
yernment  decided  that  the  representatives 
of  the  people  should  have  no  other  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  their  feelings  in  that  House, 
the  Government  would  be  a  little  more  ex-* 
planatory  as  to  its  future  policy ;  he  hoped 
that  it  would  not  act  altogether  to  destroy 
the  belief  that  aomething  might  be  done 
to  induce  a  prospect  of  amelioration ;  let 
^hem  not  go  to  their  constituents  and  tell 
them  that  all  they  had  aakl  and  dooo 
amounted  to  nothing,  and  that  they  coold 
do  nothing ;  let  them  not  tail  the  peo|4e 
they  bad  changed  the  Coro-billi  and  made 
soipe  improvement  in  the  tariff^that 
what  misery  rould  not  be  cured  by  these 
measures  must  be  endured. 

Mr.  Hume  laid,  th^t' further  discussion 
on  this  pbject  Had  been  deprecated;  it  bad 
been  said  that  a  limit  oogtit  to  be  put  to 
this  sort  of  debate  on  the  subject  of  distreaa 
and  on  the  Corn-lavs  \  but  the  only  limit 
to  discussion  in  his  opinkm,  waa  the 
attainment  of  that  which  he  and  his  bon. 
Friend  sought  in  the  motion  before  t^ 
House — an  mquiry  into  the  c|nse^  and  a 
remedy  for  the  distresses,  of  the  people. 
Up  to  last  night  the  House  had  not  beard 
what  were  the  views  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  mesns  they  had  to  afford  relief 
4o  the  severe  and  wide^piead  dbtress. 
Last  night,  however,  both  the  right  bon. 
Baronets  opposite  (Sir  R.  Peel  and  8tr  J. 
Graham)  haid  made  statementa  whieh  be 
presumed  were  to  be  taken  aa  eiprasaiee 
of  the  intention  of  the  Government  oo  tba 
subject— namely,  to  the  eftct,  that  they 
acknowledged  the  distress,  and  admitted 
that  it  was  severe  and  widely-sptead,  and 
that  ihey  were  anxious  lo  relieve  it ;  but 
that,  as  they  bad  passed  meaausaafrom 
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which  they  expected  relief  would  toon 
be  derived — that,  in  particular,  they  had 
altered  the  Corn«law,  from  which  they 
informed  the  House  chat  com  was  now 
aftCaally  coming  into  the  country  in  con* 
siderabie  quantities,  and  they  asked  the 
House  not  to  judge,  from  the  effects  pro* 
dooed  in  seven  or  eight  weeks,  what  would 
be  the  ultimate  effect;  but  to  give  the 
measure  a  fair  trial.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  said,  that  be  the  result  of  the  trial 
(of  the  new  Corn-bill)  as  to  quantity 
wimt  it  might,  the  measure  could  not 
afford  the  relief  the  country  required.—- 
The « country  wanted  more  work.  If 
5,000,000  quarters  of  corn  were  to  come 
in  by  the  temporary  and  sudden  opening 
of  the  fiorts,or  ai  a  low  duty,  it  would  be 
impossible  effectually  to  relieve  the  distress 
of  tb»  working  population,  unless  means 
at  the  same  time  werefound  for  employing 
labour;  What  they  wanted  was  work, 
and  adequate  wages  for  their  work ;  and 
without  a  trade  in  corn  and  other  great 
articles  of  food,  and  a  regular  demand  and 
exchange  of  goods  for  such  corn  and  food, 
that  desirable  effect  could  not  be  brought 
about.  If  the  million  and  a  half  quarters 
of  corn  now  in  bond  in  the  Queen's  ware- 
bouses  were  let  out,  the  working  classes 
liad  not  the  means  to  purchase  them ;  and, 
therefore,  the  letting  them  out  would  be 
of  little  use  to  them.  The  relief  which 
the  country  required  could  not  be  had 
from  this  source,  it  must  be  derived  from 
work  to  give  wages. '  Tha^  was  the  con- 
clusion he  arrived  at.  Nothing  would 
restore  the  population  of  this  country  to 
their  usual  comfort  but  perfect  freedom  of 
trade,  and  the  abolition  of  all  those  re- 
strictions which  now  impede  trade.  If 
fbreign  corn,  sugar,  butter,  cheese,  and 
other  articles  of  general  use  with  the 
people,  could  be  admitted  freely,  and  a 
tnule  created  in  those  arlieles,  a  renovation 
of  labour  would  be  the  consequence — 
without  that  all  other  measures  were,  in 
tifis  opinion,  vain.  Did  hon.  Members  se- 
riously consider  what  the'  danger  was,  to 
whiicfe'  the  country  would  be  exposed  if  the 
want  and  privations'  were  not  soon  re- 
taoved?  He  oeuld  hardly  aay  on  how 
slender  a  foundation  the  peace  of  the 
bOUntry  rested.  The  working  classes  were 
not  alone  soffering  great  distress;  the 
fthopkeepers  and  middle  classes,  the  mas» 
ter  mannfacturers,  the  men  of  capital,  were 
all  suffering,  and  fast  approaching  the 
eoodilloa  ^  the  working  classes.    Day 


after  day,  mills  were  stopping  and  firms 
failing;  everything  showed  that  all  our 
industrious  classes  were  approaching  with 
rapid  strides  to  the  same  condition.  He* 
therefore,  asked  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
what  measures  had  been  passed  that,  in  his 
opinion,  could  relieve  this  state  of  thioirs. 
He  admitted  the  justice  of  the  complaint 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel), 
that  justice  had  not  been  done  to  him  for 
the  extent  of  the  changes  in  the  duties, 
nor  to  the  principles  on  which  he  bad 
based  his  tariff.  He  (Mr.  Hume),  fully 
admitted  that  great  benefits  to  the  com- 
merce and  industry  of  this  coukitry  would 
follow  from  what  he  had  done;  but,  as  to 
immediate  or  early  relief  for  the  distress  of 
the  country  from  the  alterations  made  in 
the  tariff,  he  could  not  see  a  chance  of  it; 
and  he,  therefore,  asked  the  tight  hon. 
Baronet  whether  the  responsibiiity  that 
would  be  thus  cast  upon  the  Oovernment 
by  their  proroguing  Parliament  in  the 
present  state  of  the*  country,  was  not  such 
as  to  induce  him  to  reconsider  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  distsess,  and  allow  bis 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  to  take  •  t-he 
course  which  he  proposed?  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  whether  the  distress  to 
which  the  manufaoturtog*  capitsAists  were 
fast  approaching  'was  not  'safficientiy 
alarming  to  induce  him  to  adopt  this 
course?  If  many- more  of  fbero  wene 
swept  away  by  the  loss  of  trade^  was  there 
no  danger  to  other  classes  in  the  Stale  ? 
If  commerce  was  ruined^  would  the.  landed 
interest  remain  long  untouched  }  Another 
very  important  consideratien  ought  to 
weigh  with  the  Government,  how  far  the 
financial  resources  of  the  country,  with 
this  distress  prevalent  every where»  could 
be  depended  upon  to  meet  the  demandsof 
the  State?-  Was  it  poesible  to  suppose 
that  the  income  of  the  country,  which  de- 
pended 80  much  on  the  coneumptioa 
of  the  industrious  and  manufacturing 
classes  by  ditect  taxation,  could  long  be 
raised,  if  this  state  of  things  continued  ? 
Then,  with  1,500,000  quarters  of  corn 
under  the  Queen's  lock  (or,  as  it  might 
more  properly  be  called,  the  landlord's 
lock),  was  it  to  be  expected  that  the  pre- 
aent  'extent  of  distress  would  be  quietly 
endured  by  the  famishiog  people?  He 
was  convinced  the  landed  interest  would 
find  ere  long  the  danger  of  causing  sind 
keeping  up  the  distress  in  the  country  by 
their  system  of  monopoly  and  exclusion. 
Ai  a -sign  of  the  linsea- the- poor-rates  wece 
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increasing  everywhere,  and  the  increase 
was  very  fast  extending  over  the  agricul- 
tural districts.  Mr.  Weaie,  in  his  re- 
port, taking  fourteen  agricultural  counties, 
found  that  the  poor-rates  had  increased 
since  1840  and  1841,  in  some  10  per  cent., 
in  some  15,  and  in  others  25,  and  even  33 
per  cent.  The  hon.  Member  then  ran 
rapidly  through  a  paper,  showing  that  the 
poor-rates  had  increased  more  in  the  last 
year,  in  proportion,  in  Kent,  and  in  various 
other  agricultural  counties,  than  in  the 
manufacturing  county  of  Lancaster,  or 
even  in  the  town  of  Leicester.  In  short, 
unless  work  was  obtained  by  the  millions, 
by  means  of  a  free- trade  in  food,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  agricultural  interest  would 
speedily,  in  many  districts,  be  eaten  up  by 
the  paupers  who  were  daily  thrown  out  of 
manufacturing  employment,  and  would 
soon  be  compelled  to  seek  subsistence  from 
their  native  parishes.  The  agricultural  in- 
terest, therefore,  was,  in  his  (Mr.  Hume's) 
opinion,  as  much  interested  as  the  manu- 
facturing interest  in  the  speedy  adoption 
of  the  only  remedy  for  the  distress— free- 
trade.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  they 
had  a  right  to  the  rents  of  their  own 
estates  whilst  the  distress  and  want 
continued,  they  were  much  mistaken. 
[Laughter,]  They  might  laugh,  but  he 
would  tell  them  that,  by  law,  the  paupers 
had  the  first  claim  upon  the  land,  and 
next  came  the  clergy,  who  must  be  paid 
their  tithes  before  a  shilling  of  the  rents 
was  touched  by  the  proprietor,  who 
only  came  in  third  to  receive  the  rents, 
or  rather  the  residue  of  the  rents  of 
his  own  property.  He*  therefore  warned 
the  agricultural  interest  to  profit  by  past 
experience,  and  to  take  care  lest  by  far- 
ther aggravation  of  the  distress  the  land 
became  a  prey  to  the  paupers  in  the  first 
place,  then  to  the  clergy*  and  the  little 
of  rent  that  remained  would  only  come  to 
them.  The  country  was,  by  the  continu- 
ance of  these  monopolies,  about  to  suffer 
very  severely,  and  be  exposed  to  a  dan- 
gerous experiment,  the  result  of  which  no 
one  could  tell.  The  lamentable  condition 
of  the  manufacturing  interests  of  Stock- 
port, Burnley,  Bolton,  and  other  places 
in  England,  had  been  forciblv  stated  to 
the  House.  The  same  was  the  state  of 
many  parts  of  Scotland,  and  he  would 
state  a  case  in  point,  in  one  of  the  towns 
of  the  shire  which  he  represented,  to  show 
the  condition  of  things: — Dundee  was 
the  principal  manufacturing  town  in  For- 


farshire. It  had  thirty-nine  mills,  em- 
ploying 1 ,766  horse-power.  Of  these  ten 
mills,  and  513  horse-power  were  at  present 
stopped.  Numbers  of  persons  were  in 
consequence  thrown  out  of  occupation, 
and  unless  trade  revived,  others  would  fol- 
low, and  ruin  must  be  their  portion.  He 
knew  no  means  by  which  the  populatkm 
of  that  manufacturing  district  could  be 
supported  unless  some  extensive  vent  or 
outlet  were  found  for  the  produce  of  their 
labour,  which  was  chiefly  linen  and  linen 
thread.  On  all  these  grounds  it  was  that 
the  House  was  bound  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  the  distress;  and  he  would  ad- 
mit that  there  were  other  causes  at  work 
than  the  Corn-laws.  The  heavy  taxation 
of  this  year,  exceeding  fifty-three  millions, 
to  be  augmented  three  or  four  millions  by 
the  odious  Income-tax,  upon  the  capital 
and  industry  of  the  country,  had  in  bis 
opinion  a  considerable  share  in  producing 
the  present  state  of  depression.  At  any 
rate,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  stated  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  continue  that  extent 
of  taxation  and  a  monopoly  of  com,  with- 
out frightfully  aggravating  the  distress  of 
the  country.  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
with  power  to  carry  any  measure  through 
Parliament,  and  backed  as  they  had 
been  by  a  powerful  majority,  seemed  to 
him  to  disregard  the  signs  of  the 
times,  and  to  refuse  in  this  critical  time 
to  apply  timely  relief ;  but,  in  doing  so, 
the  responsibility  they  took  on  themselves 
was  awful,  and  the  result  must  be  danger- 
ous in  the  extreme.  The  peace  of  the 
country  was  in  imminent  danger.  He 
would  further  reouest  the  right  hon.  Ba^ 
ronet  to  reconsider  the  principles  which 
he  had  laid  down  in  this  Siession,  as  necet- 
sary  for  the  prosperity  of  the  trade  of  this 
kingdom ;  and  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him,  consistent  with  these  principles  to 
allow  the  present  monopolies  and  the  con- 
sequent distressed  state  of  the  country,  to 
continue  one  week  longer.  If  all  the  com 
in  bond  were  let  out,  it  would  afford  little 
or  no  relief  to  the  present  distress.  Per- 
haps the  price  of  corn  might  be  two  or 
three  shillings  a  quarter  cheaper  and  that 
would  afford  some  relief,  but  there  coold 
be  no  means  of  supplying  the  people  ade- 
quately with  food,  unless  the  Parliament 
opened  the  ports  and  established  perfect 
freedom  of  trade.  He  would  add,  in 
respect  to  taxation,  that  bad  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  adopted  the  propoeiiion  made  by 
the  late  Government,  of  having  a  fixed 
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duty  on  corn,  and  reducing  the  duty  on 
foreign  sugar  and  timber,  there  would  have 
been  ample  revenue  to  supply  the  defi- 
ciency and  no  necessity  for  the  Income- 
tax.  With  regard  to  the  change  made  in 
the  Corn- laws  being  really  any  great  im- 
provement, he  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  whether  he  had  received  any 
accounts  that  foreign  countries  looked 
upon  the  alteration  as  making  any  essen- 
tial change  in  the  Corn-laws?  He  ven- 
tured to  tell  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
foreign  countries  did  not  look  upon  that 
measure  as  any  great  approximation  to 
free-trade.  Notwithstanding  the  confident 
boasts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  to 
the  relief  to  be  derived  from  his  Corn-laws, 
the  existing  evils  would  increase  from  day 
to  day  unless  a  trade  in  corn  was  effected ; 
and,  whatever  might  be  the  result  to  the 
peace  of  the  country,  they,  on  his  side  of 
the  House,  would  at  least  feel  satisfied 
that  they  had  done  their  duty — that  they 
had  endeavoured  to  force  the  Government 
into  the  consideration  of  this  most  im- 
portant subject,  and  that,  if  they  would 
not  act  upon  the  suggestions  that  were 
offered  to  them,  the  responsibility  would 
fall  upon  them  and  the  majority  of  the 
House  who  had  supported  these  starva- 
tion-producing laws. 

Mr.  Fielden  bore  his  testimony  to  the 
condition  of  distress  to  which  the  people 
of  this  country  were  reduced.  He  re- 
quested the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  give  at 
least  some  encouragement  for  the  people 
to  hope  that  the  Government  would  bring 
forward  souie  plan  to  relieve  them  from 
their  present  state  of  distress.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  know  how  his  own 
workpeople  could  be  maintained.  He 
would  do  everything  in  his  power  to  assist 
them, but  he  feared  that  they  must  still  un- 
dergo a  great  deal  of  suffering,  even  before 
the  winter  came  on.  He  felt  bound,  on 
every  consideration  of  justice  and  duty  to 
support  this  motion  for  a  committee  of  the 
whole  House  to  take  into  its  consideration 
the  distressed  state  of  the  country. 

Sir  C.  Burrell  regretted  that  nothing 
had  been  suggested  by  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site for  the  relief  of  the  distress  that  pre- 
vailed, but  a  total  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws ; 
but  he  was  convinced  that  if  this  were 
done  it  would  do  incalculable  mischief,  not 
only  to  the  agriculturists,  but  to  the  manu- 
facturers themselves,  as  it  would  destroy 
their  home  market.  He  imputed  a  great 
deal  of  the  distress  that  prevailed  in  the 
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agricultural  districts  to  the  changes  in 
fashion  in  this  as  well  as  in  foreign  coun- 
tries. In  consequence  of  some  feeling  of 
this  kind  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  many 
foreign  countries  did  not  choose  to  pur- 
chase English  manufactures  as  they  for- 
merly did. 

Mr.  Villiers  said,  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  said,  that  if  all 
the  manufacturers  in  this  House,  or  in  this 
country,  were  like  the   hon.  Member  for 
Oldham,  that  they  should  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed in  this  discussion  in  a  more  amicable 
and  friendly  spirit  than  they  had  hitherto 
done.     Now  he  would  retort  the  compli- 
ment upon  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  say,  that 
if  the  country  gentlemen   in  this  House 
were  all  like  him,  and  had  the  manliness 
to  stand  up  before  their  opponents,  and,  in 
the  face  of  the  country,  to  vindicate  their 
policy  and  their  character,  which  was  so 
deeply  involved  in  this  discussion,  there 
would  at  least  be  removed  that  impression 
which  then  existed,  that,  conscious  of  the 
injustice  of  their  conduct,  they  dared  not 
utter  a  word  in  its  defence.    With  the  im- 
pression which   he  had  himself  of  their 
policy,  he  could  only  explain  their  silence 
by  supposing,  that  they  felt  without  excuse 
for  its  continuance ;  and  he  indeed  only 
felt  surprise,  when  any  person  on  his  (Mr. 
Villiers')  side  should  offer  any  apology  for 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  which  is 
said  to  arrest  the  progress  of  public  busi- 
ness, when  in  truth  that  apology,  if  one 
was  due  from  any  quarter,  ought  to  come 
from  the  opposite  side,  for  compelling  hon. 
Members  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty, 
to  bring  on  such  a  motion.     Yes,  be  said 
so,  because  they  had  it  in  their  power 
to  prevent  any  motion  of  this  kind  being 
made    by  doing   their  duty,    either  by 
granting  some   inquiry   into   the  causes 
of  the  distress,  or  assigning  some  rea- 
sons of  their  own  for  its  existence,  or 
by  applying  some  relief;    but  what  had 
been  their  course — they  had  refused  every 
inquiry — they  had  assigned  no  intelligible 
reason  for  the  distress,  and  had  not  pro- 
posed any  remedy ;  and  now  complained 
I  that  Members,  in  the  discharge  of  their 
I  duty  to  constituents,  who  were  suffering 
the  extremity  of  distress,  availed  them- 
selves of  every  moment  while  the  House 
!  was  sitting,   to    detail    the    sad   conse- 
;  quences  of  the  legislation  of  this  House 
upon  the  well-being  and  condition  of  the 
I  people.     He  was  reminded  that  the  hon. 
I  Baronet,  who  had  just  sat  down,  had 
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assig^ned  a  cause  for  the  distress;  he  had 
10  certainly,  and  a  very  fsDciful  ODe  it  was. 
He  seemed  to  think  that  the  problem  of 
general  distress  might  be  solved  by  the  ef« 
feet  of  a  change  of  fashions  which  had  re- 
cently occurred— he  supposed  he  meant 
in  country  gentlemen's  dress.  That  might 
satisfy  the  hon.  Baronet,  on  whom  the 
responsibility  of  the  present  state  of  the 
country  would  rest ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  Minister  would  not  think  that  was  suf* 
ficient  to  satisfy  the  country,  as  to  the 
cause  of  the  depression  now  affecting 
the  productive  classes  of  every  kind; 
and  in  the  absence  of  any  better  explana- 
tion from  him,  he  must  justify  the  motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  which,  like  all  the 
similar  motions,  was  attended  with  advan- 
tage in  argument  to  those  who  agreed  in 
the  chief  remedy  which  had  been  pre. 
scribed,  of  removing  the  restriction  which 
now  limited  and  obstructed  the  trade  in 
food.  He  cared  not  in  what  manner  such 
motions  were  treated  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  for  they  were  sure  in  some  way  to 
benefit  the  cause;  for  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
attempted  to  argue  in  favour  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  their  opponents  profited  by  the  ex* 
fosure  of  the  shallowneu  of  their  case, 
f  they  were  silent,  all  men  imputed  it  to 
their  discretion,  as  having  nothing  to  say ; 
while  discussion  offered  to  the  advocates 
of  their  repeal  a  happy  opportunity  of 
illustrating  the  fallacies  by  which  they 
had  hitherto  been  defended,  and  certainly 
there  never  was  a  time  when  that  could  be 
done  with  more  effect,  whether  it  was  with 
reference  to  the  wages  of  labour,  or  the 
profits  of  trade,  or  the  independence  of 
foreigners;  and  he  availed  himself  of  that 
opportunity  of  asking  the  country  now  to 
examine  how  those  promises  had  been  ful- 
filled by  which  the  law  which  he  contended 
had  caused  their  distress,  the  repeal  of 
which  would  remove  it,  had  been  main- 
tained, and  to  say  if  that  was  not  enough 
to  account  for  the  silence  of  Members 
who,  in  more  prosperous  times,  were 
noisy  and  eloquent  m  claiming  for  the 
law  the  national  or  benevolent  purpose 
of  making  wages  high,  of  rendering  capi- 
tal profitable,  and  making  the  nation  in- 
de(  indent  of  foreign  supply.  He  asked 
now  what  were  the  wages  of  the  labourer 
and  of  the  o|ierative  ?  Let  them  say^et 
them  answer  how  far  the  Corn-laws  have 
kept  up  their  wages.  Let  the  manufacturer 
say  whether  be  is  realising  a  fortune  upon 
bia  customers  at  home,  having  loat  his 


best  customers  abroad.  Where  is  the  io« 
dependence  of  supply  from  abroad  t  Is 
there  any  man  opposite  hardy  enongh  to 
say  that  wages  have  been  kept  up  by  or 
with  the  price  of  food  ?  Will  any  man 
opposite  deny,  that  those  who  live  by  la- 
hour  in  this  country  are  in  the  most  pitia- 
ble condition  that  he  has  ever  yet  known 
them,  and  some  of  them  in  a  state  worse 
than  is  usually  the  lot  of  human  beings  io  a 
civil  state  ?  Will  any  man  dare  to  deny,  or 
has  any  one  ventured  in  one  particvlar  to 
gainsay  the  shocking  stories  brought  from 
the  great  manufacturing  towns,  of  the  loss, 
misery,  and  suffering,  which  is  being  en* 
dured  by  capitalists  and  labourers.  Is  the 
silence  then  of  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
be  wondered  at  when  they  see  every 
promise  to  the  people  broken,  and 
every  prediction  falsified,  while  all  dis- 
interested men  agree  that  those  very 
laws  are  the  prominent  cause  of  those 
evils,  which  they  have  so  failed  to  avert. 
But  is  the  independence  of  foreign  sup- 
ply the  price  of  which  we  are  satisfied  to 
pay  for  all  this  sacrifice.  Why,  what 
IS  the  boast,  or  rather  the  hope  of  the 
Government — but  that  the  distress  may 
be  somewhat  abated  by  the  large  admit* 
sion  of  foreign  corn,  which  they  pray,  and 
which  they  expect  will  be  soon  admitted  ? 
Is  it  not  then  some  advantage  to  have 
these  discussions  to  complete  the  exposoia 
of  all  these  wretched  fallacies  7  and  when 
hon.  Gentleman  sit  there  silent,  not  daring 
to  utter,  lest  by  the  repetition  of  such 
things  at  the  moment,  they  would  be 
treated  with  ridicule  and  derision— it  ia 
the  advantage  of  discussion  to  expose 
these  fallacies,  for,  when  detected  and 
exposed,  they  become  ridiculoos,  and  bo 
believed,  that  when  ridicule  attached  to 
error,  it  was  the  best  chance  that  the 
truth  had  of  being  supportod.  But  i| 
was  said,  that  they  were  an  impotent 
minority,  and  that  they  could  do  nothing; 
he  wanted  to  know  where  wu  the  experi- 
ence that  justified  any  such  conclusion  ? 
He  thought  that  the  minoritv  bad  done 
everything -'Or  at  least  nothiof  would 
have  been  done  without  it.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Dorchester 
had  stated  truly,  that  the  rulers  of  this 
country  were  omnipotent  if  backed  by 
public  opinion,  but  weak  and  impotent 
in  upholding  any  exclusive  advantage, 
when  acting  io  violation  of  public  opinioo. 
How,  then,  had  the  minority  derived  their 
influence  f    By  acting  on  that  opinion. 
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by  exhibiting;  cltarly  to  the  public  the 
iniquiloui,  inhuman,  miBchieYOus  charac- 
ter of  the  reitrictions  on  human  food,  till 
they  bad  so  far  lailoenced  public  opinion, 
ae  to  compel  Gentlemen  opposite  who  were 
cooneeted  with  the  Government  to  abandon 
the  defence  of  the  law,  and  to  be  eager 
in  disclaiming;  for  themselves  all  desire  for 
its  continuance  :  indeed  to  avow  them- 
selves zealots  in  the  opposite  cause.    This 
bed  been  chiefly  done  by  the  import  duty 
committee,  the  whole  of  whose  proceed- 
ings had  been  conducted  by  a  few  zsalous 
Members ;  for  though  they  had  been  in* 
Milted,  derided,  end  reproached  for  their 
labours  in  the  yeer  in  which  they  acted,  a 
year  had  not  elapsed  before  the  report 
they  made,  and  the  evidence  which  they 
collected,  was  the  basis  of  alt  that  was 
popular,   all   that   was   useful,   that  had 
been  proposed  by  the  Ch>vernment;  and 
what    had    they   seen    since,  but  every 
ground,  one  by  one,  on  which  the  msjor- 
ily   ID   ibis    House    sought    to    defend 
their    monopoly,    abandoned,    until    the 
Corn-laws  were  fairly  reduced  to  their  last 
legs,  and  were  now  only  supported  by 
that  rude  »nd  eelfish  kind  of  power  which 
an  boo.  Beffonet   bad   confided  to  the 
Member  for  Salford,  that  an  interested  ma- 
jority of  this  House,  to  serve  their  in- 
terest, hiid  eo  used?    ["Ob,  oh**]   Gen- 
tlemen seemed  to  doubt  what  be  said, 
but  they  well  knew  how  these  {awe  bad 
been  maintained  i  they  had  been  by  ap- 
peals to  the  ignorance  of  the  multitude, 
by  deluding  them  by  captivating  fallacies 
of  various  kluds,  and  by  bringing  the  social 
and  pecuniary  Influence  of  the  aristocracy 
to  bear  upon  the  selfishness,  servility,  and 
narrow^miodedness  of  the  middle  classes. 
But  what  was  now  the  case?    The  people 
now  rendered  iceeo-sighted  by  education, 
and    excited    by    distress,    9aw  through 
and    proclaimed    the    frauds    by   which 
they  had  been  oheated ;  and  the  middle 
class,  now  depressed  by  the  natural  ope- 
ratioii  of  these  laws,  had  beet)  acknow- 
ledging their  past  error,    and   were   in 
every  direction  holding  out  the  hand  of 
fellowship  to  their  unrepresented  brethren, 
and  almost  avowing  that  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  used  their  exclusive  rights, 
they  had  neglected  or  betrayed  the  trust 
reposed  in  them.     If  it  was  then,  the  result 
of  discussion  that  the  truth  was  disclosed 
why  sbpuld discussion  not  continue?  What 
had  been  proposed  to  satisfy  those  who 
desired  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 


people?    What  had  been  said  to  aMure 
them  of  the  good  disposition  of  the  pre- 
sent Government,  when  everything  ihathad 
been  obtained  had  been  wrung  from  them 
with  the  greatest  difficulty,  and  almost  by 
constraint  ?     What  had  been  proposed— 
anything    to    improve  the   condition  of 
the  people? — he  unhesitatingly  said  not. 
They  had  been  told  last  night  that  great 
principles  had  been  announced,  and  that 
ibey  ought  to  be  content ;  but  great  prin- 
ciples announced  will  not  feed  the  people. 
The  people  want  more  food,  more  trade  ; 
what  will  the  announcement  of  great  prin- 
ciples  do  for  that?     He  could  assure  the 
Government  opposite,  that  nothing  would 
ever  satisfy  those  who  agreed  with  him, 
but  actually  and  permanently  improving 
the  coudition  of  the  people.    That  he  be- 
lieved to  be  possible— that  he  believed  the 
resources  of  this  country,  the  skill  and 
habits  of  the  people,  and  the  large  capitals 
ready  to  give  employment  and  development 
to  both,  would  render  possible;  and  that  he 
believed  was  only  prevented  by  inhuman, 
seltisb,  silly  legislatiun.     He  did  not  look 
upon  it  either  in  that  point  of  view  alone^ 
he  looked  at  it  also  in  a  moral  and  political 
view,  for  befelt  satisfied  that  a  people  could 
never  be  morally  improved,  or  rendered  fit 
for  political  rights,  unless  they  were  relieved 
from  anxiety  as  to  the  mere  means  of  sup- 
porting life  ^that  must  engross  their  whole 
mind  at  first,  and  while  it  was  rendered 
difficult,  must  make  them  completely  de- 
pendent—and while  they  were  in  that  con^ 
dition  all  attempt  to  extend  education 
would   be  useless,  and  the  extension  of 
political  rights  degrading  or  dangerous. 
He  wished  to  see  the  people  well  edu- 
cated and  in  the  enjoyment  of  political 
rights,  and  as  he  knew  that  before  they 
could  be  either  they  must  be  as  it  were 
physically    free,   or    removed   from   the 
anxious  condition  of  wanting  food,  he  felt 
anxious    to  remove  these  unnatural  ob- 
structions to  their  improvement.  He  firmly 
believed,  in  the  present  state  of  the  world 
and  the  state  of  these  two  islands,  this  was 
possible  ;  and  as  the  people  of  this  country 
ought  to  be  raised  morally,  politically,  and 
physically,  no  trouble  should  be  spared,  or 
any  opportunity  lost  to  promote  the  first 
grest  object  of  emancipating  trade,  and 
for  this  reason  he  should  cordially,  with 
the  view  to  ooovert  end  convince  other 
Members  to  his  view,  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member,  which  was,  that  we 
should  devote  this  leisure  and  appropriate 
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moment  to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  the 
frightful  distress  prevailing  in  the  country, 
wiih  the  view  to  its  instant  removal. 

Mr.  Muntz  did  not  quite  approve  of 
the  course  which  had  been  taken  ;  he  did 
not  disguise  from  himself  that  this  was  a 
Corn-law  debate,  and  he  wished  it  had 
been  brought  on  as  such.  He  rose  to 
speak  then,  lest  it  should  be  inferred  from 
his  silence  that  the  condition  of  his  own 
constituents  and  neighbours  was  not  so 
very  deplorably;  but  having  been  lately 
much  amongst  them,  and  having  sought 
information,  he  could  say  that  rich  and 
poor,  old  and  young,  male  and  female. 
Whig,  Tory,  and  Radical,  told  him  the 
same  story,  that  they  had  never  known 
trade  so  bad,  and  had  never  seen  so  slight 
a  hope  of  any  improvement.  It  was  not 
only  that  the  prices  of  provisions  were 
high,  but  that  wages  were  so  low  that  the 
working  man  could  not  afford  to  buy  pro- 
visions. He  had  given  notice  of  a  motion 
for  an  inquiry  into  the  distress  of  the 
country  next  Session;  and  the  House 
would,  therefore,  conclude  that  he  was  not 
in  favour  of  an  inquiry  at  present.  In  his 
opinion,  neither  the  country,  that  House, 
or  the  Ministers,  were  in  a  condition  at 
present  to  enter  fairly  upon  that  inquiry. 
But  when  such  a  motion  as  the  present 
was  made,  he  could  not  refrain  from  say- 
ing, that  he  entirely  concurred  in  the  ob- 
ject sought  to  be  attained,  and  the  neces- 
sity for  finding  some  remedy.  He  was 
about  to  commence  a  new  establishment, 
and  the  applications  which  he  had  for 
labour  were  quite  distressing  to  him  ;  in- 
stead of  asking  for  labour  as  a  right  to  be 
exchanged  for  his  money,  the  labouring 
man  came  and  begged  it  as  a  charity—* 
trembling  for  fear  of  a  refusal,  and  not 
walking  upright  as  Englishmen  ought 
to  do.  He  differed  from  many  Gentlemen 
as  lo  the  cause  of  the  distress,  but  it  was, 
at  all  events,  necessary  that  some  inquiry 
should  take  pUce,  though  not  at  present, 
into  that  distress  and  its  causes.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  opening  the  budget 
this  year,  had  used  this  expreuioo  ;  "when 
we  restored  the  circulation  in  1829,  we 
took  time  to  consider  it."  But  he  was  at 
issue  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  upon 
that  matter— he  bad  not  restored  the  cir- 
culation. He  would  not  tay  another 
word  as  to  the  cause  of  the  distress,  but 
be  pressed  on  the  right  boo.  Baronet  the 
necessity  of  seriously  considering  what 
ivoiedy  could  be  provided. 


Mr.  M*  Philips  differed  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham^  that  this  inquiry 
would  bear  postponement.  No  less  than 
62,900  of  his  constituents  had  requested 
him  to  represent  to  the  House  the  miaery 
into  which  they  were  plunged,  and  the 
destitution  by  which  they  were  surrounded. 
As  a  proof  of  it,  be  would  state  that  in 
1836  the  poor-rates  in  Manchester  were 
24,000/.,  in  1841,  45,000i.,  and  this  year 
no  less  than  52,000/.  He  did  not  think 
there  had  been  any  extraordinary  emigra- 
tion from  the  agricultural  districts  to  which 
this  could  be  attributed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  permit 
Parliament  to  separate  without  attempting 
to  grapple  with  the  means  for  remedyiog 
the  distress  that  exiated  before  it  reached 
its  climax. 

Mr.  Cobden  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned  :--Ayea  33 ; 
Noes  188  :  Majority  155. 
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Baring,  H. 


On  the  original  question  being  again 
put, 

Mr.  Hindley  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House.  He  thought  it  was  jus- 
tified in  doing  so  because  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  not  expressed  his  sentiments  on  the 
motion.  He  ought  at  least  to  answer  the 
quesrion,  whether  the  country  could  goon 
another  year  with  corn  at  645.  a  quarter, 
or  whether,  if  the  price  did  not  fall,  he 
would  open  the  ports. 

Mr.  G,  Berkeley  would  vote  for  any 
inquiry  into  the  distress,  but  not  for  an 
adjournment,  which  would  only  obstruct 
the  public  business. 

Sir  R,  Peel :  I  must  say  that  if  regular 
attendance  in  this  House,  during  the 
whole  of  the  Session,  be  a  proof  of  sensi- 
bility  to  the  distress  of  the  country,  I  have 
given  that  proof  much  more  strongly 
than  the  hon.  Member  himself  (Mr.  Hind- 
ley).  I  venture  to  say,  that  for  one  night 
on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  in 
his  place,  I  have  been  three.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  having  absented  himself  during 
most  of  the  debates  of  this  Session,  says 
now,  as  a  justification  for  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  that  I  have 
not  answered  such  a  question  as  this — if 
the  price  of  corn  be  above  50s.  or  54s., 
will  I  make  a  promise  that  the  ports 
shall  be  opened  ?  Sir,  I  think  I  have  been 
treated  very  unfairly  in  this  discussion. 
I  have  shown  no  impatience  with  hon. 
Members.  1  have  never  imputed  the 
delays  that  have  taken  place,  to  any  im- 
proper motive.  I  may  have  complained 
of  those  delays,  but  I  have  made  no  charge 
against  those  who  caused  them.  On  every 
occasion  on  which  this  subject  has  been 
debated,  I  have  taken  a  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion. A  proposal  to  inquire  into  the 
distress  of  the  country  was  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  and  was 
debated  for  three  successive  nights.  A 
motion  was  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenockj  that  an  bumble  address  be 
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she  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  refuse 
her  consent  to  the  prorogation  of  Parlia* 
ment,  until  a  full  and  searching  inquiry 
was  instituted  into  the  causes  of  the  un- 
precedented distress  existing  at  present 
all  over  the  kingdom.  That  motion  was 
negatived  by  a  majority  of,  I  believe,  17.5 
to  84.  On  that  occasion  I  entered  fully, 
as  the  organ  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, into  the  reasons  which  prevented 
my  acceding  to  the  motion.  Since  that  a 
debate,  almost  identical,  took  place  on  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen, 
who  proposed  that  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  should  have  a  discretionary  power 
of  opening  the  ports.  On  that  occasion,  I 
and  some  of  my  Colleagues  entered  fully 


I  take  of  this  as  an  adjourned  debate  and 
nothing  else,  it  would  tie  supplied  by  the 
fact  that  not  more  than  two  or  three  of 
her  Majesty's  late  Government  are  now 
present.  I  do  hope  that  the  expreatioa  of 
a  wish  that  thia  debate  may  not  ba  ad- 
journed may  not  be  taken  as  an  indicatioo 
of  disrespect,  1  have  a  very  strong  im- 
pression that  this  continued  resistance  to 
the  expressed  will  of  the  majority  ia  a  fatal 
blow  to  the  authority  of  this  House.  I  pro- 
test against  the  perpetual  exerciaa  of  a 
power  guaranteed  to  the  minority  only  on 
extraordinary  occasions.  And  I  hope  that 
some  of  those  Oenllemen  oppoaita  who  are 
opposed  to  roe  on  general  politica  will 
express  their  concurrence  in  the  sentiroentt 


into  the  discussion.     Last  night  another!  I  have  expressed  as  to  these  protractad 
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embracing  the  same  subject.     On    that        Mr.  Ewari  admitted  that  tha  oanduct 


occasion,  vvas  there  any  symptom  of  a  j  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  baea  atwaya 
wish  on  the  part  of  her  Majesty  s  Govern- !  marked  by  reanect  to  his  side,  and  that  if 
ment  to  treat  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  or  he  had  made  the  statement  which  he  had 
this  subject  with  the  slightest  disrespect  ?  just  delivered  before  the  motion  bad  been 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  made  for  the  adjournment,  it  would  have 
State  for  the  Home  Departmaat  delivered  I  prevented  much  misapprehension.  Ha 
his  sentiments  in  that  aebate.  I,  too,  at  believed  that  tha  intention  of  his  liaii. 
considerable  length  entered  fully  into  the  Friend  tha  Mambar  for  Stockport  «raa»  to 
aobject,  and  explained  mv  views.  Now  elicit  aa  exprasaion  of  opinkm  Atmi  the 
observe,  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  •  right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  important  anb- 
spoke  at  a  late  hour  last  night,  and  pro-  ject  of  the  present  discussion.  Ha  thougiit 
posed  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  He  his  hon.  Friend  ought  now  to  persist, 
found  the  sense  of  the  House  against  |  Mr.  Cobdem  had  moved  tha  adjoani- 
the  adjournment,  and  that  the  prevail- >  ment  under  a  misapprehension,  ha  baliavtd, 
ing  wiah  was,  that  the  debate  should  of  the  rulaa  of  tha  House ;  bat  ha  laally 
be  brought  to  a  close.  Not  acqui-  '  thought  a  motloo  snpportad  by  Mamben 
escing  in  the  opinion  that  the  debate  from  Manchester,  Bimingbam,  Bolton, 
should  be  closed,  the  hon.  Member  gave  and  such  towna»  aufiering  at  tha  present 
notice  of  an  amendment  on  the  motion  for  moment  under  the  deepest  distress,  and 
going  into  committee  of  supply,  thereby  begging  only  for  a  committea  to  ioqaifo 
distinctly  implying  that  the  debate  should  into  its  causa»  was  entitled  to  ao»a  notice 
be  the  same,  and  (notice  being  given  only  from  her  Majaaty'a  Miniaiara.  NoiliJaft 
last  nii^ht)  plainly  intimating  that  he  meant  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  aaid  ebaogad 
to  make  the  speech  to-night  which  he  was  his  opinion  that  the  present  debate  waa  not 
prevented  from  delivering  last  night.  Now  identical  with  that  of  last  night.  He  asked 
1  ask  whether  to  all  practical  intenta  and  whether  the  abia  apaecb  by  which  tha 
purposes  this  is  not  an  adjournment  ?  It  motion  was  introduced  waa  not  applicable 
IS  a  painful  part  of  a  Minister's  position  to  to  the  present  state  of  the  coantvy,  aad 
be  subjected  to  all  manner  of  impuiations,  not  to  what  it  might  be  thiae  moniba 
if  he  do  not  consent  to  occupy  the  public  hence?  Here  waa  the  hon.  Mansbar  <br 
time  by  a  repetition  of  his  sentiments  on  Manchester  with  a  roaraorial  aigncd  by 
an  adjourned  debate.  It  is  utterly  iro-  62,000  persons,  calling  on  hna  to  stop  the 
possible  that  after  the  lapse  of  about  supplies,  and  thb  important  docament  waa 
twenty  hours  I  should  be  able  to  ofTer  any  not  before  the  House  at  all  laat  night. 
arguments  diflerent  from  (hose  I  stated  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  no  one  eoald 
last  night,  or  give  any  further  explanation  daay  it,  bad  been  punctual  and  unwaaiiad 
of  tha  intentions  of  Government.  The  in  his  attandanaa;  but  he  undaraload  k 
conduct  of  public  men  may  be  safely  was  thecuatooi  fera  PrimaMiaialar  loba 
aalad  to  on  an  occasion  Itka  this ;  and   in  hia  placa  in  Parliamant ;  hanndaiatood 
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it  to  be  one  of  hit  funcliona*  The  right 
hoD*  Baronet  was  very  deferential  to  the 
"  seoie  of  the  Houie/'  but  the  sense  of 
the  coontry  was  also  worthy  of  some  little 
attention.  And  he  told  the  right  hon. 
Baionet  boldly,  that  the  majority  of  that 
Hosse  were  looked  on  in  the  country  with 
utter  disgust  and  contempt.  He  said  so 
advisedly,  and  sis  months  would  not  elapse 
before  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  be 
brought  to  the  same  opinion.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  held  the  scales  on 
which  the  destinies  of  the  country  de- 
pended^ he  thought  he  was  acting  anything 
but  an  unfriendly  part  towards  him  if  he 
gave  bim  an  opportunity  for  stating  bis 
rtasons  why,  with  such  a  majority  at  his 
back,  be  refused  to  grant  a  committee  to 
inquire  into  the  present  distress.  If  his 
countrymen,  like  the  Hindoos,  were  pre- 
pared to  lie  down  under  the  Juggernaut 
of  monopoly,  they  might  disapprove  of  an 
adjournment ;  but  believing  they  had  the 
spirit  of  Englishmen,  he  was  sure  they 
would  support  him  in  his  resolution,  to 
gite  the  right  hon.  Baronet  time  until 
Monday  to  reconsider  his  opinions  on  this 
subject* 

Mr.  Hawes  felt  great  pain  in  saying  a 
single  word  in  opposition  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Stockport,  but  the  pre- 
servation of  the  representatif  e  principle  of 
our  Constitution  rested  on  considerations 
auperior  to  all  others,  and  he  did  think 
that  tbe  determination  to  resist  the  delibe* 
.rate  opinion  expressed  by  the  majorities  of 
that  House  must  be  altogether  fatal  to  our 
eonstitution.  If  he  wished  to  bring  about 
the  downfall  of  those  to  whom  he  was  op- 
posed as  rapidly  as  possible,  all  he  should 
desire  was,  that  time  after  time  their  votes 
should  be  registered  in  contradistinction 
to  the  pernanent  interests  of  the  people. 
The  best  way  to  impart  to  them  a  factitious 
atreogth  was  not  so  much  by  giving  them 
a  factious  opposition,  as  yielding  to  the 
decision  of  the  majority ;  and  appealing  by 
all  legitimate  means  from  it  to  the  public 
was  the  surest  means  that  could  be  adopted 
wf  cutting  short  its  tenure  of  power.  He 
was  bound  to  admit  that  no  one  could 
have  givena  closer  atteniion  to  the  busi- 
ness of  the  public  than  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  or  behaved  with  greater  courtesy 
to  his  opponents.  He  must,  before  con- 
cluding say,  that  when  the  representatives 
of  tbe  manufacturing  districts  brought 
forward  a  motion  for  inquiry  into  the  deep 
and  peribus  distress  of  their  constituents, 
it  was  haid  and  piofokiug  to  find  hon. 


Gentlemen  resisting  it  by  the  mere  force  of 
numbers,  and  not  condescending  to  enter 
the  arena  of  debate.  He  thought,  too, 
that  after  the  statements  which  had  been 
made,  the  Minister  ought  to  state,  in  as 
short  an  address  as  he  pleased,  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  resist  inquiry.  If 
motions  should  be  made  for  tbe  mere  pur- 
pose of  adjournment,  he  would  join  in 
resisting  them  on  grounds  closely  connected 
with  the  preservation  of  the  rights  and 
liberties  of  the  people,  as  they  existed  in 
the  constitutional  practice  and  usages  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  Cowper  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ashton  would  withdraw 
the  motion  for  adjournment.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam worth 
did  not  speak,  the  fair  inference  to  be 
drawn  from  his  silence  was,  that  he  had 
nothing  new  to  say  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  Fielden  said,  that   his  answer  to 
those  who  complained  of  the  motion  for 
adjournment  was  this — the  people  were 
perishing  for  want  of  food.    If  the  Govern, 
ment  would  do  nothing  to  relieve  those  who 
were  perishing   for   want  of   the   neces- 
saries of  life,  he  wanted  to  know  what  the 
Grovernment  was  for  ?    The  Government 
in  this  country  was  a  very  expensive  affair: 
it  took  between  fifty  and  sixty  millions  in 
taxes  from  the  starving  people.     What 
right  bad  the  Government  to  complain  of 
being  obstructed  in  voting  the  supplies, 
and  robbing  the  people  by  taxing  them 
when  they  had  nothing  to  pay.     Was  that 
the   way   to  treat  the   English   people? 
Talk  of  obstructing  such  treatment!  why, 
he  took   a  pride   in  obstructing  it.     If 
Ministers  would  not  tell  how  they  proposed 
to  relieve  the  distresses  of  the  people,  he 
would  not  grant  them  a  shilling.     The 
House  had  passed  the  Poor-law  Bill  that 
night  to  prevent  property  from  contribut- 
ing to  the  relief  of  the  necessitous,  except 
under  the  directions  of  the  tyrants  in 
Somerset-house.     They  could  pass  laws 
to    coerce    the   people,    but  they    were 
slow  to  devise  means  of  distributing  among 
them,  when  they  were  starving,  the  abund- 
ance which  this  country  possessed.  Would 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  tell  him  what  the 
Government  was  for  ?     It  was  constituted 
for  some  purpose*    Was   it  only  for  the 
purpose  of  wringing  an  immense  sum  of 
money  from   the   people  ?      The  people 
must  be  fed  and  furnished  with  em  ploy -^ 
ment,  and  unless  food  and   employment 
I  should  be  provided  for  them,  every  ob- 
struction ought  to  be  thrown  in  the  wa; 
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of  the  Government,  and  he,  for  one,  was 
willing  to  go  on  obstructing  them  till  five 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  He  was  not  going 
to  flinch.  His  hon  Friend  near  him  wished 
to  address  the  House  on  the  question  of 
distress.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  was  not 
doing  his  duty  to  the  country.  He  had 
sought  and  obtained  a  private  interview 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who  received 
him  with  great  affability.  He  communi- 
cated to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  what  ought 
to  have  engaged  his  attention.  He  ex- 
plained the  condition  of  the  country,  and 
told  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  must 
do  something  to  prevent  the  people  from 
starving  ;  but  all  his  pleading  had  been  of 
no  avail.  Never  since  be  entered  the  House 
of  Commons  had  he  been  able  to  obtain 
relief  for  the  suffering  people.  He  had 
in  his  pocket  a  petition  from  a  flannel 
weaver  of  Rochdale,  who  stated  that, 
in  1829,  he  laid  out  80/.  in  machtney, 
which  he  put  up  in  his  house,  and  at 
that  time  he  had  AOL  in  money  by  him. 
He  was  now  ruined.  What  did  this  weaver 
say  ?  ["  Question."]  "  You  had  better," 
said  the  hon.  Member,  turning  round  and 
addressing  the  Members  at  the  Bar  — 
"  You  had  better  go  home  to  your  wives.'* 
This  weaver,  with  his  wife  and  children, 
had  now  no  resource  but  the  workhouse. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  the  weaver 
to-day,  in  which  he  said  that  he  had  no 
respect  for  any  order  of  society.  This 
honest  and  upright  man,  in  the  first  in- 
•tance,  sent  his  petition  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  returned  it  to  him,  and  re- 
commended him  to  get  it  presented  by 
some  other  Member,  and,  in  consequence, 
it  had  been  sent  to  him.  It  was  the  old 
constitutional  practice  to  redress  the 
grievances  of  the  people  before  granting 
supply.  That  was  the  course  which  ought 
to  be  pursued  now.  20,000,000/.  had 
been  voted  for  the  emancipation  of  the 
negroes  in  the  West  Indies,  who  were 
better  off*  than  the  English  labourers. 
Why  not  vote  20,000,000/.  for  the  eman- 
cipation  of  the  white  slaves  in  England  ? 
With  that  sum  they  could  purchase  the 
superabundant  stock  in  the  manufacturing 
districts,  and  lay  it  up  until  there  should 
be  a  demand  for  it.  He  did  not  come 
there  to  entreat  a  favour,  but  to  demand  a 
right.  He  might  be  charged  with  fac- 
tiousness, but  he  knew  he  was  doing  his 
duty.  He  would  divide  upon  the  question 
of  adjournment,  until  five  o'clock  in  the 
morning. 

^t.  T.  Dimcomie  thought  that  the 


whole  of  the  difficulty  in  which  they  were 
placed  had  occurred  from  the  circumstance 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Stock- 
port, not  having,  in  the  first  instance, 
stated  his  reasons  for  moving  an  adjourn* 
ment.  If  he  had  done  so,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  would  have  then  given 
the  explanation  which  he  had  since  made. 
He  would  have  stated  that  he  intended  no 
disrespect  to  this  side  of  the  House.  [Mr. 
Cobden :  To  the  country.]  To  this  side 
of  the  House  or  to  the  country.  He  would 
have  stated  that,  if  he  had  risen  to  reply, 
he  could  only  have  used  the  same  argu- 
ments which  he  had  so  lately  employed. 
Now,  however,  as  that  explanation  bad 
been  given,  he  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  would  proceed  to 
address  the  House  as  he  had  intended, 
and  he  was  sure  that  his  address  would  be 
heard  with  both  attention  and  advantage. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  Every  word  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  is  truth.  I  did  think 
it  a  most  unusual  proceeding  that  an  hon. 
Gentleman  should,  at  twelve  o'clock,  have 
moved  an  adiournment,  when  there  waa 
no  disinclination  on  the  part  of  the  House 
to  listen  to  him,  or  to  any  other  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  Milner  Oibson  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  in  error,  in  cbarg- 
ing  him  with  having  brought  on  his  motion 
because  he  had  not  an  opportunity  of 
speaking  last  night.  His  motion  was 
quite  a  new  one.  It  had  occurred  to  him 
before  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  foe 
Finsbury,  brought  forward  his  motion; 
and  he  had  put  a  notice  of  motion  on  the 
votes,  some  time  ago,  that  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  existing 
distress.  He  repeated,  that  bis  motion 
was  a  different  proposition  from  that  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  and  must  be  answered  in  m 
diffisrent  way.  His  motion  was  for  a  com- 
mittee, to  consider  and  inquire  into  existing 
distress,  and  he  very  much  wished  to 
know  on  what  reasonable  ground  it  could 
be  refused  P 

Sir  R.  Peel  must  have  misunderstood 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  dkl  not  know 
that  he  had  given  notice  of  a  motion  oo 
going  into  supply ;  but  it  was  one  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  merely  to  the 
distress  existing  among  the  shopkeepers  of 
Manchester.  He  certainly  had  misunder* 
stood  the  hon.  Gentleman  so  far,  as  to 
believe  that  he  bad  last  night  risen  to 
speak,  or  to  adjoarn  the  dehi^. 

Mr.  Himdkjf  begged  to  witbdiaw  his 
motion.    He  IumI  only  to  sayi  in  answer  lo 
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the  tauDt  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  to 
his  absence  from  the  House,  that  he  sin- 
cerely congratulated  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  not  having  had  the  same  reason  for  ab- 
sence as  he  had — domestic  affliction. 

Mr.  Ccbden  said,  that  the  only  reason 
he  could  have  for  addressing  the  House 
was,  the  faint  hope  of  being  able  to  induce 
her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  a  differ- 
ent view  of  the  subject  from  that  which 
they  had  adopted.  Let  them  consider  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  These  circum- 
stances were  not  now  as  they  had  been, 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  began  the 
Session.  Every  month,  every  week,  of  his 
career,  had  been  marked  by  one  succession 
of  misfortunes.  When  he  came  into  office, 
he  told  them  that  he  would  diligently  in- 
quire into  every  fact  connected  with  the 
distressed  state  of  the  people,  with  a  view 
to  their  relief.  He  had  had  the  best  opportu- 
nities of  becoming  acquainted  with  the  state 
of  the  country — of  knowing  the  progress 
of  distress,  the  gradual  diminution  of  em- 
ployment, and  the  increase  in  the  amount 
of  the  poor-rates ;  but  he  would  ask,  had 
he  redeemed  his  pledge  ?  He  had  never 
even  condescended  to  bring  the  state  of 
the  country  before  the  House — he  had 
never  moved  for  a  committtee  of  inquiry. 
The  noble  Lord  his  Colleague  had  moved 
for  a  committee  of  inquiry  into  the  state 
of  our  negro  population,  and  his  committee 
had  been  sittmg  all  Session.  Another 
committee  had  been  moved  for  and  ob- 
tained to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the 
state  of  the  negro  tribes  on  the  coast  of 
Africa,  but  there  had  been  no  time  for  the 
consideration  of  the  state  of  the  people  of 
this  country.  Under  these  circumstances 
should  they  not  insist — had  they  not  a 
right  to  insist  — -  on  |Governmenc  now 
coming  forward  and  stating  their  opinion 
of  the  condition  of  the  country.  If  they 
had  no  such  right  what  was  the  use  of  a 
Government— of  an  executive  at  all?  It 
was  left  for  his  side  of  the  House  to  plead 
for  the  distresses  of  the  people  •—  the 
Members  representing  the  agricultural  in- 
terest sat  silent  and  seemed  to  take  credit 
to  themselves,  and  extend  the  impression 
to  others,  that  the  interest  which  they  re- 
presented was  in  a  state  of  prosperity.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  South  Devon,  whether  the  rate  of 
wages  to  able-bodied  agricultural  labourers 
in  that  county  exceeded  7s,  per  week? 
He  would  ask  him  whether  the  convicts 
in  the  hulks  at  Devonport  were  not  fed  at 


double  the  cost  of  those  human  beings  fed 
by  him  and  his  brother  landed  proprietors  ? 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  Members,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Dorsetshire,  of  Wiltshire,  of 
Gloucestershire,  of  Hampshire,  of  Oxford- 
shire, whether  able-bodied  labourers  in 
those  counties  were  earning  more  than  7«. 
per  week,  or  about  \s.  2{d,  for  each  of 
the  family,  taking  the  number  of  a  family 
at  the  ordinary  average,  an  amount  not 
more  than  one-half  of  the  sum  paid  for  the 
subsistence  of  paupers?  It  would  be 
some  poor  consolation  for  the  suffering 
operatives  if  they  thought  that  their  dis- 
tress contributed  to  the  comfort  of  their 
agricultural  fellow-subjects;  but  it  was 
an  aggravation  of  the  distress  of  the  manu- 
facturers to  know  that  these  Corn-laws, 
which  deprived  them  of  food,  were  also 
contributing  to  the  misery  of  the  agricul- 
turists, for  whose  benefit  they  were  said  to 
be  enacted.  He  charged  hon.  Gentle- 
men with  subterfuge  in  leaving  it  to  be 
understood  by  their  silence  that  the  agri- 
culturists were  not  suffering — that  they 
were  not  in  a  permanently  distressed  con- 
dition. The  manufacturers  were  suffering 
under  temporary  distress,  but  the  agricul- 
turists were  pining  under  permanent  dis- 
tress and  bankruptcy.  The  agricultural 
Members  were  not  here  with  clean  hands ; 
but  their  silence  would  not  screen  them  in 
the  eyes  of  the  country.  When  they  said 
that  the  Corn-laws  benefitted  the  agri- 
culturists, they  spoke  words  of  rank  hypo- 
crisy. The  manufacturer  earned,  by 
skilled  industry,  125.  per  week.  Were 
these  skilful  artisans  to  be  brought  down 
to  the  75.  per  week  of  the  agricultural 
districts  ?  Yes,  that  was  what  they  were  at- 
tempting to  do.  They  had  done  it  for 
their  own  population,  and  now  they  were 
trying  to  do  it  for  the  manufacturing  po- 
pulation— for  the  skilful  and  intelligent 
artizan.  Did  the  majority  in  that  House 
suppose,  that  by  sitting  silently  there 
when  these  things  were  stated,  they  could 
screen  themselves  from  the  indignation  of 
the  public?  If  so,  they  were  much  mis- 
taken. The  question  lay  not  merely  with 
the  majority  of  that  House.  The  country 
had  a  right  to  look  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet himself.  No  one  could  sit  in  that 
House  without  seeing  that  in  that  House 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  no  equal,  and 
could  have  no  successor.  In  that  House 
he  was  master ;  and  with  such  a  power 
in  his  hand,  and  with  so  awful  a  responsi- 
bility, resting  on  him,  was  the  right  hofi. 
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Baronet  to  prorogue  PerliameDt  while  each 
WM  the  coodition  of  the  country  ?  They 
had  heard  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottinghamshire.  He  had 
had  letters  from  Nottingham,  from 
Leicester,  and  from  other  places,  denying 
those  statements,  and  decisring  that  at  no 
previous  period  had  the  country  been  in 
so  bad  a  condition.  There  were  individuak 
in  the  manufacturing  districts,  who  for 
party  considerations  were  ready  to  sacri- 
fice their  property  to  gain  the  smiles  of 
the  majority  in  that  House.  These  indi- 
viduals were  the  unworthy  successors  of 
Wedgwood,  Arkwright  and  Peel.  Were 
those  the  men  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  listening?  Were  those 
the  men  who  had  told  him  things  were 
mending?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
been  deceived  by  them  before,  and  if  he 
trusted  lo  them  now  he  would  be  deceived 
by  them  again.  They  had  not  looked  at 
the  thing  with  impartiality.  They  knew 
nothing  of  free-trade,  and,  therefore,  could 
not  believe  in  it.  The  men  who  were  crowd- 
ing up  to  London  and  seeking  for  interviews 
with  the  right  hon«  Baronet,  to  lay  beforehim 
the  condition  of  the  country  were  a  differ- 
ent class  pf  men*  These  men  warned  the 
Ministers  before,  and  be  would  call  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  now  to  listen  to  these 
men,  who  had  had  practical  experience  of 
what  they  were  anxious  to  enforce  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  Had  they  ever  been 
accustomed  to  leave  their  business  for  the 
purposes  of  faction  ?  The  very  fact  that 
ZL  men  wire  in  London  in  luge  num. 
bers  was  sufficient  to  convince  men  of 
shrewd  observation  that  there  was  some« 
thing  wrong  in  the  present  state  of  things. 
Nor  was  it  fair  to  reproach  them  (the  Op- 
position)  with  bringing  this  question  for* 
ward  again  and  again.  Every  day  there 
was  something  new  springing  up.  What 
changes  had  not  occurred  within  the  last 
three  weeks  ?  Was  it  known  three  weeks 
ago  that  a  change  had  taken  place  in  the 
cabinet  at  Washington  ?  Was  the  ordi* 
nance  of  the  French  government  known 
three  weeks  ago,  or  the  changes  that  had 
taken  place  in  Belgium  ?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  mean  to  tell  the  House  tbat 
his  measures  were  stereoiyped  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  ?  The  change 
in  America  was  quite  enough  to  arrest  all 
the  projects  of  the  British  Parliament, 
and  to  bid  the  Government  not  rest  till 
they  had  secured  a  low  tariff  in  America. 
It  was  in  their  power  oow  to  do  so.    The 


President  had  vetoed  a  bill  for  imposing  a 
high  tariff  on  British  goods.  [Sir  Homari 
Douglas :  The  President  had  not  vetoed 
a  bill  for  imposing  a  high  tariff,  bnt 
merely  a  temporary  act.]  But  the  object 
of  that  temporarjf  act  wss  to  levy  high 
duties  on  British  manufactures*  And  in 
taking  this  step  the  President  was  relying 
on  the  support  of  the  people  against  the 
msjority  of  the  Congress.  He  know  that 
the  bulk  of  the  democracy  of  America  was 
favourable  to  the  principles  of  free-trade* 
It  was  in  the  power  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment now  to  confirm  that  feeling  of  the 
American  democracy.  All  they  need  do 
was  to  alter  their  law,  and  the  first  steam- 
boat that  carried  out  to  America  the  news 
that  such  an  alteration  was  about  to  take 
place,  would  call  all  the  agricultural  States 
of  America  into  action.  They  would  ail 
rally  round  the  President  against  a  high 
tariff.  Here  there  waa  an  opportuniiy  of 
really  doing  a  greet  service  to  the  country ; 
and  when  they  (the  Opposition)  felt  it  to 
be  their  duty  to  call  the  aitentioo  of  the 
Grovemment  to  these  things,  were  they  to 
be  told  that  they  were  obsuoctaBg  poUie 
business?  Or  were  to  be  answesed 
only  by  being  reminded  that  the  Premier 
was  punctual  and  regular  in  his  atCendaoee 
in  that  House?  In  1826,  the  American 
Minister  told  Mr.  Canning  that  the  tariff 
never  would  have  been  paned  but  for  the 
English  Corn-laws,  and  were  the  Eoglieh 
Com*  laws  now  done  away  with,  a  high 
tariff  would  not  again  be  enacted  in  Ame- 
rica. The  number  of  agricultural  Slatee 
had  increased  since  1826.  Uichigaa, 
Ohio,  and  Illinois  had  since  then  rieen  up, 
and  their  weight  thrown  into  the  scale 
would  suffice  to  deckle  the  qoeetioo. 
There  were  monopolists  b  America  aa 
well  as  here,  who  were  opposed  lo  the  in- 
troduction of  free-trade  between  the  two 
countries;  but  in  America  the  osooopoUets 
would  find  it  vain  to  make  a  alruggle 
against  the  wishea  and  the  wants  of  the 
people.  But  now  it  was  sakl  that  the  ea- 
timates  were  required.  For  what?  Waa 
it  estimates  for  the  militia?  And  for 
what  did  they  require  the  militia  ?  Was 
it  to  put  down  the  people  during  the  win- 
ter? And  then  it  waa  to  be  said  that  in 
opposing  this  they  were  to  he  called  **  fee- 
tious.*'  But  what  cared  they  what  oamee 
they  might  be  called,  when  they  knew  ihet 
they  were  supported  by  the  country? 
Was,  he  asked,  their  conduct  to  be  inmi- 
enced  by  the  absurd  policy  of  Fnnoa  in 
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thotting  oal  Ibetr  Uoeos  ?  Ought  not,  he 
asked,  on  the  contrary,  the  prohibition  in 
the  one  country  to  induce  them  to  exert 
themselves  in  another?  And  now»  having 
passed  the  New  Poor-law,  what  a  just 
retribution  was  this!  They  had  begun  the 
Session  by  fixing  the  price  of  corn  by  act 
of  Parliament ;  why  did  they  not  also  fix 
the  rate  of  wages  ?  But  now  that  they 
had  passed  a  law  fixing  the  price  of  bread 
—that  they  bad  pre? ented  the  people  from 
feeding  themselves — now  that  they  had 
done  this  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses« 
sion,  they,  at  the  end  of  the  Session, 
had  to  pass  their  New  Poor-law  amid 
the  execrations  of  the  people,  and  with 
some  of  their  own  friends  backsliding 
from  them.  This  they  did  as  their  only 
means  of  giving  relief  to  the  poor,  when 
the  fact  was,  that  if  they  took  advan- 
tage of  their  situation  they  might  never 
have  aa  able«bodied  pauper,  all  would  be 
fully  emploved  and  all  well  fed.  Stock- 
port, with  Its  miraculous  machinery,  was 
standing  idle,  and  yet  the  people  were 
only  to  be  fed  by  a  new  Poor-law»  while 
the  raw  material  for  profitable  employment 
was  to  be  found  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
This  he  was  sure  of,  that  if  those  who  did 
this,  thought  they  would  lessen  the  number 
of  the  poor  in  their  agricultural  counties, 
he  told  them  that  they  deceived  them- 
selves-^that  the  paupers,  within  twelve 
months,  would  burst  tnrough  the  walls  of 
their  unions,  if  they  attempted  to  enclose 
them  there.  The  poor,  to  avoid  these 
unions,  now  lived  like  gipsies ;  but  they 
would  return  in  the  winter  with  habits 
not  improved  from  their  mode  of  life,  to 
take  possession  in  the  New  Poor-law 
workhouses.  This,  he  couW  assure  them, 
would  be  Ibund  the  worthy  fruits  of  such 
legislatioa  aa  they  had  pufsned  doring  the 
present  Session.  And  now  he  had  one 
word  ta  sav  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
mmi  keeottld  lell  that  right  hon.  Oentleman 
that  the  country  also  had  a  great  deal  to 
say  to  him.  The  right  hoD,  Baronet  had 
great  power  in  that  House.  It  was  a 
different  thing  to  have  great  power  in  the 
country*  If  the  right  hon.  Baronet  chose, 
he  might  cut  off  from  himself  that  bigoted 
section  of  bis  followers  who  acted  as  a 
drag-cbaiii  upon  him.  He  had  keaid 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  greatly  compli- 
mented. It  was  said  of  him  that  he  did 
not  what  he  would ;  but  only  did  what  he 
eouM.  This,  be  said,  was  an  objectiona^ 
bla  compliment  to  a  Prima  Miaiatar,  for 


there  were  many  on  his  side  of  the  Houae 
who  desired  to  pay  a  compliment  to  a 
Prime  Minister,  for  the  next  most 
agreeable  thing  to  receiving  a  compli- 
ment oneself  was  to  be  able  to  patronise 
a  Prime  Minister.  Now,  he  would 
pay  no  false  compliment  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  but  he  said  that  ha  be- 
lieved be  was  the  only  man  who  could 
carry  out  his  own  views  of  free-trade 
without  a  revolution.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  wielded  the  mercantile  Conserva- 
tives of  the  country,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  carry  out  his  own  principles 
of  free  trade,  he  promised  him  the  support 
of  the  free  traders,  without  an^f  reference 
to  politics  or  psrty.  The  Anti  Corn-law 
League  which  would  support  him  was  not 
a  political  body.  They  cared  nothing  for 
one  side  or  the  other.  If  the  right  non. 
Baronet  dismissed  this  House  without 
doing  something  to  restore  eoaftdenoa  in 
the  country,  there  would  be  confusion  in 
the  land  before  the  time  of  meetingagain. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Baronet  be  guided 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreham,  or 
would  he  take  to  his  back  the  whole 
commercial  and  manufacturing  interest, 
and  gain  for  himself  immortal  honour? 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  must  change 
sides,  and  that  instantly ;  and  if  he  were 
taunted  for  so  doing,  this  would  be  bis 
answer— that  he  had  found  a  country  in 
distress,  and  had  given  to  it  prosperity. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  words,  "  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair,''  stand  part  of  the  question, 
— Ayes  156;  Noes  64:  Majority  92. 
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Nar  Sooth  Wakti  Mffltary  Savingt  Baikis  ChdM 
Hoipital;  Diitriet  Courts  and  PriM»ft. 
Prtwato.— R<yor>atti— Southwark  ImpraremaiC  (NOi  S)  { 
Ihilw  of  Bndcioghamt  Bitite  t  HdePli  Chailty. 
S^  and  piHiirl  >-^6em^T»  Divoree. 
PBTinom  Pkb8biitb]>.  By  the  Earl  of  Ripon,  from 
MaryUbone  t  by  the  Barb  of  Widdow  and  Cbiendoii, 
and  the  Maiqaaa  of  Clanricaide,  from  Mhicn  and  CoIp 
Umb  of  Thoniley,  Kirkburtoo,  Thocnhill,  Lcpton,  and 
Whitley,  BieMlield  and  Einley,  and  Middlcton  and 
ThomhOl  Edge,  tai  fiivour  of  the  MfaM  and  CoUIeriea 
BOL— >By  the  Earl  of  Clanoarty,  from  BalUnaaloe,  agahut 
any  ftirthcr  grant  to  Maynooth.— From  John  Turner,  not 
to  appropriate  Oranta  f»  Mufical  Educatian  to  any 
SyHmw— From  St.  Ifary^  Truio,  and  fkom  Hon^^ton* 
l»Sp(faig,  agahMtputaof  the  Poor-bw  Amfudment  Bill. 

PuBuc  Education.]  The  Bishop  of 
London  presented  a  petition  from  a  gen- 
tleman of  independent  fortune^  named  Tur- 
ner,  who  stated,  that  he  had  anticipated 
the  system  of  Tocal  instruction,  adopted 
by  Mr.  Hullah,  and  humbly  prayed,  not 
for  any  sum  by  way  of  compensation,  but 
that  in  any  future  grant,  which  might  be 
made  for  the  encouragement  of  vocal  edu- 
cation, regard  should  be  had  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  plan,  rather  than  to  the 
claims  of  any  individual.  He  did  not 
mean  to  pronounce  an  opinion  one  way  or 
the  other :  but  he  should  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  asking  two  questions  of  the  noble 
President  of  the  Council,  whose  speech  on 
the  subject  of  education  had,  as  might  be 
expected,  occasioned  a  considerable  sensa- 
tion throughout  the  country.  There  were 
one  or  two  points  in  that  speech  which  he 
was  desirous  that  the  noble  Baron  should 
have  an  opportunitv  of  giving  his  opinions 
upon  more  precisely  and  closely  than  he 
appeared  to  have  done  on  a  former  occasion. 
One  related  to  his  allusion  to  the  grants 
made  for  the  promotion  of  education  in  the 
National  Society  and  the  British  and  Fo- 
reign School  Society.  The  noble  Baron 
stated,  in  rather  strong  terms,  that  he 
should  feel  it  his  bounden  duty  not  to 
make  any  distinction  between  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Church  and  the  Dissenters  on 
the  subject  of  education.  He  did  not  un- 
derstand the  noble  Lord  to  say,  as  an 
abstract  proposition,  that  he  saw  no  dif- 
finence  between  the  two,  so  far  as  educa- 
tion was  concerned.  Undoubtedly,  if  he 
understood  the  noble  Lord  in  that  sense, 
as  a  minister  of  that  Church,  he  should 
have  iielt  bound  early  to  protest  against 
such  a  conclusion,  because  the  Church  of 
the  country  was  entitled  to  claim  the 
instruction  of  the  people,  though  it  did  not 
assert  the  rieht  to  teach  the  children  of 
those  who  di&red  from  it.  It  might  be  a 
Question,  what  provision  should  be  made 
rer  the  education  of  those  children  who 
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did  not  belong  to  the  Church  ?  The  whole 
subject  of  education  had  been  discussed 
with  considerable  warmth  some  years  ago 
in  that  House,  and  a  mode  of  regulating 
the  national  sdiools,  and  those  of  Dissen- 
ters, was  then  agreed  to,  to  which  he 
understood  the  noble  President  of  the 
Council,  the  other  evening,  to  declare  his 
intention  of  adhering.  That  was  the  sense 
in  which  he  took  it— the  phrase  ^*  equal 
terms,"  were  used,  and  to  that  he  could 
have  no  objection,  for  he  acquiesced  in  the 
original  plan.  He  wished  to  know,  dien, 
whether  he  rightly  interpreted  the  noble 
Lord's  statement  ?  The  second  question  he 
wished  to  put,  related  to  the  instruction 
given  at  Exeter-hall.  He  was  a  subscriber 
to  the  system  of  vocal  instruction  adopted 
there,  and  he  should  persevere  in  promoting 
its  success.  But  he  understood,  that  lec- 
tures were  given  there  also  in  the  mecha- 
nical parts  of  education,  and  in  linear 
drawing.  Now,  he  confessed  that  the  ad- 
dition of  other  branches  of  education  ex- 
cited in  him,  and  in  others,  some  appre- 
hensions, not  as  to  which  might  now 
occur,  but  as  to  the  results  to  which  it 
might  possibly  lead,  because  one  species  of 
instruction  might  be  added  to  the  other, 
and  a  normal  school  being  once  establii^ed, 
without  any  religious  instruction  being 
provided  by  the  Government,  to  retrace 
our  steps  would  be  impossible,  and  the 
question  of  religious  instruction  might  be 
practically  decided  against  it.  On  the  in- 
formation he  had  received,  he  doubted,  too, 
whether  the  instruction  given  was  ideally 
beneficial,  so  far  as  the  object  of  the  na- 
tional education  scheme  was  concerned. 
He  was  informed,  that  very  few  teachers 
attended  the  lectures  he  had  alluded  to 
who  belonged  either  to  the  National  So- 
ciety, or  to  the  British  and  Foreign  So- 
ciety. The  attendants  at  the  lectures 
were  teachers  of  Sunday  schools  and  me- 
chanics—classes, no  doubt,  for  whom  it 
was  verv  important  that  such  instruction 
should  be  given,  but  who  were  not  the 
parties  contemplated  in  the  original  scheme 
for  teaching  masters.  The  question  he 
wished  to  adc  on  this  point  was,  whether 
the  committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  which 
represented  the  Government,  had  any  in- 
tention of  acknowledging  the  formation  of 
a  normal  school  without  any  religious  in« 
struction  ? 

Lord  Whamcliffe  :  The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late had  interpreted  most  correctly  the 
meaning  of  the  expressions  which  he  had 
used  on  a  former  night.    All  he  meant  to 
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mj  WM,  that  he  •hould  be  unfit  fat  the 
office  which  he  oocopied,  if  he  were  to 
fftfour  a  fer  diffiweDt  distribution  of  the 
greot  for  education  ftoni  that  acted  on  by 
hie  pvedecetior.  New»  aa  to  the  danes  at 
Ezeterohall,  he  mnet  confciey  that  their 
formation  eeemed  to  be  viewed  with  a  de« 
giee  of  jealouay,  far  which  he  could  not 
account.  He  could  not  help  thinkinff,  that 
the  object  of  those  classes  was  mucn  mis- 
understood.  Their  Lordships  knew,  that 
bjr  recent  diseoveries,  reading,  writing,  and 
drawing  could  be  tausht  in  a  simpler  roe- 
thod,  and  in  a  much  shorter  time  toan  they 
eeuld  be  acquired  hitherto.  It  appeared 
to  those  having  control  over  this  institu« 
tion,  that  masters  should  be  instructed 
in  these  improved  methods  of  teachiog. 
Classes  for  reading*  writing,  and  linear 
drawing  were  formed  on  the  synthetical 
method,  as  it  was  called.  They  were  at 
first  frequented  by  none  but  schoolmasters, 
but  in  a  very  short  time  it  was  found  that 
mechanics,  shopmen,  and  even  thoae  in  a 
higher  situation  in  life,  were  anxious  to 
obtain  the  information  which  was  afforded. 
When  such  men  could  not  read  or  write, 
or  were  bad  accountants,  it  was  not  won* 
derftil  that  they  should  adopt  a  nwthod  of 
learning  which  aftvded  them  such  advan- 
tages, at  a  much  cheaper  rate,  and  in  a 
shorter  time  than  they  could  formerly  have 
pvucuied  them.  But  how  such  a  practice 
could  militate  against  religious  education, 
or  how  it  was  to  be  inferred  from  iu  adop- 
tion that  a  normal  school  wm  about  to  be 
established  for  teaching  the  people  every 
thing  without  religion,  ha  ooula  not  di- 
vine, 

Gonversatioo  at  an  eod. 

MiVBS  AVD  CoLUBHiBS.1  The  Esrl  of 
Devon  moved,  that  the  Mines  and  Col* 
Heries  Bill  be  re«committed. 

Lord  Brongham  presented  himself  thus 
early  lo  their  Lordships*  attentioo,  to  state 
bis  opioions  on  this  bill,  rather  with  a  view 
to  further  meaeures  of  a  like  kiod  which 
hi  understood  were  contempUted,  baring 
been  prevented  from  taking  part  in  the 
earlier  discussions  by  accideoial  circum- 
stances. Some  persons  argued  that  this 
bill  went  too  far ;  others  that  it  did  not 
go  far  enouffh,  (be  meant  as  it  was 
altered  by  their  Lordships);  while  a 
third  party  contended  that  it  eaactly  hit 
the  jusl  line  which  shoald  be  taken  in 
frtming  such  a  measure.  He  was  quite 
willing  10  bear  tesiioMny  to  the  pure  spirit 


of  philanthrophy  which  characterised  tl^ 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  this  liill  into 
the  other  House  of  ParliaaMnti  and 
whom  to  praise  would  he  superfluous,  for 
none  have  presumed  to  utter  a  whisper 
against  him.  It  was  peobablo  thai  that 
noble  Lord  might  be  right  in  supposing 
that  if  the  whole  matter  had  been  referred 
to  a  committee,  e  smaller  change  would 
have  been  made  in  the  bill  than  had  ac- 
tually been  effected ;  but  it  waa  also  poe* 
sible  that  the  reaults  might  have  been  of  an 
opposite  kind.  It  was  impossible  for  him, 
occupied  as  be  had  been  daily  with  judicial 
business  here  andeleewhereunhitemipCedly 
since  the  time  when  the  report  of  the  com* 
missioners  was  published,  to  beoonversant 
with  the  2,000  pages  of  that  rsport,  and  he 
believed  that  their  Lordships  in  general  had 
not  had  sufficient  time  well  tooonsider  the 
great  mau  of  e?idenee  which  was  ooU 
lected  I  but  he  also  believed  that  there  weru 
in  that  evidence  some  facts,  the  truth  of 
which  could  not  be  denied,  facts  which 
would  warrant  them  in  passhig  a  part  at 
least  of  the  bill  without  further  inqufay. 
But  would  their  Lordships  suflbr  him 
to  comment  for  a  little  while  upon  the 
course  of  legislation  into  which  they  were 
about  to  enter  f  There  was  nothing  more 
easy,  and  there  was  nothing  more  na^ 
tural,  than  when  any  evil  practices  were 
revealed  to  eiclaim  at  once  **  This  must 
not  be,"  end  to  demand  a  law  to  punhd) 
them,  a  proclamation  to  denounce  them, 
or  it  might  be  a  stsnding  order  to  put 
them  down.  But  as  there  was  nothing 
more  difficult  thsn  legislation,  so  there 
was  nothing  which  demanded  greater 
degree  of  circumspection  and  caution ;  in 
proportion  as  the  future  is  veiled  from  our 
eyes,  so  ought  we  to  point  them  the  mora 
earnestly  in  all  other  directions,  6aiu|  them 
upon  the  prennt  and  the  peat ;  %nd  irit  was 
so  in  all  cases,  if  it  was  necessary  to  eiercise 
this  caution  and  this  cireumspection  at  til 
times,  it  was  emphatically  and  moat  ncpes* 
sary  to  exercise  these  faculties  when  called 
upon  to  legislate  upon  a  no  leas  important, 
delicate,  and  difficult  subject  than  that  of 
the  employment  of  the  labouring  dassesof 
this  country.  As  a  general  principle, 
he  thought  nothing  should  be  done  if 
means  orlegielatioo  to  draw  out  of  their 
usual  channels,  out  of  those  channele  ioio 
which  they  would  naturally  flow,  oapital 
and  Isbour,  forcing  and  eeducing  thorn 
into  other  ehaanels  which  they  do  noc 
nuturally  eeek.     He  did  not  eey  Ibui 


573       MiMi  and 


{ JutT  U)  Mim  and  CplUemi.       674 


tiMfe  ware  no  exeeptioni  to  this  rule.  If 
toy  kiod  of  employment  amounted  to  an 
offence,  to  a  crime,  then  it  became  the 
dut  J  of  the  Legialature  to  interfere.  Upon 
grounds  like  these.  Parliament  had  inter* 
fered  with  what  was  called  a  trade,  but 
which  was  in  reality  a  crime,  the  slave- 
traffic.  In  like  manner,  after  still  further 
inquiry,  after  still  longer  and  wholly  inex- 
cusable delay,  it  was  admitted  at  length 
that  DO  man  possessed  a  right  to  hold 
property  in  the  persons  of  his  fellow- 
men,  and  theboldmgof  such  property  was 
prohibited,  but  with  an  ample  compensa- 
tioo  to  those  whom  the  change  in  the  law 
affected.  But  if  any  species  of  employ«> 
meat  which  was  not  actually  crimtnsi,  was 
yet  immoral  in  its  nature,  or  even  if  it  had  a 
manifest  tendency  to  produce  immorality, 
it  was  also  the  duty  of  the  lawgiver  to  inter- 
fere and  to  prohibit  its  existence.  Every- 
thing, however,  in  the  latter  case  depended 
upon  degree,  upon  whether  that  tendency 
was  certain,  direct,  and  immediate,  or  not ; 
a  remote,  and  uncertain  tendency  was  not 
enough  to  justify  interposition ;  but  upon 
these  grounds,  and  within  the  scope  of  these 
principles,  he  was  disposed  to  maintain 
that  one  part  of  this  bill,  that  relating  to 
the  employment  of  female  children,  should 
be  an  exception  to  the  general  rule  which 
be  bad  laid  down  with  reference  to  the 
inexpediency  of  drawing  and  still  more  of 
forcibly  repelling  capital  and  labour  from 
their  natural  channels.  But  they  should 
take  care  not  to  be  led  away  by  feelings  of 
humanity  however  natural  in  themselves, 
and  however  honourable,inconiidering  this 
measure.  If  the  operation  of  a  species  of 
labour  should  be  found  prejudicial,  mani- 
festly and  certainly  prejudicial  to  certain 
classes  of  the  community,  possibly  an  ex- 
ception might  also  be  made  in  that  case  to 
the  general  rule  which  he  had  referred  to. 
Bat  it  became  them  to  consider  in  what 
way  such  a  trade  or  employment  was 
pernicious.  If  it  was  merely  disadvan» 
tageous  to  the  interests  of  the  persons 
concerned  in  it,  in  a  temporal  point  of 
view,  if  we  thought  that  the  persons 
employed  in  such  a  trade  might  earn  more, 
or  might  be  better  off,  by  engaging  in  an« 
otberi  in  that  point  of  view  legislation 
had  no  right  whatever  to  interfere  between 
them  and  their  occupation.  Their  interest 
was  their  own  affair.  With  reference  to  the 
effect  of  trades  on  health,  it  was,  he  much 
feared,  the  lot  by  which  men  lived  that 
tbey  should  earn  their  bread  not  only  in 


the  sweat  of  tbeir  brow,  but  by  the  wear  and 
tear  of  their  constitutions.  It  was  as  la- 
mentable as  true  that  many  employments 
there  were,  not  healthy  any  more  than 
easy,  and  he  was  almost  afraid  to  think  of 
the  vast  number  of  instances  in  which  the 
labouring  classes  were  and  must  be  em- 
ployed in  trades  which  tended  directly  to 
injure  the  constitution,  to  engender  dis- 
ease, to  inflict  suffering,  and  to  shorten 
life.  The  subject  was  a  painful  one,  but 
be  was  forced  upon  its  consideration,  not 
so  much  by  the  particular  measure  before 
the  House,  as  by  measures  of  a  nmilar  ten- 
dency, which  be  was  confident  would  spring 
from  it,  which  he  was  sure  were  lurking  in 
its  shade,  and  it  became  their  i/)rdships  to 
meet  the  subject  betimes.  How  many  un- 
wholesome trades  were  men  engageid  in, 
trades  for  examples  the  effects  of  which  pa. 
ralysed  thelimbs,such  occupations  as  those 
of  the  painter,  in  which  white  lead  was  used, 
or  that  of  the  brazier,  which  occasioned 
partial  disease  of  a  paralytic  kind,  or  those 
trades  in  which  steel  filings  were  diffused 
through  the  atmosphere,  givingrise  to  asth- 
matic complaints.  Again,  let  any  man  go 
amongst  the  peasantry,  and  examine  the 
difference  between  the  husbandman  who 
had  passed  his  life  in  bard  labour  up  to 
the  time  of,  perhaps,  forty-five  years  of 
age,  and  the  man  of  sixty-five  or  even 
seventy,  who  had  passed  his  life  in  the 
ordinary  pursuits  in  which  men  of  their 
Lordships'  station  in  society  were  gene- 
rally engaged.  Let  any  man  compare  the 
two  classes ;  in  one  case  he  would  put  the 
peasant  of  forty-five  or  fifty  down  for 
seventy  years  of  age,  and  in  the  other  case 
he  would  be  likely  to  fix  the  age  of  the 
gentleman  of  seventy  at  from  forty-five 
to  fifty  years.  It  would  be  said  that 
workmen  pursued  these  exhausting  and  in- 
jurious occupations  with  tbeir  eyes  open ; 
that  they  bad  the  management  of  tbeir 
own  time;  that  they,  knowmg  their  callings 
to  be  unhealthy,  yet  voluntarily  chose  to 
enter  upon  them ;  and  that,  therefore,  the 
Legislature  ought  not  to  interfere  with 
them.  But  the  case  of  children,  it 
might  be  admitted,  was  different.  They 
required  protection.  Tbey  could  not  judge 
for  themselves.  They  were  put,  by  the 
indifference  of  their  parents,  or  by  worse 
feelings,  by  their  sordid  propensities,  into 
those  occupations  in  which  their  health 
was  injured,  their  education,  their  tnoral 
and  intellectual  training  utterly  neglected. 
But  this  consideration  would  opt  bear  out 
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the  argument  involved  in  meatares  like 
the  bill  before  the  Home ;  for  if  it  be 
granted  that  penoni  most  be  found  willing 
to  enter  into  occupations  unheal iby  in 
their  nature,  such  as  those  which  he  had 
mentioned  (and  he  might  cite  worse  cases 
than  he  had  named,  as  those  of  men 
who  worked  in  glass-houses,  and  at- 
tended furnaces),  if  it  was  admitted  that 
the  Legislature  could  not  or  should  not 
interfere  with  such  occupations,  then  he 
averred  that  a  certain  inference  followed, 
and  which  could  not  be  escaped,  and  this 
was,  that  to  a  certain  degree  compsra- 
tively  young  persons  must  be  allowed  to 
enter  into  those  employments.  There  were 
many  such  occupations  the  duties  of  which 
could  not  be  learned  unless  young  persons 
began  at  twelve  or  thirteen  years  of  age  to 
be  initiated  into  them.  Therefore  these  un- 
wholesome trades,  if  they  were  to  be  ex- 
ercised at  all,  must  not  only  be  exercised 
by  men,  but  by  youths  under  the  age  of 
twenty-one,  nay,  under  the  age  of  seven- 
teen  or  eighteen.  This  argument  might  be 
held  to  apply  to  boys  of  ten  years  of  age 
and  upwards,  but  he  believed  that  it  ought 
not  and  did  not  apply  to  children  of  more 
tender  years.  But  when,  under  the  guid* 
ance  of  natural  and  humane  feelings,  they 
were  entering  upon  this  field  of  legislation, 
it  was  very  fit  that  they  should  look  about 
them  to  see  how  wide  that  field  was,  and 
to  reflect,  before  they  set  out,  how  far  they 
proposed  to  advance  into  it.  He  would, 
in  entering  upon  this  consideration,  first  of 
all,  remind  their  Lordships  that  they 
were  making  laws  to  bind  the  labouring 
classes  of  the  community,  and  not  in- 
tended to  affect  the  rich.  They  were 
rearing  up  a  power  to  attack  not  the  strong 
but  the  weak,  not  to  control  the  great,  but 
to  crush  the  feeble,  and  let  them  take  very 
good  care  that  they  did  not  subject  them- 
selves to  the  well-grounded  imputation 
which  had  been  made  against  almost  all 
legislators,  in  every  age  and  in  every  coun- 
try, that  they  were  very  apt  to  forge  fetters 
for  the  humble,  but  only  to  cast  a  gossamer 
over  the  powerful.  Such  had  been  the 
saying  of  the  wise  roan  to  whom  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Melbourne)  lately  referred ;  it 
was  in  substance  thesaying  by  which  Solon 
was  known  among  the  ancient  sages.  Now 
they  were  dealing  with  the  weak,  and  it  be* 
came  his  duty  to  remind  their  Lordships  of 
some  circumstances  which  seemed  to  have 
escaped  their  attention.  Nothing  could 
^  -">ore  miserable,  nothing  more  to  be 


deplored,  than  the  destitution,  in  all  neaaa 
of  instruction,  which  prevailed  in  mines ; 
nothing  could  be  more  lamentable  than 
the  conduct  of  parenu  to  children  in  those 
mines,  and  nothing  was  more  to  be  de» 
sired  than  well-directed  efforu  to  put  mii 
end  to  the  scenes  sometimes  witnessed  in 
them.  But  the  colliers  were  not  the  only 
parents  whose  conduct  towards  their  cfail^ 
dren  was  extremely  to  be  lamented,  and 
much  to  be  blamed.  It  was  bad,  it  was 
lamentable,  to  see  children  carried  at 
a  tender  age  to  the  mine,  and  there 
made  to  crawl  through  damp  cavema, 
and  crawling  to  work  for  a  greater  num- 
ber of  hours  than  their  strength  permitted, 
and  then  to  be  sent  home  in  a  state  of 
mental  and  bodily  exhaustion,  perhaps  to 
a  scanty  meal,  and  certainly  fit  only  for 
sleep ;  but  this,  bad  as  it  might  be,  was 
not  much  worse  than  the  cautious  provi- 
sion which  was  made  by  some  parents 
in  order  to  stunt  the  growth  of  their  chil- 
dren, to  prevent  them  from  attaining  a 
certain  stature  with  the  due  proportion  of 
their  strength,  lest  they  should  also  attain 
a  certain  weight.  This  was  done  in  order 
that  they  might,  when  arrived  at  manhood, 
only  attain  a  certain  small  sijte,  and,  con- 
sequently, a  certain  light  weight,  and  then 
these  unhappy  wretches,  old  before  their 
time,  these  stunted  creatures,  after  per- 
forming the  services  of  those  who  hired 
them,  and  caused  them  to  be  so  tortured 
and  trained,  died  without  ever  reaching 
anything  like  old  age.  and  during  their 
lives  never  had  anything  like  a  healthy 
constitution.  He  spoke  of  these  matters  of 
course  not  from  practical  experience,  but 
he  stated  what  from  the  reports  of  such  of 
their  Lordships  as  were  practically  con* 
versant  with  the  subject,  he  believed  to  be 
true.  Again,  was  there  anything  more 
certain  than  that  the  most  wholesome 
nutriment  a  child  could  receive  was  that 
with  which  bounteous  nature  had  fomished 
its  mother — was  there  anything  more  cer- 
tain than  that  by  withdrawing  this  natural 
food,  you  entailed  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity of  bringing  the  chOd  up  in  a  leas 
wholesome  manner? — was  there  anything 
more  certain  than  that  children,  for  want  </ 
their  mother's  nursing  must  often  perish 
before  their  timet— •was  there  anything 
more  certain  than  that  this  was  an  unna- 
tural and  a  mischievous  departure  from 
the  duty  of  a  mother  to  sncUe  her  own 
child?  But  did  he  blame  those  poor 
women  who  handed  over   their  infanta 
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to  the  care  of  a  foster-motber,  in  order 
to  get  advantageous  places  for  them- 
selves? Did  he  blame  this?  No,  be  la- 
mented without  blaming  it,  but  he  could 
not  close  his  eyes  to  the  fearful  extent  of 
the  evils  produced  on  the  bodies  and  minds 
of  children,  and  he  would  add,  on  the 
minds  and  feelings  of  the  mothers  too,  by 
that  system  which  was  now  freely  prac- 
tised by  parents  among  the  working  classes, 
when  opportunity  offered,  of  not  suckling 
their  own  children,  in  order  to  be  em- 
ployed in  suckling  the  children  of  those 
in  easy  circumstances,  and  especially  in 
that  rank  of  life  to  which  their  Lordships 
and  the  Members  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  belonged.  Sure  was  he  that  if 
commissioners  were  empowered  to  inquire 
into  the  nursing  of  children  and  their 
removal  from  their  mothers,  they  could 
produce  with  half  the  skill  and  diligence 
employed  by  the  mining  commission,  a 
report,  which  would  trace  most  frightfully 
a  picture  of  the  consequence  of  the  prac- 
tice* If  such  report  were  presented,  and 
if,  in  consequence  of  what  it  was  quite 
sure  to  recommend,  any  one  were  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  prohibiting  such  practices, 
and  were  to  get  that  bill  hurried  through 
the  other  House,  he  was  confident  that 
nine-tenths  of  the  measure  would  be 
rejected  in  their  Lordships'  House.  It 
might  be  feared,  that  in  such  an  event, 
it  would  cross  the  minds  of  many  how 
ready  the  two  Houses  were  to  interfere 
with  the  working  classes,  but  how  apt  they 
were,  when  practices  were  denounced  in 
which  they  themselves  were  sharers,  to  turn 
a  deaf  ear  to  the  denunciation.  Would  it 
not  be  said  they  were  great  dealers  in 
cheap  virtue? — a  commodity  which,  un- 
like all  other  commodities,  was  more  in 
demand  the  less  difficult  it  was  to  procure ; 
and  although  in  great  vogue  and  much 
request,  was  of  little  cost,  and  less  value. 
But  their  Lordships,  he  trusted,  would 
never  deal  in  that  worthless  commodity 
more  largely  than  was  absolutely  necessary, 
or  be  forward  to  display  that  species  of 
vicarious  courage  which  dared  to  encoun- 
ter risks  in  the  persons  of  others,  and 
bore  with  patient  resignation  sufferings 
that  could  never  be  known  or  felt.  When 
a  case  attended  with  circumstances  such 
as  are  now  described  was  brought  before 
them,  he  thought  that  they  should  weigh 
well  all  the  considerations  to  which  he 
had  adverted,  and  the  effects  which  they 
were  likely  to  have  on  the  character  of 
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the  Legislature,  among  not  rash  and  un- 
thinking, but  intelligent  and  reflecting 
persons.  He  did  not  say  that  it  was  wrong 
to  prevent  the  employment  of  young  chil- 
dren :  and  where  there  was  a  case  of  out- 
rage to  morals,  or  even  to  delicacy  and  to 
feelings,  the  matter  was,  of  course,  clear ; 
he  repeated  that  it  was  not  improper  to  in- 
terfere for  the  protection  of  young  children, 
as  they  had  already  done  in  the  cases  of 
chimney-sweepers  and  factory  children ; 
they  were  right  in  such  cases  to  interpose, 
but,  in  doing  so,  let  them  be  very  cautious 
of  interfering  between  the  parent  and  the 
child.  Nature  had  implanted  deeply,  the 
strongest  feelings  in  that  connection,  and 
if  they  attempted  to  make  acts  of  Parlia- 
ment more  tender  towards  children  than 
the  cherishing  affection  of  mothers,  let 
them  rely  upon  it  that  not  only  they 
would  fail,  but  they  would  not  fail  with 
impunity ;  they  would  not  merely  fail  to 
provide  a  better  substitute,  but  they  would 
destroy  the  natural  agent ;  the  provision 
of  any  poor  substitute  for  the  tenderness 
of  a  mother^  could  not  but  lead  to  the 
deadening  of  that  primary  natural  senti- 
ment, so  deeply  seated  and  so  strongly 
felt.  He  hoped  that  the  cautions  which 
he  had  thrown  out,  would  not  be  forgotten 
in  legislating  upon  the  subject.  To  the 
bill  as  amended  in  this  House  he  offered 
no  objection  ;  but  he  entreated  their  Lord- 
ships to  bear  in  mind  *the  cautions  he 
had  ventured  to  suggest,  when  they  were 
ag^in  called  upon  to  deal  with  such  sub- 
jects. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry^  was  un- 
derstood to  speak  nearly  as  follows.  He 
must,  at  the  beginning,  express  the  great 
pleasure  with  which  he  had  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down.  That  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  argued  the  question  in  a 
straightforward  manner  with  his  usual 
ability ;  and  had  made  several  observations 
well  worthy  of  their  Lordship's  attention. 
He  regretted,  however^  that  he  should 
again  have  to  present  himself  to  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  on  this  sub- 
ject, but  be  had  a  duty  imposed  upon 
him,  from  which  he  felt  it  impossible 
to  shrink.  He  must  first  offer  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  general  alterations  which 
had  been  made  in  the  bill.  In  the  bill  as 
originally  introduced  into  the  House  of 
CommonSj  it  was  provided, 

''  That  after  six  calendar  months  from  the 
passing;  of  this  bill,  it  should  not  be  lawful  for 
U 
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aoy  owner  of  a  coUiciy  to  employ  any  female 
person.'* 

The  alteration  made  by  their  Lordships 
was, — 

**  From  and  after  the  1st  day  of  March, 
1843." 

Id  fact,  the  bill  was  so  completely 
changed,  that  the  only  clause  which  stood 
the  same  was  that  relati?e  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Government  inspectors.  As  the 
bill,  therefore,  would  not  come  into  opera- 
tion until  1843,  was  there  not  ample  time 
for  some  further  enquiry.  With  regard 
to  the  report  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  which  contained  2,000  pagjes, 
he  must  object  to  the  railway  pace  with 
which  the  evidence  on  which  it  was  founded 
had  been  prepared.  He  must  mention 
one  curious  fact  in  relation  to  this  report, 
and  that  was,  that  copies  had  been  sent 
into  the  country  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing the  favourable  comments  of  the  press 
before  it  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
President  of  the  Council,  who  was  certainly 
a  coal-owner,  but  who  could  not  be  said  to 
be  the  organ  of  the  coal-owners  of  the 
North,  said  that  those  gentlemen  did  not 
object  to  the  Government  inspectors.  He 
believed  he  might  have  the  honour  of 
considering  himself  the  organ  of  the  coaU 
owners  of  the  North,  and  to  prove  that  the 
noble  Lord  President  had  not  been  correct 
in  his  impression,  he  would  read  the  fol- 
lowing resolutions  of  the  committee  of 
coal-owners,  dated  the  23rd  of  July.  That 
document  was  as  follows  :— 

*' CoaUiyade  Office,  Newcattle,  July  23, 1842. 

«  Meeting  of  the  committee — Robert  Wil- 
liam BrandliDg,  esq.,  in  the  chair. 

'*  Resolved,  That  the  committee  return  their 
best  thanks  to  Lord  Londonderry  for  his  kind 
communication  of  the  16th  instant,  and  ac- 
knowledge with  feelings  of  gratitude  the  un- 
wearied exertions  of  his  Lordship  to  promote 
the  interest  of  the  trade  at  large  by  rendering 
the  bill  for  the  employment  of  persons  in  mines 
comparatively  innocuous,  and  though  unwilling 
to  give  his  Lordship  any  additional  trouble — 

^  It  is  further  resolved.  That  he  be  respect- 
fully requested  again  to  urge  io  the  House  of 
Lords  the  entire  omission  of  the  clause,  ap- 
pointing inspectors,  the  parents  being  em- 
ployed with  their  children,  and  the  existing 
power  of  the  magistrates  having  been  found 
sufficient  to  afford  all  necessary  protection  to 
both  parties.  But,  should  his  Lordship  be 
unable  to  exceed  to  that  extent,  that  it  is  very 
desirable,  that  the  words  scored  under  io  the 


returned  copy  of  (be  bill  should  beonsitttd,for 

the  reasons  stated  in  the  margin. 

''  Robert  W.  BaAVPLiwo, 

His  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  yexj  truly  observed,  that 
if  Parliament  once  began  legislating  for 
this  trade,  that  other  trades  would  soon  be 
attacked  also.  He  concurred  in  that  opinion, 
and  if  this  measure  passed,  he  had  no  doubt 
a  similar  one  would  be  soon  introduced 
affecting  the  iron  trade,  and  when  this 
species  of  legislation  would  stop  nobody 
would  be  able  to  tell.  Its  mischievous 
nature  had  been  well  described  in  the  fol- 
lowing article  from  one  of  the  public  prints 
(The  Sun),  to  which  he  would  caU  the 
attention  of  the  House  :— 

"In  the  course  of  a  pretty  long  experience 
we  have  seen  so  many  laws,  passed  from  the 
most  benevolent  motives,  turn  out  complete 
failures,  that  we  are  no  longer  susceptible  of 
being  seduced  by  temporary  expediency  to 
forsake  general  principles.    It  has  been  estab- 
lished, for  example,  by  a  wide  induction,  since 
writers  began  to  observe  and  classify  political 
facts,  that  the  interference  by  law  with  the 
application  of  individual  industry  is  invariably 
mischievous.    That  principle  is  agreeable  to 
the  theory  of  Government,  which  is  constituted 
not  to  direct  the  labour  of  any  part  of  the 
community,  except  that  which  is  employed  in 
the  public  service,  but  to  protect  the  rights  of 
individuals.    Add  to  these  general  facts  the 
particular  fact,  that  our  Legislature  is  almost 
exclusively  composed  of  opulent  and  leisure 
classes ;  that  no  mere  manual  labourer  has  any 
share  in  it ;  that  a  very  small  proportion  in* 
deed  of  the  manual  labourers,  even  concur  in 
electing  the  law-makers ;  and  there  is  a  strong 
case  established  against  the  interference  by 
such  a  Legislature  with  the  industry  of  the 
people,  in  any  shape  or  form.    It  seems  to  us 
also  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  Legislature 
undertaking  to  regulate  any  one  particular 
class  of  labourers,  that  it  becomes  oound  to 
regulate  the  whole.  Our  system  of  production, 
by  which  society  is  sustained,  is  one  of  great 
combination  or  division  of  labour, — the  weaver 
depending  on  the  spinner,  the  spinner  on  the 
steam-engine,  and  the  steam-engine  on  the 
coal-hewer ;  and  the  legislator  who  undertakes 
to  regulate  a  part  must,  if  he  can,  regulate  the 
whole.    The  chances  are,  as  he  really  knows 
nothing,  and  can  know  nothing,  of  a  system 
which  is  obviously  in  progress  of  development 
with  population,  that  be  will  inflict  on  the 
whole  a  serious  injury.    The  assumption  of 
regulating  anv  one  part  constitutes  the  legis- 
lator the  judge  of  what    employments   are 
proper  ana  what  improper,  and  how  much  or 
how  little  time  individuals  should  be  engaged 
in  them.    If  there  be  one  needless  and  on- 
wholesome    occupation   in  society,  on  thai 
principle  the  legislator  is  to  blame/' 
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He  must  again  entreat  the  House  not  to 
pats  this  measure  without  tome  farther 
ooniideratioD.  Those  persons  who  were 
meet  oompelent  to  give  opinions  had  not 
been  examined,  for  none  of  the  overmen  or 
viewers  bad  been  examined.  The  state- 
ments in  the  digest  were  altogether  exag- 
gerated, and  in  proof  of  this  he  would  read 
a  letter  which  he  had  recently  received, 
which  he  thought  was  important  as  to  the 
employment  in  collieries  generally.  The 
letter  was  this:-^ 

No.  8,  Parh-place,  Bmftwater. 

"  Mt  LoRD*-For  th«  first  lime  in  roy  life»  in 
word  or  deed ,  have  I  intruded  myself  on  any 
meainret  passing  through  either  Houses  of 
Parliament ;  hut  seeing  from  report  that  your 
Lordship's  opinions  and  my  own  correspond  in 
a  great  degree  upon  the  Colliery  Bill,  I  am 
disposed,  and  I  hope  your  Lordship  will  not 
think  me  presumpluoos  in  doing  so,  to  give 
a  few  remarks  from  experienoe  in  a  practical 
way ;  and  I  am  induced  thus  to  step  out  of 
my  way,  from  the  extreme  feeling  made  upon 
tlie  Houses  of  Parliament  by  the  reports  of 
certain  commissioners  of  inquiry  into  the 
creelty  and  hardships  of  boys  being  worked  in 
mines  under  thirteen  years  of  age — leaving 
girls  or  women  out  of  the  (joestion,  for  that  is 
diagustingt  nor  did  I  ever  see  either  down, 
even  in  a  eoal  minet  in  my  life,  in  our  part  of 
the  countrv^  North  Staffordshire.  Having 
commenceo,  I  feel,  my  Lord,  I  am  going  too 
far  for  such  an  humble  individual  to  trespass  on 
your  Lordship's  time ;  if  so,  cast  it  away,  my 
Lord.  I  frill  state,  my  Lord,  my  pretensions  for 
addressrag  yoor  Lordship.  I  was  employed  in 
thin  seams  of  coal  from  eifrhl  years  of  age  antil 
I  was  fifteeuiand  my  forefisthers  before  me,  all 
of  whom  are  gathered  to  their  fathers.  Tliere- 
fore»  I  have  no  interest  beyond  that  of  hu- 
manity ;  and  I  will  fearlessly  state^  that  there 
is  no  employment  more  healthy,  in  well-venti- 
tilated  and  drained  mines,  than  that  of  colliery, 
althongh  nearly  all  to  a  man  in  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  scoff  at  the  assertion ;  but  I  can 
prove  facts,  and  the  parish  register  of  Chesdle 
m  8tailbvdskire,  shall  bear  me  out.  I  will 
mention  but  three,  out  of  some  hundreds. 
My  grandfather  died  at  eighty«four ;  my  father's 
eldest  brother,  eighty-five ;  my  father,  eighty- 
three,  who  worked  in  the  mines  from  six  years 
of  Bfe  up  to  their  death,  except  my  father,  who 
it  pleased  Providence  to  enable  his  children  to 
soothe  his  declining  years,  by  keeping  him 
from  labour.  I  am  induced  to  say  this  from  a 
Ihnai  ecnvictioo  that  if  this  bill  passes  in  its 
present  shspe,  that  it  will  entail  misery  upon 
tboosandt  of  families ;  and  if  such  a  law  had 
existed  when  I  was  a  child,  I  should  have  been 
a  collier  now  ;  for,  being  enabled  at  an  early 
period  to  obtain  our  own  living,  we  were  able 
to  pay  the  schoolmaster,  and  make  a  tidy  ap- 
pearance. I  have  only  seen  the  garbled  ac- 
eeunf  of  the  report  ef  the  commissioners. 


as  it  appears  in  the  papers,  and  I  am  foolish 

enough  to  th\nk  that  I  could  dispel  one 
half  of  it,  to  the  satisfaction  of  any  dozen 
Members  of  either  Houses  of  Parliament| 
in  one  hour.  I  left  the  mines  at  fifteen, 
and  have  passed  my  time  in  this  metropo* 
lis  since  1807,  and  cease  to  have  any  in- 
terest ;  but  early  impressions  are  so  strongly 
impressed  upon  my  mind,  that  it  has  induced 
me  to  obtrude  myself  upon  yoor  Lordship's 
notice ;  and  if  I  have  not  done  so  in  a  manner 
becoming  your  Lordship's  exalted  rank,  I 
trust  your  Lordship  will  attribute  it  to  its  true 
source,  namely,  my  not  being  accustomed  to 
correspond  beyond  my  own  sphere  of  life. 

"  I  am,  my  Lord,  your  Lord  ship's  most  obe- 
dient servant,  "  Wii.  Plant. 

**  The  Most  Noble  the  Marquess 
of  Londonderry,  &c.  &c" 

In  the  year  1843,  when  the  bill  was  to 
come  into  operation,  all  these  women 
would  be  thrown  out  of  employmeut. 
What  was  to  become  of  them?  He  must 
say,  that  practical  benevolence  was  more 
praiseworthy  than  mistaken  humanity. 
The  question  altogether  had  not  received 
the  consideration  which  it  deserved,  and 
he  thought,  that  the  Government  ought 
to  have  expressed  some  decided  opinion  on 
the  sobject.  He  contended,  that  one  di- 
rect effect  of  the  bill,  if  passed  into  a  law» 
would  be  to  increase  the  Poor-rates  to  an 
enormous  amount.  It  wns  stated,  that 
the  result  of  the  bill  would  be  favourable 
to  the  morality  of  the  persons  affected  by 
it.  It  might  be  so,  or  it  minht  not ;  and 
he  was  an  advocate  of  morality  in  all  its 
forms.  But  he  would  ask  their  Lordships 
whether  such  an  uncertainty  as  contingent 
morality  ought  to  be  purchased  at  the 
fearful  price  of  beggary  and  starvation. 
He  would  read  to  tneir  Lordships  ao  ex« 
tract  to  that  effect  :-— 

"  If,  however,  the  bill  does  pass,  none  will, 
I  suppose,  doubt  the  result  as  to  the  Poors'- 
rates,  if  families  are  now  supported  by  their 
labour,  and  by  an  act  of  Parliament  they  are 
deprived  of  that  labour,  a  substitute  must  be 
found  in  the  shape  of  excise  or  increased  rates. 
Can  these  be  desirable,  and  yet  they  must,  to 
all  intents  and  purposes  follow,  as  to  attempt 
to  seek  the  means  of  existence  elsewhere, 
crowded  as  every  spot  is,  would  be  madness, 
fallacious.  See  then  the  blessed  effect  of  the 
change — the  price  to  be  paid  for  the  purchase 
of  '  moraP  feeling.  Morality  is  all  very  well ; 
but  will  it  flourish  in  beggary  and  starvation  ?" 

He  concluded  with  a  perfect  conviction, 
that  the  Honse  of  Commons  could  not 
pass  the  bill  before  their  Lordefaips  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  was  put  bf  the  noble 
Earl  who  introduced  it,  and,  therefore,  he 
U2 
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Bhoald  move  that  it  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

The  Ear]  of  Devo7i  thought  a  great  part 
of   the  speech  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  was  a  good  argument  in 
favour  of  the  present  bill,  for  the  excep- 
tions introduced  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend^  to  the  general  rule  of  non-inter- 
ference»  distinctly  applied  to  the  present 
bill.      Did  not  their  Lordships  see  that 
the  state  of  things  which  consigned  women 
of  all  ages  to  work  in  collieries  with  men, 
almost  in  a  state  of  nudity,  must  have  a 
direct  and  immediate  tendency  to  promote 
vice  and  immorality  ?  The  employment  of 
young  children,  inasmuch  as  it  precluded 
any  attention  being  paid  to  their  education, 
also  constituted  an  exception  to  the  general 
rule  of  non-interference.     It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Legislature  to  interfere  to  prevent 
the  deraoralixation  of  the  rising  generation. 
He  had  no  wish  to  contravene  the  princi- 
ples of  political  economy,  but  there  were 
nigher  duties  than  anv  that  political  eco« 
Domy  could  teach.    They  haa  to  take  care 
that  none  of  their  institutions  should  be 
conducted  so  as  to  destroy  the  mind  of  the 
infant  child,  and  it   was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  children    should    be  so 
brought  up  as  that  hereafter  they  might 
become  good  citisens  and  good  men,  and  to 
neglect  to  take  measures  to  secure  this,  was 
to  commit  not  only  a  great  moral  crime, 
but  a  great  political  mistake.     He  had 
naturally  expected  that  the  noble  Marauess 
would  have  pointed  out  those  parts  or  the 
bill  on  which  he  thought  there  was  any 
doubt,  and  on  which,   therefore,  further 
inquiry  might  be  necessary ;  but  he  would 
ask  if  there  was  any  fact  on  which  this 
bill  was  founded  on  which  the  noble  Mar- 

2ues8  had  thrown  the  slightest  doubt? 
le  contended  that  he  had  not.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  but  that  women  were 
emplo}ed  in  the  mines,  and  if  they  were 
thrown  out  of  employment  their  places 
would  be  supplied  with  men,  who  were 
more  fit  for  that  sort  of  work.  Unless  the 
noble  Marquess  could  get  rid  of  the  fact 
that  women  and  children  were  employed 
in  the  mines  he  could  do  no  good  by  refer- 
ring this  bill  to  a  select  committee.  He 
believed  that  he  had  not,  by  altering  the 
bill,  committed  the  suicidal  part  that  the 
noble  Marquess  had  supposed.  On  the 
contrary,  he  thought  the  bill  would  be 
well  received  elsewhere,  and  that  the  pro- 
moters of  It  would  be  of  opinion  that  he 
had  exercised  a  sound  discretion  in  intro- 
daciDg  those  alterations.     If  a  small  in* 


crease  in  the  price  of  coalf  or  a  small 
diminution  in  the  profits  of  the  coal- 
owner,  should  be  the  result  of  this  mea- 
sure, it  would  be  a  cheap  price  to  pay  for 
getting  rid  of  so  much  misery*  The  House 
of  Commons  had  been  accused  of  legislating 
hastily  on  this  subject;  he  thought  the 
House  of  Commons  had  only  done  its  duty 
in  bringing  forward  the  measure  in  the 
manuer  it  had  done,  and  be  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  reject  the  amendment. 

Lord  Brougham  had  not  argued  this 
question  on  the  grounds  of  political  eco* 
nomy  at  all,  but  on  the  ground  of  the 
injustice  of  interfering  between  the  la- 
bourer and  the  manner  in  which  he  might 
choose  to  employ  himself,  and  of  inter- 
fering with  the  control  exercised  by  the 
parent  over  the  child.  He  felt  they  ought 
to  be  extremely  temperate  in  their  repre- 
hension of  the  labouring  classes,  reapect- 
ing  the  employment  of  their  children  in 
various  occupations  and  employments, 
when  they  recollected  the  manner  in 
which  those  classes  were  induced,  and  al- 
most forced  to  do  so,  both  by  their  cir- 
cumstances and  by  the  conduct  of  the 
higher  classes. 

Lord  Hathertan  said,  that  although  he 
had  formerly  submitted  a  veij  similar 
proposition  to  that  of  the  noble  Marqnese, 
ne  could  not  now  give  his  vote  in  fovoor 
of  the  amendment,  inasmuch  as  the  bill 
had  undergone  modifications  which  remov- 
ed the  greater  part  of  the  objections  he 
originally  entertained  to  it. 

The  Earl  of  Oallaway  remarked  that 
the  petitions  against  the  measure  all  ad- 
mitted the  facts  on  which  the  bill  was 
founded. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  md,  the'  noUe 
Earl's  observation  was  very  true,  but  it 
was  no  argument  in  fovour  of  the  paasiBg 
of  the  bill.  Women  and  children  might 
be  employed  in  collieries,  and  might  be 
improperly  or  indecorously  employed,  but 
the  condemnation  of  the  system,  or  even 
the  desire  to  put  an  end  to  it,  was  not 
altogether  a  sufficient  ground  for  passing 
an  act  of  Fkrl'uunent  to  carry  out  audi  a 
desire.  In  foct,  in  all  such  cases  it  was 
found  in  the  long  run,  that  the  evils  of  the 
system  woiked  out  the  remedies  without 
legislative  interference.  In  this  puticQ* 
lar  instance  thev  had  an  old  pracCioey  and 
a  practice  whicn  was  on  the  decline ;  on 
what  ground,  then,  were  they  all  at  once 
to  step  in  and  to  legislate  to  slop  the  evil  ? 
It  seemed  to  htm,  that  the  chief  argument 
in  faroar  of  this  bill  was,  not  the  hard« 
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ship  of  the  system,  but  its  indecency.. 
Now>  if  they  began  to  legislate  for  the 
purpose  of  checking  what  was  indecent  or 
indecorous,  the?  might  cut  out  for  them- 
selves more  work  than  they  would  be  able 
to  perform.  The  sexes  mingled  indiscri- 
minately in  cottages  above  the  earth  as 
well  as  m  coal  pits  under  it,  and  really,  if 
they  began  to  pass  acts  to  check  immo- 
rality in  the  pits,  they  ought  also  to  pass 
acts  to  regulate  the  building  of  cottages, 
so  that  a  number  of  men  and  women  should 
not  sleep  in  the  same  room.  But  with  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  immorality,  the 
evidenoe  went  to  show,  that  it  was  by  no 
means  so  great  as  was  by  some  alleged. 
Four  clergymen  declared,  that  the  immo- 
rality was  not  so  great  in  the  mining  as 
in  the  manufEUSturing  districts;  and  one 
of  the  four  went  so  far  as  to  say,  that,  set- 
ting aside  the  drunkenness,  it  was  not  so 
great  as  in  the  agricultural  districts. 
Another  reason  for  delay  was,  that  the 
commissioners  had  promised  another  re- 
port, which  was  to  have  reference  to  the 
influence  of  the  colliery  system  upon  the 
morals  of  those  who  were  subjected  to  it, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  more  prudent 
for  their  Lordships  to  defer  legislating  on 
the  subject  until  they  received  that  re- 
port. 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  bill  be  re-committed  :~-Contents 
49  i  Not-Contents  3 ;— Majority  46. 

Bill  recommitted. 

On  the  first  clause. 

Lord  Beaumont  moved  the  omission  of 
that  part  of  it  which  prohibited  the  em- 
ployment of  women  under  eighteen  years 
of  age  in  mines  or  collieries  from  and  after 
three  months  from  the  passing  of  the  act. 
He  thought  they  should  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  other  females,  and 
that  the  discontinuance  of  all  should  take 
place  at  the  same  period — namely,  the  Ist 
of  March.  His  object  in  moving  this 
omission  was  to  affora  a  sufficient  time  to 
those  women  (which  three  months  was  not) 
to  qualify  themselves  for  some  other  spe- 
des  of  employment,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  bring  them  over  the  winter,  lest  during 
that  period  they  might  be  driven  by  want 
to  crimes  of  a  deeper  die  than  those  com- 
mitted in  the  collieries. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  sug- 
gested, that  the  period  of  six  months  be 
substituted  for  three,  as  he  had  no  hopes 
that  the  longer  period  of  nine  months 
would  be  agreed  to.  His  suggestion 
would  meet  the  object  of  the  noble  Baron. 


The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  objected 
to  both  amendments,  as  he  was  desirous  of 
seeing  the  employment  of  women  in  col- 
lieries put  an  end  to  at  once.  The  sug- 
gestion of  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry 
was  put  in  the  form  of  an  amendment, 
and  negatived  without  a  division.  On  Lord 
Beaumont's  amendment  being  put. 

The  Eari  of  fVicklotv  objected  to  it,  that 
it  would  partly  defeat  the  object  of  the 
bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  Lyttleton  then  moved  as  an  amend- 
ment the  substitution  of  the  words,  "  Ist 
of  May  "  for  '«  1st  of  March."  The  noble 
Lord  stated  the  object  of  his  amendment 
was  to  allow  the  females  more  time  to 
procure  other  employment,  and  to  dis- 
charge them  from  the  mines  at  the  most 
advantageous  period  of  the  year. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  thought,  that  the 
sooner  the  arrangements  were  carried  into 
effeet  the  better.  He  opposed  the  amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  Earl  of  Dunmore  moved  a  proviso, 
allowing  females  of  twenty-one  and  up- 
wards to  continue  working  in  the  mines,  if 
unmarried.  He  considered,  that  the  clause 
as  it  stood  would  be  injurious  both  to  the 
females  who  would  be  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment, and  to  the  lessees  of  mines  who 
were  under  fixed  engagements,  entered 
into  in  the  belief,  that  the  existing  state 
of  things  would  continue. 

Lord  Campbell  opposed  the  amend- 
ment ',  the  sooner  the  females  were  rescued 
from  their  degraded  position  the  better  ; 
even  a  workhouse  would  be  preferable  to 
the  slavery  of  the  mines. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  sup- 
ported the  amendment,  on  the  ground 
that  a  gradual  change  was  better  than  a 
sudden  one. 

Lord  Hatkerlon,  though  generally  he 
might  have  approved  of  the  object  of  the 
amendment,  could  not  vote  for  it,  because 
it  excluded  widows  who  had  children  de- 
pendent on  them  for  support. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  Skelmersdale  proposed  a  proviso  to 
allow  any  female  of  forty  years  of  age  or 
upwards,  who  had  been  accustomed  to 
work  in  mines  or  collieries,  and  shall  be 
doing  so  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
act,  upon  making  a  declaration  before  a 
justice  of  the  peace  (not  being  a  mine- 
owner),  that  she  has  attained  the  above 
age,  and  that  she  makes  the  declaration  of 
her  own  free  will,  and  wishes  to  continue 
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to  be  employed  in  the  mine  or  colliery,  so 
to  continue. 

The  Earl  of  Devoti  objected  to  the  al- 
teration, and  he  bad  less  difficulty  in  doing 
80  as  the  number  of  such  females  could  not 
be  large. 

Lord  Colchester  supported  the  amend- 
ment. The  smallneia  of  the  number  did 
not  lessen  the  individual  hardship  of  each 
case. 

The  Earl  of  JVicklow  opposed  the  pro- 
yiso,  which  he  thought  was  calouUted  to 
let  in  more  evil  than  it  would  do  good*  It 
vitiated  the  principle  of  the  bill,  and  would 
undoubtedly  cause  it  to  be  rejected  in  an- 
other place. 

Committee  dividedi  on  inserting  the  pro- 
viso. Contents  15 ;  Not«Contents  29  :-^ 
Majority  14. 

Clause  agreed  tOt 

The  Earl  of  Mwinl  Cajthel  thought,  that 
boys  of  ten  yeiirs  of  age  were  too  young 
to  be  worked  in  ihe  pits.  Working  them 
bo  young,  had  the  effect  of  stinting  their 
growth.  He  moved,  that  **  twelve  years*' 
should  be  substituted. 

Lord  HtUkerion  said,  nine  years  of  age 
had  been  universally  insisted  on  by  the 
delegates  from  the  coal-owners. 

The  Earl  of  Galloway  said,  thirteen 
years  of  age  was  originally  proposed,  and 
ne  regretted,  that  thiti  age  had  not  been 
adhered  to  in  the  bill.  He  could  never  be 
persuaded*  that  children  were  so  healthy 
or  well-educated  when  worked  in  a  coal- 
pit at  this  age,  as  when  allawed  to  run 
about  in  the  open  air. 
Amendment  negativedt 
Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  Jjoudauierry  olijected 
to  the  particular  supervision  given  in  the 
drd  clause  to  the  inspectors  to  be  appointed. 
He  moved  an  amendment,  that  words  be 
substituted  to  the  effect  that  the  inspec- 
tors be  required  to  report  generally  whe- 
ther the  provisions  of  the  act  were  fol- 
lowed in  the  mines  which  they  had  to 
inspect 

Lord  Wharncliffe  proposed  a  similar 
amendment  in  a  different  form ;  other- 
wise, undrr  the  bill  as  it  stood,  the  in- 
spectors would  be  authoii^  to  inquire 
into  the  management  of  many  things  about 
which  they  had  no  business. 

The  Marquess  of  LoncIci/i(/errv  concurred 
iQ  Lord  Wharncliffe's  amendfment,  and 
withdrew  his  own. 

Lord  Skclmer^dale  hoped,  power  would 
be  given  by  the  hill  to  inspectors  to  com« 
pel  coal  owners  to  lower  them  into  and  out 


of  the  mines,  otherwise  they  might  go  to 
the  pits  and  be  refused  to  be  let  down. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  other  clauses  agreed  lo. 

Hill,  with  amendments,  reported  to  be 
read  a  third  time. 

Adjourned  at  eleven  o'clock, 

HOUSE  or  COMMONS, 
JtfojK^ay,  Jii/y  25,  1842. 

Miiiutml]    NhwICiiiub.    John  CanpbeU  Gal^ulioim, 
Esq.,  for  NeweMU#'Undtv.Lyint. 
Bills.      Publif.r—\*-     Bankruptcy    Act    Ammdment; 
DuUia  Boundarleti  St  Auph  acd  Bangor  Prefermcnti  t 
Waitwn  Auanlta. 

3'-  andp«ai0d:-.-5t.Brl«wra  Sinpll  DebUt  Stamp  Du- 
ties (    Game  Certiflcatei  (Ireland)  i  Onud  Jury  Pr««eat. 
nwQla  (bdand)  t  Joint  Stodi  Banking  Campankib 
ComimWaI.— Court  of  BBc|Mi|iifr  (BaglMMl). 
Rcportprf.— Ordiumoe  Servioai}  Baudffi  Corn  No.  S)t 
Lunacy. 

PriMil«.^l«-  Sawelfi  Divoree. 
nflportedL—Blnniiigliam  ScbooL 
«•     and  pa««d:~  Maiquan  of   Tweedate^   SMata; 
Mostyn's  Estate ;  Joint  Stock  Banking  Coropaniei. 

ParrrioMB  PnaaBifTSO.  By  Mr.  Campbell,  fkmn  Bui|Im 
and  Bavoehial  Sdioolnmtaw  of  tha  Piariiilary  of  uiay 
and  Jurat  for  aiueUoratiug  their  ooiMtHion.'?>ay  Mr. 
Wysc,  from  Momben  of  the  Shropshire  and  Nordi 
WalM.  and  Balh  and  Bristol  Medical,  and  Suigloal  Ano* 
cUtioo,  for  Madiaal  a«i]iiii.-VrQ«  Iha  BahaP  ef 
Watcrfordi  for  regulating  tha  Workim  Houn  ofBakaq 
in  Ireland.— From  Jose^  lfainaar«  fbr  a  dta  to  erect  a 
School.— By  Mr.  Uttno,  ftom  the  Ottniaaksa  af  laa- 
land,  for  Regulating  their  Trade. — From  Arthur  Buiha 
David  Plunkett,  and  Chrift.  Aatjiell.  lot  Comfiawatinw.^ 
From  Castlederg  Union,  oomplainii^  of  the  conduct  oC 
the  Poor-law  CoaamisrioMrs  with  Kgitd  to  tha  BaiMlog 
of  the  Workhouaa.— From  tha  Vnian  id  Cm^  QaUi^ 
nasloe,  for  an  Inquiry  Into  the  coune  of  lostniolian 
pursued  at  Maynoo^ — Prom  W.  K.  Studcey,  tat  Inquiry 
into  hb  plan  for  supplying  tha  MalrapoUa  with  Water. 
—From  James  nrta^  fhr  the  AbaUtim  of  Churoli  Rales. 
—From  Wm.  Hammond,  eompUlniiv  of  tha  Aasigpees 
of  the  Inaoltent  Debtori  Court  (Irriand)«— From  T.  I\. 
WikQD  Ffanoek  agahast  cxtondhv  a  OounCy  Gaorts  BIB 
to  l4aaaitar.-.*By  Mr.  Baekatt.  from  Uailii  tbt  luaniry 
into  the  Distress  of  the  ManufiKturiqg  Dislrictl. 

Education.]  Sir  A.  Peel  said,  he 
would  DOW  answer  a  ({uestion  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  put  to  him  tb^  other 
night,  with  the  vie«r  of  ascertaining  whe- 
tber  it  was  the  iotention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  propose  an  addition^^l  grant  for 
the  purpose  of  edqcatjon.  He  found  tha( 
the  funds  placed  at  the  disposal  of  ^be 
£ducatiop  Committee  were  nearly  ex* 
hausted.  and  he,  therefore,  intended  to  pro* 
pose  a  supplemental  estimate  of  10,000/,| 
which  would  be  distributed  in  precife  con^ 
forgaity  with  the  minutes  of  the  Privy 
Council,  which  were  drawn  up  after  cob<« 
sultation  with  the  Archbishop  of  Canter* 
bury  and  the  Archhishop  of  York. 

Viacouot  Paltner^^n  wished  to  knvm 
whether  any  of  the  10»000/.  wouM  \m 
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•ppli«4  to  Ihe  eacouragem^Qt  of  the 
classes  at  Exeter->ball,  fro^n  whom  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Bardnel  and  the  president  of 
the  coancil  had  presented  petitions. 

Sir  R,  Peel  replied  in  the  negative. 
Applio^tions  for  9ia  had  been  made  from 
class^it  io  sev^i^iil  jfirge  town^,  as  vvell  as 
from  those  at  Exeter- hall.  The  subject 
required  consideraUop,  and  he  was  not 
DOW  prepared  to  state  whether  the  Govern* 
ment  would  propose  an  additional  esti- 
mate for  the  sinking  classes. 

Right  to  hold  Public  Meetings.] 
On  the  question  that  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  Gomtuittee  Qf  Supply  be  now  read, 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  rose  to  renew  the 
motion  of  which  he  bad  given  notice  some 
time  ago,  and  which  he  had  postponed  at 
the  request  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Staf- 
ford and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Peps^rtmeqt.  The  observations  of 
the  right  hoUf  ^arop^t  on  that  occasion 
bad  been  read  with  much  astonishment 
and  surprise  by  {\k^  persons  interested  in 
the  fiE|te  of  the  unhappy  men  who  were 
now  suffering  in  Stafford  Gapl.  The  trial 
took  place  on  the  2nd  of  the  present 
month,  and  they  were  immediately  sent  to 
prison,  A  petition  and  memorial  were 
iroroediately  fprwarded  to  the  Home  Office 
on  the  13th,  apd  on  th^  16th  a  reply  was 
received  which  purported  to  be  written  by 
the  direction  of  the  Home  Secretary ;  and 
yet  when  questioned  upon  the  subject  in 
the  House,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  he 
hftd  never  received  any  memorial,  and,  of 
course,  hitd  caused  no  reply  to  be  written 
to  it.  Considering  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment h^  taken  credit  to  itself  for 
"  never  making  mistakes,  never  stum- 
bling over  stones,  or  falling  into  puddles," 
this  contradiction  certainly  appeared  very 
extrsiprdinary.  It  would  seem  that  the 
business  of  the  public  departments  wa.s 
not  conducted  in  9  more  accurate  man- 
ner under  the  present  than  it  was  under 
the  late  Government.  )f  Lord  Normanby 
had  happened  to  have  made  the  declaration 
of  the  right  hon.  Baroqet,  with  respect  to 
thif  transaction,  the  pub)ic  would  not  have 
beard  the  last  of  it  for  some  time.  The 
question  which  he  was  about  to  bring 
Onder  tbe  consideration  of  the  House  was 
onQ  qf  a  serious  nature.  It  involved  the 
sacred  right  of  the  people  to  meet  peace- 
ably in  public  to  discuss  public  grievances. 
If  It  should  appear  that  that  right  had 
b^Q  ?iolate4  by  the  magistrates  of  Staf* 


fordshire,  he  hoped  the  House  would  aid 
him  in  obtaining  from  the  Government 
that  informc^tion  for  which  he  was  now 
ahout  to  move.  It  appeared  a  report  had 
gone  abroad  that  a  statement  had  been 
made  by  some  magistrates  in  Sedgeley, 
that  if  a  Chartist  dared  to  show  his  face 
in  the  town,  he  should  be  immediately  ar- 
rested. Mr,  Mason,  a  Chartist  lecturer, 
however,  thinking  that  the  magistrates 
had  no  right  to  make  such  a  statement, 
determined  on  holding  a  meeting  in  Sedger 
ley.  He  had  proceeded  about  ten  minutes 
ip  his  lecture,  when  he  wa^  interrupted 
by  a  constable  of  the  name  of  Beman, 
who,  it  should  be  observed^  was  the 
only  witness  who  appeared  on  the  trial 
against  the  prisoners*  And  what,  after  all, 
was  the  language  to  which  the  constable 
deposed?  According  to  his  account,  Mason 
was  telling  the  people»  and  telling  them» 
as  he  (Mr*  Diincombe)  believed  truly,  that 
the  laws  of  this  country  were  made  by  the 
aristocrsicy — that  the  people  had  no  voice 
in  the  election  of  their  representatives — 
that  the  laws  which  were  to  be  obeyed 
by  ^11  should  be  made  by  all,  and  con- 
sented to  by  all ;  that  the  individuals  in 
this  country  who  worked  the  hardest  re- 
peived  the  least ;  and  that  those  who 
worked  the  least  received  the  most.  The 
constable  then  interrupted  the  lecturer, 
saying  that  he  could  stand  that  no  longer, 
that  he  at  all  events  should  do  something 
for  his  pay ;  that  Mason  was  using  sedi- 
tious language ;  and  that  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  break  up  the  meeting.  Mason  told 
the  consteble  that  he  had  no  business  to  in- 
terrupt him;  that  his  only  business  would 
be,  if  he  was  using  seditious  language,  to  go 
before  a  magistrate  and  lodge  information 
against  him,  which  might  be  tried  on  a 
future  day.  The  constable  persisted  in 
putting  an  end  to  the  meeting;  betook 
bold  of  the  bench  on  which  Mason  was 
standing,  and  tilted  up  the  lecturer.  The 
people  interposed,  but  finally  Beman  car- 
ried off  the  bench.  No  breach  of  the 
peace  was  committed,  except  by  the  con* 
stable.  Mr.  Mason  took  out  a  warrant 
against  the  constable,  upon  which  the 
constable  took  another  against  Mason,  and 
caused  him  to  be  apprehended.  The  ma- 
gistrates committed  Mason  for  trial,  and 
dismissed  the  charge  against  the  constable. 
Mr.  Mason  and  seven  others  were  com- 
mitted for  attending  an  unlawful  meeting, 
and  for  assault.  The  meeting  was  one 
{which  no  lawyer  would  call  unlawful  or 
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illegal.     It  was  perfectly  peaceable  till  in. 
terrupted  by  the  constable.    These  poor 
working  men  were  committed  on  a  charge 
of  unlawfully  meeting,  and  on  a  charge  of 
riot  and  assault.     All  the  charges  against 
them,  except  for  unlawfully  meeting,  had 
subseiquently  vanished, and  he  denied  that 
for  even  that  part  of  the  charge  there  was 
any  good  ground.    They  had  not  come 
with  arms,  or  with  banners,  or  in  anything 
like  military  array,  nor  was  the  meeting 
accompanied  by  any  circumstances  that 
could  constitute  it  an  unlawful  assembly. 
Mason  had  not  been  guilty  of  using  sedi- 
tious language ;  but  that  even  if  he  had 
been  guilty,  the  constable  would  not  have 
been  justified  in  interrupting  the  meeting. 
Mason  had  been  found  guilty  of  attending 
an  unlawful  meeting ;  the  others  had  been 
found  guilty  of  a  common  assault.     He 
complained  of  the  arrest ;  he  complained 
of  the  circumstances  that  had  taken  place 
at  the  trial;  and  he  complained  of  the 
sentence  that  had  been  passed.    The  con- 
stable had  evidently  a  dislike  to  Mason, 
and  yet  the  chairman  in  passing  sentence 
gave  one  roan  two  months'  imprisonment, 
another  man  four,  and  another  six  months' 
imprisonment,  having  no  other  evidence 
than  the  dictum   of   the  constable.    If 
guilty,  they  were  all  equally  guilty,  and  in 
awarding  punishment  to  refer  to  a  partial 
witness  could  certainly  not  be  fair.    These 
men  were  now  prisoners  in  Stafford  Goal, 
after  having  been  sacrificed  to  the  party 
spite  of  the  magistrates.    In  the  present 
state  of  feeling  in  Staffordshire  such  treat- 
ment, he  contended,  of  the  working  classes 
was  anything  but  prudent.    When  they 
coupled  such  occurrences  with  what  had 
lately  occurred  in  Ireland,  the  people  na- 
turally asked,  were  they  returning  to  the 
days  of  Sidmouth  and   of  Castlereagh? 
He  maintained    that  the  people  had  a 
right    to    meet    peaceably    and    discuss 
what  they  deemed  to  be  grievances,  and 
this  prosecution,  instituted  by  the  magis- 
trates, was  disgraceful  to  the  county  of 
Stafford.     He  did  not  believe  that  any 
judge  of  assize  would  have  found  these 
unhippy  men  guilty,  and  it  would  there- 
fore be   better   if  the   power  of  magis- 
trates to  try  such  offences  at  quarter  ses- 
sions were  taken  away.    It  was  too  late 
in  the  Session  to  ask  for  a  committee  of 
inquiry  to  investigate  these  charges,  but 
he  would  endeavour  to  obtain  the  best  in- 
formation within  bis  reach.     The  boo. 
Member  concluded  by  moving-* 


"That  there  be  laid  before  the  House  a 
copy  of  the  depositions  upon  which  J.  Mason, 
a  Chartist  lecturer,  Thomas  Casswell,  and  six 
others,  were  committed  for  trial  at  the  late 
Midsummer  sessions  for  the  county  of  Staf- 
ford, together  with  copies  of  the  indictment, 
or  indictments,  and  the  names  and  addresses 
of  the  magistrates  and  jury  before  whom  they 
were  tried." 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  motion.  Some 
forbearance  should  be  ahown  in  such 
cases;  particularly  at  the  present  time, 
when  so  much  distress  prevailed,  the 
people  should  at  least  have  full  liberty  to 
complain. 

Sir  J.  Orakam  said,  in  reference  to 
certain  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  that  ha 
absolutely  denied  that,  the  administration 
of  justice  in  this  country  should  be  made 
dependent  on  circumstances.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  Executive  Government  to 
take  care  that  the  laws  of  the  country  were 
administered  with  strict  justice,  tempered 
with  mercy ;  and  he  didf  not  feel  that  it 
was  their  duty  to  consider,  in  the  execu* 
tion  of  the  laws,  any  particular  circnm* 
stances,  such  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
alluded  to.  With  reference  to  the  mistake 
which  he  had  committed  the  other  night 
in  relation  to  the  motion  before  the  Hoase, 
he  might  state,  that  about  4,000  cases 
connected  with  criminal  proceedings  an- 
nually came  before  him ;  and  that  at  the 
present  period  of  the  year  he  was  obliged, 
besides  attending  to  other  busineu,  to  be 
present  in  that  House  about  ten  hours 
every  day.  He  did,  however,  plead  for 
pardon  on  this  account  for  the  error  be 
committed,  but  wonld  state  how  it  arose. 
The  motion  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
gave  notice  related  to  a  person  named 
John  Mason;  and  he  (Sir  J.  Graham), 
found  in  the  Home  Office  a  memorial, 
headed  bv  the  signature  of  Tboaas  Cas- 
well, ana  not  John  Mason.  It  referred, 
it  was  trne,  to  the  conviction  of  John 
Mason;  and  he  (Sir  J.  Graham),  afker 
reading  the  short  statement,  expressed  his 
opinion  that  there  was  no  reason  to  alter 
the  sentence.  With  respect  to  the  persons 
named  in  the  hon.  Member's  motion,  the 
Government  had  nothing  to  do  with  their 
apprehension  or  prosecution,  and  be 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbory 
was  taking  a  strong  step  when  he  asked 
the  HoQse  to  constitute  itself  into  a  coort 
of  appeal  against  the  verdict  of  a  jury  and 
the  proceedings  of  a  competent  tritmnal. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  stated  thti  the 
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constable  exceeded  bis  duty  in  attempting 
to  apprehend  Jobn  Mason ;  but  be  (Sir 
J.  Grabam)  bad  yet  to  learn  that  it  was 
not  the  duty  of  a  constable,  when  he  saw 
an  assembly  tending  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace,  and  heard  language  used  of  a  most 
exciting  character,  to  apprehend  the  par- 
ties engaged  in  the  proceedings  of  such 
an  assembly.  [Mr.  Howes  i  "  Hear, 
hear/*^  The  hon.  Member  might  deny 
his  statement,  but  he  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
repeated  it.  If  a  constable  interfered 
without  sufficient  cause,  he  would  do  so 
at  his  own  peril.  At  all  events,  this  ques- 
tion had  been  decided  by  a  competent 
tribunal ;  and  surely  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  contend  that  a  jury  of  twelve 
men  were  not  competent  to  decide  upon  it, 
and  bring  in  a  verdict  founded  on  the  facts 
of  the  case?  He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  was 
informed  that  the  chairman  of  the  magis- 
trates before  whom  the  case  was  tried  was 
a  gentleman  of  the  legal  profession,  and 
bad  presided  at  the  sessions  for  seven 
years.  This  gentleman  stated,  in  a  paper 
forwarded  to  him  (Sir  J.  Graham)  that 
during  those  seren  years  he  had  made 
a  point  of  never  attending  any  poli- 
tical meeting  and  that  he  had  refrained 
from  giving  any  public  expression  of  his 
politics,  in  order  to  prevent  even  the 
shadow  of  a  suspicion  that  he  was  in- 
fluenced by  political  opinion  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  laws.  He  also  said, 
that  he  never  heard  any  political  discus- 
sion among  the  magistrates  when  as- 
sembled at  the  sessions,  and  he  therefore 
trusted  that  both  he  and  his  brother  ma- 
gistrates would  be  defended  from  the 
aspersion  of  being  actuated  by  political 
feelings.  This  was  the  statement  made 
by  the  Gentleman,  who  had  shown,  he 
believed,  the  utmost  skill  and  impartiality 
while  presiding  at  the  sessions  where  these 
parties  were  tried.  He  did  not  wish  to  go 
into  the  evidence,  but  he  was  told  that  the 
language  used  by  Mason  was  of  the  most 
exciting  description  and  of  a  seditious 
character;  and  the  jury  found  him  guilty 
on  two  counts— for  aiding  and  abetting  in 
an  unlawful  meeting,  and  for  riot.  The 
prisoners  were  charged,  first,  with  aiding 
in  an  unlawful  assembly ;  second,  for  riot ; 
third,  with  assaulting  the  constable  in  the 
execntion  of  his  duty ;  and  fourth,  for  a 
common  assault.  The  jury  brought  in  a 
verdict  against  all  the  prisoners  for  aiding 
in  an  unlawful  assembly,  and  against  seven 
of  them  for  an  assault.  As  it  was  Mason's 


conduct  and  language  that  gave  to  the 
assembly  its  unlawful  character,  the  chair- 
man passed  on  him  the  heaviest  sentence. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether  the 
time  had  arrived  when  the  people  were 
not  to  be  permitted  to  meet  lawfully 
together?  He  (Sir  J.Graham)  replied, 
God  forbid  that  it  should  not  be  compe- 
tent for  any  multitude  to  assemble  law- 
fully and  peaceably  to  discuss  grievances 
and  petition  for  their  redress.  But  in  this 
case  rhe  question  was  submitted  to  the 
jury,  "  Did  the  multitude  meet  peaceably 
and  lawfully?"  and  he  asked,  had  they 
arrived  at  that  time  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  the  great  advocates  of  trial  by 
jury,  would  contend  that  that  was  lawful 
which  a  jury,  by  their  verdict,  had  de- 
clared to  be  unlawful  ?  It  was  quite  su- 
perfluous to  argue  this  question,  or  to 
defend  the  verdict  of  the  jury,  whose  im- 
partiality could  not  be  impugned.  The 
conduct  of  the  chairman  was  also  irre- 
proachable, and  the  imputation  that  he 
had  tampered  with  the  jury  had  been 
abandoned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
It  appeared  that  the  trial  began  at  nine 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  lasted  till  four 
in  the  afternoon.  Previous  to  summing 
up  the  chairman  retired,  and  at  the  same 
time  two  of  the  jury  asked  leave  to  retire, 
and  left  the  jury-box  in  the  custody  of  an 
officer.  Being  ignorant  of  the  passages  of 
the  court,  the  jurymen  went  out  at  the  same 
door  with  the  chairman,  who  merely  pointed 
out  to  them  the  proper  way.  The  trial  was 
a  fair,  honest,  and  impartial  one ;  and  no- 
thing could  be  more  inexpedient  than  that 
that  House  should  constitute  itself  into  a 
court  of  review  on  a  trial  so  conducted. 
He  opposed  the  motion. 

Mr.  £.  Buller  confirmed  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  the  chairman 
only  pointed  out  the  proper  direction  to 
the  jurymen.  Any  one  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  gentleman  in  question 
very  well  knew  he  was  perfectly  incapable 
of  tampering  with  the  jury.  He  also  bore 
testimony  to  his  impartial  conduct  on  the 
bench,  and  expressed  his  regret  that  the 
present  question  had  been  raised  at  a  time 
when  all  the  Gentlemen  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession, who  were  best  qualified  to  giv^an 
opinion  as  to  this  Gentleman's  conduct 
and  impartiality  on  the  bench,  were  absent 
from  the  House. 

Mr.  AgUonhy  totally  dissented  from  the 
doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site,  that  such  questions  as  the  present 
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were  improper  for  difcossion  io  tbil  Hoaae. 
He  Iboogbt  it  right,  oa  the  contrary,  that 
ID  all  cases  coocerDiDg  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  that  House  shoald  be  a  supreme 
coort  of  appeal.  They,  however,  were 
not  DOW  called  on  to  decide  whether  the 
ebairman  and  the  jory  hadncted  properly, 
bat  whether  they  ought  to  have  a  copy  of 
the  documents  mofed  for  by  the  bon. 
Member  for  Finsbury.  He  did  not  mean 
that  every  Member  would  be  justified  id 
brioging  such  questions  before  the  House 
for  any  frivolous  cause,  but  the  present 
was  a  case  of  doubt  and  suspicion,  as  the 
only  evidence  on  which  those  men  were 
convicted  was  that  of  the  constable,  who 
put  his  own  construciion  on  the  language 
made  use  of.  He  dissented  from  the  right 
bon.  Baronet's  description  of  an  unlawful 
meeting.  To  constitute  an  unlawful  meet- 
ing, and  to  render  interference  juitifiable, 
it  was  necessary  that  the  meeting  should, 
in  consequence  of  being  armed,  or  by  its 
violence,  or  some  such  cause,  occasion  a 
belief  in  the  minds  of  reasonable  people 
that  a  breach  of  the  peace  would  ensue. 
In  this  case  no  breach  of  the  peace  was 
committed  until  the  constable  interfered, 
and  be  denied  that  this  single  constable 
bad  the  biffb  authority  given  him  to  de- 
cide that  the  meeting  was  unlawful.  He 
should  support  the  motion  of  his  bon. 
Friend  with  the  greatest  pleasure;  and 
whenever  he  saw  a  case  of  this  kind,  which 
was  not  light  or  frivolous,  he  should  assume 
the  light  of  that  House  to  be  a  court  of 
appeal  as  the  rule,  and  the  refusal  as  the 
eiceptioo. 

Mr.  Haw€i  hoped  that  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  would  stand  up  and  protest 
against  the  unconstitutional  doctrine  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, With  regard  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  he  knew  nothing;  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  declared  that  it  was 
competent  for  a  constable,  who  might  at- 
tend  a  public  meeting,  to  jtidge  whether 
the  language  of  the  speakers  was  seditious 
or  not,  and  that  upon  his  view  of  the  case 
be  might  take  them  into  custody. 

Sir/f  OroAam  wished  to  explain.  He 
saidy  not  that  the  constable  was  justified 
io  doing  so,  but  that  he  did  it  at  his  own 
riik.  A  constable  bearing  language  used 
wbichi  in  his  judgment,  tended  directly 
10  a  breach  of  the  peace,  was  justified  at 
bit  own  peril,  in  apprehending  the  party 
iub|tt« 

Mr.  Hqw€$  roiamed.   Of  conno  the 


constable  was  not  exempt  fiooa  ibe  pe- 
nalty of  the  law  if  he  acted  agaioat  it ; 
but  he  protested  against  the  doctrine  of 
his  being  a  judge  of  such  a  matter  as  the 
one  in  question.  Since  Lprd  Sidmouth'a 
circular  there  had  not  been  a  oMve  invidi- 
ous attempt  to  put  down  public  diacusaioo. 
That  circular  was  universally  scouted,  and 
Lord  Sidmoutb  couhl  not  maintain  Me 
ground.  He  hoped,  then,  that  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon<  Baronet  would  meet  with 
the  same  condemnation  throughout  the 
country.  There  was  a  long  delMite  on  the 
circular  in  1817,  and  Lord  Holland  and 
Lord  Erskiqe  then  declared  that  it  might 
be  true  that  from  constables  not  having 
full  power  offendera  might  hera  and  tbert 
escape ;  but  better  it  was  that  they  should 
escape  than  such  an  officer  as  %  ounataUe 
should  have  powers  like  a  judicial  au« 
thority. 

The  AUomey^genmul  said,  that  after 
the  sort  of  challenge  which  the  hon*  Mem« 
her  for  Lambeth  nad  thrown  out  to  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown,  it  seemed  to  be 
his  dutv  to  take  some  notice  of  what  bed 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  and  the  hou* 
Member  for  Finsbury.  A  debate  had  been 
attempted  to  be  raised  upon  an  eapresiio^ 
of  his  right  bon.  Friend,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, to  which  expression,  if  it  were  not 
misunderstood,  he  himself  had  no  objec* 
jection  whatever.  What  were  ihe  papera 
that  were  called  for  7  If  they  were  for 
any  practical  purpose,  he  should  like  to 
know  what  it  was  i  if  not,  it  must  be  to 
cast  a  slur  on  the  magistrates  and  jury. 
The  part  of  the  motion  relating  to  the 
notes  of  the  chairman  was  abandoned* 
He  should,  had  it  been  persisted  in,  cer« 
tainly  have  objected  to  the  production  of 
them,  but  that  wu  the  only  document 
which  there  was  any  pretence  to  call  for. 
As  to  the  copies  of  the  depositiooSf  every 
person  committed  for  trial  bad  a  right  to 
such  copies,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  par- 
ties in  question  had  reoeived  them.  They 
might  have  been  put  into  a  petition  to 
that  House,  and  if  they  furnished  any 
matter  of  complaint,  they  miebt  have  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  that  House, 
With  respect  to  the  copies  of  the  indict* 
ment,  be  would  undertake  to  say  that  they 
were  nothing  more  than  copies  from  some 
book  of  Crown  law,  containing  charges  of 
attending  unlawful  meetinu,  but  of  tboee 
the  parties  might  have  had  copies.  Then 
the  last  part  of  the  motion  was  for  the 
namoa  of  the  magiatratee  and  the  jorym$«« 
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TM  forroar  mutt  buve  been  appended  to 
the  oemoiiiQient,  and  the  Utter  must  have 
been  notorioot  to  every  one  who  attended 
the  trial.    He  koew  nothing  of  the  merits 
of  the  caae«  except  from  what  had  paaied 
in  the  House,  and  from  the  petition  which 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  on  this 
subjeot.    To  the  petition  he  wished  to 
call  their  attention.    The  petitioners  ex- 
pressed their  surprise  at  the  verdict  of  the 
jury.    Now,  that  House  was  the  last  as- 
sembly in  which  the  verdict  of  a  jury 
onght  to  be  made  the  subject  of  comment 
or  inquiry.    If  it  were  a  criminal  case, 
let  it  be  brought  before  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  if  that  Officer  did  not  do  his 
duty,  let  his  conduct  be  brought  before 
that  House.    The  pstitioners  also  said, 
there  was  no  breach  of  the  peace  until  the 
constable  went  into  the  assembly,  and 
that  there  waa  no  juHtifiable  cause  to  in- 
terfere.   But  he  would  say,  that  the  officer 
who  saw  a   person  measuring  out    the 
ground  in  a  eonvenient  spot,  and  others 
standing  near,  waa  not  bound  to  wait 
uQiil  a  pistol  waa  fired  before  he  took  the 
parties  into  custody.    It  waa  sufficient  if 
be  saw  enough  to  eonvinoe  him,  that  a 
duel  was  about  to  take  place.  He  begged, 
then,  to  say,  that  in  his  view  of  the  law, 
whenever  a  constable  saw  any  act  done, 
or  heard  language,  the  immediate  ten- 
dency of  which  waa  to  lead  to  a  breach  of 
the  peace,  it  was  his  business  to  watch 
f^nd  take  caret  that  no  such  breach  was 
committed }  and  it  might  become  his  im- 
perative duty  to  interfere  at  once  to  pre* 
veatits  but  if  he  did  so,  it  was  on  bis 
own  responsibility.     He  should  be  sorry 
to  see  revived  the  old  proceedings  which 
tended  to  put  down  public  opinion  ;  but 
wkoD  he  saw  a  constable  acting  in  a  way 
which  the  eeidict  of  a  jury  had  sanctioned, 
be  tbougbt  the  House  ought  not  to  Inter* 
fere.     Under   these    circumataaees,   ha 
truated  the  House  would  feel  that  this 
waa  not  a  case  for  the  interference  of  their 
inquisitorial  powers  in  calling  for  papers 
of  ibis  deaeriptioD. 

Mr.  0*CimueU  said,  it  atruek  him  that 
the  party  in  question  had  been  aecused  of 
one  offence  and  oonvicted  of  another.  The 
charge  made  against  him  was  for  using 
seditions  language,  and  the  depositions 
were  neoesaary  to  hear  what  it  really  was. 
He  most  repudiate  the  doctrine  that  a 
oonalable  was  to  decide  whether  language 
vaa  aeditieus  or  not.  This  party  was 
fcwod  guiliy  of  altendiog  a  seditious  as« 


sembly:  but  that  was  not  the  original 
charge ;  that  waa  made  after  Mason  had 
charged  the  opposite  party.  The  first 
person  who  comroencea  the  violence  was 
the  constable.  How  could  the  meeting 
be  called  an  unlawful  one?  Would  it  be 
permitted,  if  a  number  of  gentlemen  as- 
sembled together  to  discuss  any  public 
question,  for  any  constable,  how  strong 
soever  the  language  used  might  Im,  to  in- 
terfere ?  He  should  therefore  support  the 
motion  for  a  copy  of  the  depositions ;  but 
should  advise  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw 
the  part  relative  to  the  names  of  the  ma- 
gistrates and  jurymen. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  had 
thrown  over  one  part  of  the  motion,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  himself  had 
thrown  over  another ;  and  with  respect  to 
the  depositions,  what  had  they  to  do  with 
the  trial  ?  On  the  whole,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  they  had  not  evidence  before 
them  even  for  the  hypothesis  that  the 
constable  had  executed  his  duty.  Upon 
those  grounds  he  should  oppose  the  mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  T.  Duneambe  would  not  press  for 
the  names  of  the  magistrates  or  jurymen. 

The  iSfoItotler- Genera/  said,  there  ooald 
be  no  other  object  to  be  attained  by  thia 
motion  than  to  cast  a  censure  on  the  ma- 
gistrates and  jurymen.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cookermouth  said 
that  that  House  ought  to  be  a  court  of 
appeal.  If  there  were  any  real  grievance 
that  House  waa  the  place  where  it  onght 
to  be  made  known }  but  he  protested 
against  the  doctrine  of  that  House  being 
made  a  court  of  appeal  on  the  decision  of 
a  judge  or  jury  in  any  matter  civil  or  eri- 
minal, — that  House  was  wholly  incom- 
petent to  such  an  object ;  and  it  was  be* 
cause  this  was  intended  as  an  appeal 
against  the  deoiaion  of  the  roagistratea 
and  the  jury  that  he  now  objected  to  this 
motion.  Upon  what  ground  wu  it  made  ? 
Take  the  petition,  which,  as  he  had  under- 
stood, was  presented  to  the  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Memberfor  Finsbury  disclaimed 
any  intention  of  bringing  chargea  against 
the  magistrates,  the  ohairman,  or  the  jury, 
he  declared  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
ask  for  the  names  of  the  jury,  or  the  ma- 
gistrates, or  the  chairman,  but  yet  what 
did  the  petition  say  ?  It  proceeded  in  these 
words : — • 

^*  That  your  petitioiiers  are  fblly  convinced^ 
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from  the  proceedings  connected  with  the  trial, 
that  the  prosecutors^  and  the  magistracy,  and 
the  jury  who  were  sworn  to  return  a  verdict  in 
accordance  with  the  eridence,  were  influenced 
more  by  factious  moti?es  than  a  strict  regard 
to  equity." 

Now,  he  would  ask  with  what  view  was 
the  Houae  of  Commons  called  upon  to 
agree  to  this  motion  ?  It  was  said  that 
there  existed  no  iotentioo  of  proooancing 
censure  upon  either  the  magistrates,  the 
chairman,  or  the  jury ;  then  with  what 
view  was  the  question  raised  ?  In  order, 
it  was  said,  that  an  inquiry  might  be  in- 
stituted ;  but  he  professed  himself  at  a 
loss  to  discover  how  a  case  even  for  inquiry 
had  been  made  out.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Cork  county  had 
told  the  House  that  he  was  not  in  posses- 
sion of  any  information  on  the  subject, 
and  so  had  almost  every  Member  who 
addressed  the  House  ;  he  would,  therefore, 
just  briefly  state,  that  the  first  count  in 
the  indictment  charged  the  prisoners  with 
having  created  a  riot ;  the  second,  with 
holding  an  unlawful  assembly ;  the  third, 
with  assaulting  a  constable  in  the  execu- 
tion of  his  duty ;  the  fourth  with  a  com- 
mon assault.  Upon  the  question  of  law 
to  which  this  trial  gave  rise  the  chairman 
pronounced  a  judicial  opinion,  and  surely 
it  would  not  now  be  maintained  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  wished  the 
House  of  Commons  to  pronounce  a  cen- 
sure upon  that,  for,  if  such  were  his  wish, 
why  should  he  disclaim  it?  The  hon. 
Member  said,  he  did  not  complain  of  the 
chairman  or  any  one  concerned,  yet  he 
presented  a  petition  preferring  charges 
against  all  concerned,  he  got  that  petition 
printed  with  the  votes,  and  he  founded  a 
motion  upon  it.  Each  of  the  charges  in 
the  petition  were  gone  through  and  denied, 
and  after  giving  up  every  one  of  the 
papers  which  he  demanded  in  the  first 
instance,  he  then  asked  for  the  depositions. 
What  could  the  production  of  the  deposi- 
tions efiPect?  No  practical  result  could  be 
obtained  from  any  papers  except  the  chair- 
man's notes ;  for  those,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  ask.  If  the  House  went 
into  an  inquiry,  the  depositions  would  be 
wholly  immaterial.  It  was  suggested,  that 
if  the  depositions  were  produced  they 
would  show  the  grounds  of  the  committal ; 
but  of  what  importance  would  the  grounds 
of  the  committal  be  after  the  question  had 
gone  before  a  grand  jury?  After  they 
had  investigated  the  question,  after  they 


had  found  a  true  bill,  after  the  prisoner! 
had  been  tried,  nay,  after  they  had  been 
convicted,  of  what  possible  use  coold  the 
depositions  be  ?  No  censure,  no  suspicioa 
ever  could  rest  upon  the  chairman,  upon 
the  magistrates,  or  upon  the  jury.  What 
advantage  could  result  from  agreeing  to  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  ? 
Mr.  Shell  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Finsbury  did  not  mean  to 
cast  any  imputation  upon  the  chairman, 
the  magistrates,  or  the  jury ;  neither  had 
the  motion  which  he  brought  forward  been 
founded  upon  the  petition,  as  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor-general. 
The  petition  was  not  once  mentioned  in 
his  notice  of  motion.  What,  then,  would 
be  the  advantage  of  producing  those 
papers?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary  admitted  that  a  constable 
in  the  performance  of  his  duty  had  exer- 
cised some  discretion;  that  he  had  re- 
ceived an  impression  from  overt  acta,  or 
from  words,  that  a  certain  meeting  was  an 
unlawful  assembly,  and  he  interfered  to 
disperse  that  assembly  without  the  au- 
thority of  a  magistrate.  It  was  true  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  say  that  the 
constable  was  justified  in  taking  such  a 
course;  but  he  would  ask  were  the  cir- 
cumstances of  such  a  nature  as  to  call  for 
the  approbation  of  the  Government  ?  On 
the  contrary,  the  Attorney-general  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  inexpedient  for  con- 
stables thus  to  interfere.  Was  it  not,  then, 
pushing  the  power  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment to  a  great  length,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  refuse  the  production 
of  the  papers  ?  SummumjuSf  sunma  tn- 
juria.  If  the  doctrine  now  insisted 
upon  were  to  prevail  no  public 
meeting  could  be  held  without  such 
meeting  being  liable  to  dispersion  at  the 
will  of  a  constable.  Suppose  10,000  per- 
sons were  assembled  upon  any  occasion  ; 
suppose  a  constable — an  ignorant  man, 
but  one  anxious  to  do  his  duty— heard  or 
witnessed  that  which  he  conceived  to  be 
illegal,  and  thereupon  he  dispersed  the 
meeting  ex  tneromotu :  the  question  came 
to  be  tried,  not  before  any  one  of  the 
judges  of  the  land,  but  before  an  inferior 
tribunal ;  and  such  being  the  facta  of  the 
case,  it  would  surely  be  inferred  by  the 
country  that  the  refusal  to  grant  papers 
was  a  retrospective  ratification  of  the 
course  of  proceeding  adopted  by  the  con- 
stable. An  assembly  might  be  unlawful, 
i  but  it  would  be  most  unMlvisabk  to  give 
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to  constables  the  power  of  judging  with 
regard  to  that  unlawfulness,  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  agree  with  him,  that  to 
grant  the  depositions  in  such  a  case  as 
the  present  would  not  be  understood  to 
imply  any  censure  upon  the  judge  or  the 
jury.  If  the  papers  were  granted  it  would 
be  received  as  an  expression  of  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  of  Commons  that  pub- 
lie  meetings  ought  not  to  be  dispersed  by 
the  authority  of  constables ;  but,  if  they 
were  refused,  an  opposite  inference  must 
be  drawn. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the  House 
bad  not  attended  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  motion  had  originated.  It  was  origin- 
ally founded  upon  the  petition,  and  the 
hon.  Member  mo?ed  that  the  petition  be 
printed,  in  order,  as  his  original  notice 
stated,  that  he  should  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  prayer  of  that  petition, 
and  induce  the  House  to  consent  to  a  mo- 
tion for  the  production  of  these  papers, 
on  the  ground  that  the  judge,  the  jury, 
and  the  magistrates  were  influenced  by 
factious  motives  rather  than  a  strict  regard 
for  equity.  Let  any  hon.  Member  com- 
pare the  original  notice  with  the  present 
motion,  and  he  would  find  that  it  had 
dwindled  down  almost  to  nothing;  but 
yet,  if  the  House  agreed  to  the  motion,  it 
would  amount  to  saying  that  the  verdict 
bad  been  given  against  evidence.  That 
allegation,  in  fact,  constituted  the  first 
charge.  The  second,  as  already  stated, 
accused  the  jury,  the  judge,  and  the  ma- 
gistrates with  being  influenced  by  factious 
motives ;  the  third  paragraph  of  the  peti- 
tion asserted  the  innocence  of  the  ac- 
cused ;  and  the  fourth  was  as  follows : — 

"  That  previous  to  the  chairman  of  the  ses- 
sions summing  up  the  evidence,  he  and  two  of 
the  jurymen  left  the  court  by  the  same  door ; 
and,  after  being  absent  for  some  time,  the 
chairman  and  one  of  the  jurymen  returned  to- 
gether, the  other  immediately  following,  which 
circumstance  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  trans- 
pire in  any  court  of  justice,  it  being  palpably 
indicative  of  unfairness,  if  not  injustice,  to- 
wards the  accused.  '* 

That  statement  was  most  positively 
denied.  Though  the  departures  from 
coort  were  simultaneous,  it  was  a  cir- 
cumstance purely  accidental.  Every 
one  of  the  charges  had  been  aban* 
dooed  excepting  one,  and  that  was  not 
contained  in  the  petition.  As  to  the 
chairman  of  the  quarter  sessions,  he  had 
not  the  honour  of  his  acquaintance,  and 


had  never  even  seen  him,  but  had  always 
heard  his  name  mentioned  with  the  high* 
est  esteem,  and  believed,  that  his  services 
in  the  administration  of  justice  (as  had 
been  handsomely  acknowledged  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  StaSbnishire)  were 
highly  appreciated  in  the  county.  That 
the  House  of  Commons  had  not  jurisdic- 
tion in  any  case  to  inquire  into  the  admin- 
istration of  justice,  he  could  not  lay  down, 
neither  could  he  undertake  to  define  that 
jurisdiction,  though,  'assuredly,  if  there 
were  reason  to  believe,  that  a  chairman 
had  been  tampering  with  the  jury,  there 
might  be  ground  for  intervention ;  but 
nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  than,  on 
light  grounds,  to  interfere  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  and  set  up  the 
House  as  a  court  of  appeal  from  juries. 
As  to  calling  for  the  names  of  the  jury- 
men, the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury's  own 
good  sense  induced  him  to  withdraw  so  very 
monstrous  a  proposition.  The  most  ob- 
servable thing  was,  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  called  for  the  names  of  all  the  parties 
concerned  in  the  matter  except  the  very 
person  who  had  just  the  greatest  concern 
in  it — viz.,  the  constable.  And  as  to  the 
charge  against  the  constable,  what  was 
there  to  sustain  it  ?  With  regard  to  what 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Minister  for  the 
Home  Department,  had  said,  he  had  not 
understood  him  to  lay  down  any  doctrine 
abstractedly.  Surely  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  done  nothing  more  than  refer  to  the 
circumstances  of  this  particular  case. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  would  not,  of  course, 
lay  down  in  that  House,  without  any  deli- 
beration, what  were  absolutely  the  duties 
of  the  constabulary  in  a  most  difficult 
class  of  cases.  In  the  present  case  (which 
was  all  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
meant  to  advert  to),  the  constable  had 
certainly  performed  a  part  very  doubtful, 
as  all  cases  of  the  sort  must  be  doubtful, 
till  set  at  rest,  as  this  had  been,  by  the 
verdict  of  a  court  of  justice.  The  jury 
had  found,  that  the  meeting  was  an  ille- 
gal one,  and  thus  had  justified  the  man's 
conduct.  There  had  been,  too,  more  than 
one  appeal  to  law  ;  the  party  complaining 
had  brought  his  action  for  the  assault  (of 
which  nothing  had  been  said),  and  that 
action  had  been  dismissed.  Why  should 
not,  then,  the  decisions  of  a  court  of  law 
be  deemed  sufficient?  It  would  never 
do,  certainly,  for  the  House  to  interfere, 
till  all  legal  means  had  been  exhausted; 
and  if  once  the  House  adopted  the  princi- 
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pie  of  itHUtfmngt  to  c«iM  to  flight,  with 
the  judgiiiiciitt  of  oottrti  of  law,  depend 
upon  It,  there  woald  not  be  one  nifrbt 
wtthont  fome  caee  of  the  tort  being 
brought  forward,  for  to  the  end  of  the 
world,  lotiog  partiet  would  be  dittaiitfied 
with  verdictt.  Oo  thete  groandt,  then, 
he  hoped,  thtt  to  maintain  intact  the 
great  principlet  of  law,  the  Hoote  would 
negatife  decidedl j  a  propotitioo  to  fraoght 
widi  danger  to  the  admioittratioo  of  jatt* 
ieein  thit  country. 

Viteount  PaimenUm  agreed  in  the  pro- 
priety of  the  general  principle,  that  that 
Hoote  ought  not  in  any  way  to  interfere 
with  the  deciiiont  of  courtt  of  j  os  tice ;  but 
it  wat  alto  admitted  that  catet  might  occur, 
of  which  it  was  fiitingthattooie  notice  thonid 
be  taken  in  that  Honte ;  and  not  long  ago 
it  had  been  laid  down  by  a  hish  legal  an* 
thority,  one  of  the  jodget  in  Ireland,  that 
the  decttioot  of  courtt  of  justice  ought 
not  to  be  made  the  tubject  of  ditcottion 
by  the  prett ;  but  that  partiet  aggriered 
thould  either  apply  to  the  Executire,  or 
addrett  themteWet  to  Parliament.    In  the 

Cwotcate  he  underttood  application  had 
n  made  to  the  Executire:  the  right 
hen.  Baronet  had  mora  or  lett  carefully 
ooMidered  the  cate,  and  had  decided  that 
there  wat  no  ground  for  the  application. 
Well,  then,  they  had  the  higbett  legal 
authority  in  another  pert  of  the  kingdom 
for  thb  application  to  the  Houte.  Hit 
opioMO  wat,  that  the  quettiont  which  had 
been  mooted  in  thit  debate  rendered  it 
eapedient  that  the  papert  tbould  be  pro- 
duced :  it  wat  taid  that  a  conttable  might 
act  on  hit  own  retpontibilitv  in  interrupt* 
ing  a  public  meeting,  and  that  if  it  turned 
out  that  he  had  mittaken  hit  duty,  then 
he  wat  liable  to  an  action.  That  doctrine 
put  him  in  mind  of  a  ttory  of  a  party  of 
gentlemen  playing  at  cardt,  one  of  whom 
belitfing  that  one  of  hit  opponentt  had 
an  ace  of  tpadet  coocealed  under  hit 
hand,  took  a  fork,  and  with  it  pinned  hit 
hand  to  the  table,  taying,  *'  If  you  have 
not  the  ace  of  tpadet  under  your  hand  I 
beg  your  pardon."  He  tuppoted  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  tay  that  thit  card-play- 
tiig  gentleman  wat  juttified  in  acting  upon 
bit  own  retpootibility  in  tticking  the  fork 
into  hit  opponent't  hanil,  io  the  tame  way 
at  they  were  told  a  conttable  would  be 
juttifled  in  acting  oo  bit  own  retpontibility. 
lie,  however,  did  not  deny  that  when  any 
oonduet  wat  being  recommended  or  purtu- 
'^  and  directly  tending  to  a  breach 


of  the  peace,  not  only  an  officer,  bat  any 
one,  would  be  juatiicd  io  inteilering ;  but 
he  underttood  that  at  thit  meeting  doe* 
trinea,  oertmnly,  in  hit  opinion,  highly 
otjectkmable  were  advocated;  that  the 
proceedingi  oootttled  entirely  in  the  piw- 
mulgation  of  mere  abstract  opiniont  upon 
the  queetion  of  the  repreaentative  tyttem 
in  that  Houae,  and  upon  the  eobject  of 
waget;  nothing,  therefore,  to  jotlily  any 
interference  on  the  part  of  a  conttable. 
He  thought,  under  all  the  cirenmttan- 
cet,  that  there  was  a  tuflident  ground 
for  inquiry,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
objectiont  to  the  motion  were  very  eontia- 
tent,  for,  firat,  it  wat  taid  that  the  motion 
could  not  be  agreed  to  becaute  it  waa  too 
comprehensive;  and,  teoondly,  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  agreed  to  becante  it  had 
dwindled  down  to  nothing. 

Mr.  VUlUrt  admitted  the  evil  of  tvC 
fering  illiterate  men  to  Im  expoondert  of 
law ;  but,  in  thit  cate,  a  chairman  of 
Semmnt  and  a  jury  had  juttified  the  coq« 
ttal>le  whote  conduct  wat  in  queetion. 
But  that,  in  hit  opinkMi,  made  the  cnte  of 
bis  hon.  Friend  still  ttronger  for  hit  ap* 
plication  to  have  the  depotitioat  prodoced ; 
for,  at  he  had  now  framed  hit  motkNi, 
there  wat  ho  question  of  the  mode  In 
which  the  law  had  been  admioitterad,  or 
any  appeal  to  thit  Honte  from  a  verdict  of 
the  court,  but  timply  a  reqnettto  have  the 
depotitiont  on  which  the  pritODet  wat 
committed  produced,  which  waa  infinme 
tion  that  wat  peculiarly  interesting  for 
them  at  thit  time  to  potteat,  for  the  At- 
tomey-general  tayt,  tbat  th«re  are  many 
lawt  which  he  thonid  be  torry  to  tee  con« 
ttrued  ttrictly,  and  hit  hon.  Frieiid  tavt, 
that  if  the  prltoner  wat  convicted  properly, 
the  law  it  io  a  tingnlar  aute.  For  their 
information,  therefore,  ae  a  legialatlve 
body,  it  wat  important  that  they  thould 
know  under  what  circumttanret  thtt  per- 
ton  had  been  indicted  and  aubtequently 
convicted,  and  how  far  meetings  to  ditcuta 
political  quettiont  might  Im  held,  or 
might  be  interrupted ;  for  if  the  law,  at  it 
had  been  conttrued  at  these  tettiont,  wat 
known,  it  might  prevent  viobtwnt  of  it 
in  future ;  and  if  it  wat  bad  or  improper 
to  continue  it,  thit  Houte  might  detira  to 
know  that,  with  the  view  to  alter  it.  Rait- 
ing, therefore,  at  it  did,  the  qnettion  of 
the  law,  at  it  might  be  then  enforced,  he 
thould  vote  for  the  depoeitiona  being  pro- 
duced, ae  the  bett  evidence  they  coold 
get  of  the  matter. 
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Mr.  Ewart  diougbt  a  constable  was  not  i 
a  proper  party  to  decide  as  to  the  unlaw- 
falnesi  of  a  meeting.  In  the  Manchester 
cast  the  people  had  implements  calculated 
to  excite  terror  in  the  people,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Bailey  had  laid  it  down  at  York, 
that  there  must  be  something  to  terrify 
the  people  before  a  meeting  could  be  said 
to  be  unlawful ;  but  at  the  meeting  alluded 
to  on  the  present  occasion,  there  were  no 
implements  calculated  to  eicite  terror. 

Mr.  M.  Phihpi  denied  that  there  were 
arms  at  the  Manchester  meeting.  It  might 
appear  in  evidence  that  there  were,  but 
sach  was  not  the  case;  there  were  no 
arms;  nothing  but  flags.  With  respect 
to  the  present  motion,  be  must  say,  that 
he  did  not  think  a  constable  a  fit  person 
to  judge  of  the  legality  of  a  meeting. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question  :-^Aye8  1 16  ;«^ 
Noes  32 :  Majority  84. 
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Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremaotle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


List  of  the  Noss 


O'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Conor,  Don 
Palmersion,  Visct. 
Philips,  M. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Yorke,  U.  R. 

TELLEHS. 

Doncombe,  T. 
Hawes,  B. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
BowriDg,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,- hon.  W. 
Bryan,  G. 
BuUer,  C. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Gr  isvenor.  Lord  R. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Home,  J. 
Humphrey,  AM. 

Order  for  committee  read. 
On  the  Question  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  toe  Chair, 

Distress  (Ireland).]  Mr.  S. 
Crawford  said,  he  was  very  unwilling 
to  interpose  any  obstacle  to  going  into 
supply,  but  he  felt  called  upon  to 
take  the  course  which  he  now  did  in  con- 
sequence of  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  admitted,  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  had  always  treated  him  with 
courtesy,  but  he  could  not  accept  of  anv 
courtesy,  at  the  expense  of  the  cauae  which 
he  advocated.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
on  a  late  occasion  said,  with  reference  to 
the  English  Poor-law,  that  not  more  than 
one-fifth  of  the  poor  bad  been  relieved 
inside  the  workhouse;  and  it  had  been 
admitted,  that  a  law  to  give  relief  only  ia 
the  workhouses  was  onjutt  and  opprfsaiva 
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to  thepoon  He  beg^  to  remind  the 
Hooie  that  Ireland  was  under  the  opera- 
tion of  sQch  a  Poor-law,  and  he  wished  to 
know  why  some  relaxation  of  the  law  had 
not  been  made  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  admitted,  that  the  commissioneri 
in  England  had  made  some  discretionary 
power  in  administering  relief;  but  in  Ireland 
the  commissioners  could  give  no  other  relief 
than  relief  in  the  workhouse.  On  a  former 
occasion  he  had  made  various  statements 
with  regard  to  the  distress  of  the  poor,  and 
he  apprehended  Government  would  not 
deny  that  great  distress  existed  in  Ireland, 
Since  that  time  he  had  found  a  confirma. 
tion  of  the  distress  in  a  document  signed 
by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Hughes*  of  Clare-Morris, 
describing  the  distress  that  existed  in  his 
district.  It  appeared  from  this  document, 
that  in  that  district  there  were  nearly  500 
families  in  a  state  of  destitution,  sub- 
sisting chiefly  on  the  charity  of  their  neigh- 
bours. In  other  parts  the  poor  were  de- 
scribed as  subsisting  on  green  weeds  and 
inferior  flour,  the  consequence  of  which 
was  that  dysentery  prevailed  among  them 
to  a  lamentable  extent.  He  had  been 
informed  that  neither  the  distress  of  1831, 
nor  thst  of  1835,  was  at  all  to  be  com- 

K-ed  with  that  which  at  present  existed, 
e  distress  in  Belfast  was  described  to 
him  as  very  great,  and  likely  to  increase. 
In  Belfast  the  diatress  was  confined  chiefly 
to  the  working  classes  and  manufactures, 
bat  in  other  parts  in  Ireland  great  distress 
also  existed  among  the  agricultural  popu- 
lation. It  was  said  that  the  Corn-law 
bad  been  beneficial  to  Ireland ;  but  how 
could  this  be  the  case,  when  they  saw  that 
such  distress  prevailed  in  the  agricultural 
parishes?  In  his  opinion  the  Corn-law 
had  been  productive  of  great  evil  in  Ire* 
land ;  it  had  taught  landlords  to  depend 
on  high  prices ;  while,  if  there  had  been 
no  Corn-law,  they  would  not  have  had 
those  high  prices  to  depend  on,  but  would 
have  taken  some  other  means  to  raise  the 
value  of  their  land.  The  effect  of  the 
Corn-laws  in  Ireland  was  to  produce  the 
greatest  possible  stagnation  in  its  manu- 
factures ;  and  his  firmest  conviction  was, 
that  nothing  could  tend  so  much  to  the 
promotion  of  those  as  the  abolition  of 
those  laws.  He  attributed  much  of  the 
evil  existing  in  Ireland  to  the  mal-admi- 
nistration  of  the  Poor-laws ;  but  that  evil 
was  greatly  aggravated  by  the  bad  ma- 
nagement of  the  landlords.  The  bad 
^enl  of  the  law  between  landlord 


and  tenant  bad  a  moat  injurioaa  eflect, 
and  still  more  bad  the  dealing!  of  the 
landlords  as  individuals.  One  of  the 
effects  of  the  establishment  of  the  Poor- 
laws  in  Ireland  had  been  to  cbedc  the  be- 
nevolence of  voluntary  associations.  The 
committioners  of  the  Poor.Iawa  seemed 
to  set  their  faces  against  the  voluntary 
system.  There  was  another  evil  connected 
with  those  laws— the  transmission  of  Irish 
paupers  from  England  to  Ireland.  Men 
who  had  been  ten  or  twenty  years  in 
England,  when  removed  to  Ireland,  had 
no  place  of  settlement.  They  were  re- 
moved there  and  then  left  to  starve,  or 
else  they  were  sent  back  again  to  England, 
and  after  that  sent  to  and  fro,  without  any 
fixed  locality.  The  powers  of  the  com- 
missioners oaght  to  be  such  as  to  place 
these  persons  in  a  better  situation.  He 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  Hoase  the 
consideration  what  was  to  be  done  with 
these  poor  persons,  placed  as  they  were 
under  the  dreadful  circumstances  he  had 
stated.  The  Irish  Poor-law  was  an  expe- 
riment, and  it  had  been  sufficiently  proved 
not  to  have  succeeded.  His  wish  was  to 
prevail  on  the  Government  to  re-consider 
that  law.  He  was  willing  to  bear  any 
additional  tax  which  might  be  required  to 
effect  the  object  he  sought  to  obtam^  and 
he  hoped  there  would  hb  no  objection  to 
the  motion  he  had  to  propose.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving,  as  an 
amendment,  a  resolution, — 

^  That  the  distressed  sute  of  Ireland  re« 
quires  the  immediate  attention  of  the  House 
and  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  with  a  view 
to  devise  and  adopt  such  measures  as  may  he 
advisable  under  tlie  present  circumstaocci  of 
the  extreme  destitution  of  the  working  classes 
in  that  country.'^ 

Mr.  Fie((toi  seconded  the  motion. 

Lord  EHot  gave  the  fullest  credit  to  the 
hoii.  Member  for  Rochdale  for  the  object 
which  he  wu  desirous  to  attain  by  the 
amendment  he  had  proposed,  and  it  would 
be  a  mark  of  disrespect  if  he  did  not  offer 
a  few  observations  m  reply.  At  the  same 
time  he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  woold 
believe  that  the  Irish  Government  were 
equally  anxious  with  himself  to  attend  to 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  bad  made 
the  subject  of  his  obeervationa.  It  woold, 
ondoubtedly,  be  a  very  easv  and  cheap 
mode  of  meeting  the  aiScolties  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  pointed  out  by  applying 
the  public  reeonreea  in  aid  of  the  die- 
tresses  of  the  coantrys  but  while  the 
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Government  were  bound  to  aid  all  public 
works,  they  were  at  the  same  time  equally 
bound  not  to  go  too  far.  It  was  in- 
cumbent on  them  not  to  check  charity 
and  private  benevolence.  The  Irish  Go- 
vernment had  endeavoured  to  do  what 
the  exigency  of  the  case  required.  Allusion 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  to 
the  Corn-laws.  It  was  far  from  his  in- 
tention to  go  into  any  details  upon  that 
subject,  but  since  he  had  resided  in  Ire- 
land, he  had  made  inquiries  of  persons  of 
authority,  who  well  knew  the  situation  of 
Ireland,  and  the  reports  he  had  received 
were  not  such  as  to  inspire  anything  like 
despondency.  On  the  contrary,  he  be- 
lieved there  was  a  general  improvement 
in  the  condition  of  the  people.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  distress  which  existed 
was  anything  more  than  that  partial  dis. 
tress  which  bad  almost  every  year  pre- 
vailed. So  long  as  the  population  de- 
pended almost  entirely  upon  potatoes  for 
existence,  he  was  afraid  that  periods  of 
distress  could  not  be  avoided.  He  be- 
lieved that  in  a  few  years  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  not  depend  upon  potatoes 
for  subsistence.  Meal  was  now  becoming  a 
part  of  their  food.  He  had  received  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Griffiths,  who  had  been 
for  ten  years  employed  as  a  valuator  in 
Ireland,  and  he  said,  in  answer  to  ques- 
tions which  had  been  put  to  him,  that  he 
considered  the  people  were  gradually  and 
steadily  progressing  in  civilization  and 
comforts,  and  that  in  the  south  and  south- 
western districts  of  Ireland  the  system  of 
drainage  of  the  lands,  and  the  improved 
method  of  tillage,  held  out  a  prospect  of 
considerable  benefit  for  the  future.  The 
communications  of  the  surveyor  of  Ireland 
authenticated  this  anticipated  result.  These 
accounts  were  supported  by  men  of  re- 
spectability, and  of  all  political  opinions. 
He  was,  therefore,  not  speaking  without 
authority  when  he  stated  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  in  Ireland  was  gradually 
improving.  With  regard  to  the  Poor-law, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  been  deprived 
of  the  advantages  of  voluntary  benevo- 
lence by  this  law.  He  would  merely 
observe,  that  no  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  people  had  been  at  all  curtailed.  It 
would  be  rash  to  say  that  relief  should  be 
given  to  every  poor  man  in  Ireland,  but 
the  regulation  was,  that  assistance  and 
relief  should  be  given  to  the  aged,  the 
infirm,  and  the  impotent.  That  had  been 
VOL.LXV.    {5SJ} 


practically  the  case.  He  hoped  that  the 
power  of  giving  out-door  relief  in  Ireland 
would  never  be  conceded  by  parliament ; 
such  a  change  would  be  attended  with  the 
most  dangerous  consequences;  in  that 
case,  many  of  the  evils  which  had  pre- 
vailed, and  were  still  prevalent  in  Eng- 
land, would  be  introduced  into  Ireland. 
In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  add  his  testi- 
mony to  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  who 
had  only  paid  a  just  tribute  to  the  patience 
and  forbearance  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
under  their  privations. 

Major  Bryan  was  understood  to  say, 
that  in  the  district  with  which  he  was 
particularly  connected  (Kilkenny)  he  never 
knew  the  distress  to  be  more  extensive 
than  at  present. 

Lord  Eliot  did  not  deny,  that  the  distress 
was  severe  in  some  particular  localities, 
but  he  believed  it  had  arisen  from  the 
failure  of  the  potato  crop. 

Mr.  F.  French  said,  the  Poor-law  had 
been  forced  on  Ireland  by  an  English 
majority,  and  he  was  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  the  subject 
fully  before  the  House  in  the  course  of 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament.  He 
thought  it  strange  that  the  administration 
of  the  Poor-law  in  Ireland  should  be  con- 
tinued in  the  hands  of  a  person  who  esti- 
mated the  expense  of  its  working  at 
300,000/.,  while  the  cost  in  reality  had 
been  1 ,300,000/. 

Mr.  CConnell  did  not  think  any  good 
object  could  be  attained  by  continuing 
the  present  discussion.  He  felt  greatly 
obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend  for  the  patrio- 
tism and  humanity  which  he  had  evinced 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  he  would  ask, 
what  could  possibly  result  from  the  suc- 
cess of  his  motion  ?  At  this  late  period 
of  the  Session,  the  House  could  do  little 
but  express  its  sympathy  and  sorrow  for 
the  situation  of  Ireland.  He  considered 
the  Poor-law  inapplicable  to  the  situation 
of  that  country ;  but  if  they  were  to  have 
a  Poor-law,  he  should  certainly  prefer 
out-door  relief  to  its  being  confined  merely 
to  a  state  of  imprisonment  in  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  had  afforded  him  some 
consolation  by  his  prophecy  of  future 
amelioration,  and  of  the  improvements 
gradually  taking  place  in  Ireland.  This, 
however,  was  neither  the  first  nor  the 
tenth  time  when  such  prophecies  had  been 
made.  The  committee  of  1830  held  out 
a  most  splendid  prospect  of  the  improve- 
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menu  in  agriculture — tbey  gaTe  a  com- 
plete view  of  a  land  of  promiee,  of  a  ter- 
restrial paradise,  and  yet  two  years 
afterwards,  when  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  enumerated  and  classified,  it  ap- 
peared there  were  not  less  than  2,300j000 
paupers  returned.  He  contended  that  the 
evils  of  Ireland  were  to  be  traced  to  bad 
Government.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
result  would  have  been  different  if  the  43rd 
of  Elizabeth  had  been  extended  to  Ireland. 
But  how  was  that  Queen  employed? 
According  to  Spenser  she  was  employed  in 
destroying,  year  after  year,  the  harvests  of 
Ireland — her  troops  went  from  county  to 
county,  as  the  harvest  was  coming  on,  for 
the  purpose  of  totally  annihilating  it, 
until  by  the  force  of  sheer  famine  the  sub- 
jugation of  Ireland  was  complete.  To 
imagine  a  poor  law  applied  to  Ireland  in 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  would  be  a  stretch 
of  imagination  far  beyond  that  of  a  poet. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  imagine  that 
the  present  distress  was  not  so  great  as 
that  which  formerly  existed.  He  begged 
to  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  be  was  com- 
pletely mistaken  on  that  point.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Kilkennv  county,  as  a  resident  landlord, 
was  perfectly  acquainted  with  the  state  of 
the  Irish  poor.  Few  landlords  could  have 
greater  claims  on  their  gratitude,  and  he 
said  that  he  had  never  known  the  distress 
so  terrific  as  at  present.  At  some  periods 
there  had  certamly  been  less  provisions ; 
but  the  distress  now  arose  from  the  toial 
want  of  employment,  and  the  consequent 
want  of  wages.  He  was  bound  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  conduct  of  the  present 
Irish  Government  on  this  occasion.  They 
had  evinced  the  greatest  promptness  and 
readiness  to  relieve  the  distress  which  ex- 
isted ;  and  he  mentioned  this  without  the 
slightest  hesitation  or  reluctance.  Some 
of  the  features  of  the  present  Pooi^law 
were  of  terrific  import.  There  wu  scarcely 
an  able-bodied  man  in  any  of  the  poor- 
houses  in  Ireland.  There  was  not  one  in 
the  bouse  in  Cork  or  Dublin.  But  what 
was  taking  place  ?  Formerly  young  men 
remained  at  home  rather  than  emigrate  to 
places  where  they  could  obtain  greater 
wages,  in  order  that  thev  might  support 
their  mother  or  unmarried  sisters.  Now, 
however,  a  man's  family  could  not  go  into 
the  workhouse  unless  he  accompanied 
them.  The  consequence  was,  that  many 
men  absconded,  leaving  misery  accumula* 
ting  in  the  poor-houses  without  the  possi- 


bility of  redress.  There  was  aomethiog 
essentially  wrong  in  the  state  of  that 
country,  which  toe  Poor-laws  would  not 
remedy ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that,  when 
the  rate  came  to  be  levied,  it  would  be  met 
by  a  more  determined  and  strenuovs  re* 
sistaoce  than  any  regulation  that  bad  ever 
been  enforced  in  that  country.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  had  attained  his  object  in 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
subject,  and  he  respectfully  advised  him  to 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  S.  Crawford  would  not  divide  the 
House. 

Amendment  by  leave  withdrawn. 

On  the  question  being  again  put, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  since  the  House 
had  last  met  there  had  been  a  meeting  of 
some  thousands  of  his  constituents,  who 
had  asked  him  to  do  what  he  could  to  ob- 
tain relief  for  their  distresses.  He  bad 
endeavoured  to  prevail  on  the  Government 
to  apply  a  proper  remedy,  and  bad  failed. 
He  had  not  been  able  to  obtain  that  which 
would  afford  relief,  viz.,  a  free-trade  in 
corn.  He  hoped  that  in  the  recess  Go* 
vernment  would  endeavour  to  guard 
against  the  evils  which  were  likely  to  arise 
In  Scotland,  in  some  parishes  there  were 
rites  for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  in 
others  there  were  none.  That  part  of  the 
country  deserved  immediate  attention. 
The  letters  which  he  had  received  expressed 
a  degree  of  alarm  and  general  gloom  at 
the  prospect  that  a  large  body  of  that 
hitherto  industrious  population  would  be 
utterly  unemployed. 

SOPPLT— -MlSCELLAVSOOS  EsTI* 

MATES.]    House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  question  that  12,434/.  be 
granted  for  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

Mr.  Hume  objected,  and  referred  to  his 
proposal,  seventeen  yeara  ago,  to  abolish 
the  ofiice  of  Lord- lieutenant*  Aa  it  was 
understood  that  the  present  Lord-lien* 
tenant  was  about  to  be  withdrawn,  he 
hoped  that  the  right  boo.  Baronet  wonld 
appoint  no  successor. 

Sir  R,  Peel:  As  reference  has  been 
made  to  the  Lord^lientenant  of  Ireland,  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that,  ao  hr  from 
there  existing  any  intention  to  withdraw 
my  Doble  Friend,  hia  conduct  baa  met 
with  the  most  decided  approbatioD  of  Go* 
vernment.  He  is  about  to  leave  Ireland, 
it  is  true,  but  only  for  a  short  time,  and 
for  the  recovery  of  bis  health,  which  baa 
suffered  from  too  cloae  appKcatioa  to  tba 
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extra  when  w&nted  ?  The  Syrian  expedi- 
tion, he  thought,  had  been  a  very  improper 
one,  and  at  all  events  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  this  extraordinary  grant,  similar  to 
that  which  had  been,  in  his  opinion,  so 
improperly  awarded  in  the  case  of  the 
*'  untoward"  Navarino  affair. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thought  his  explanation  would  be  deemed 
satisfactory.  Every  one  would  agree  with 
him  that  it  would  be  most  improper,  in 
discussing  a  question  of  this  sort,  to  enter 
at  all  into  the  merits  of  the  policy  in  fur- 
therance of  which,  in  obedience  to  orders 
which  they  disputed  not,  our  gallant  sailors 
had  been  engaged.  The  gallantry  of 
our  troops  or  of  our  sailors  ought  fairly  to 
be  considered  with  reference  to  what  had 
been  the  prevailing  custom  of  warfare. 
That  custom  had  been,  it  was  well  known, 
to  give  a  portion,  at  least,  of  all  captures 
to  the  captors.  Now,  our  soldiers  and 
•ailors  had  stormed  and  carried  Acre  with 
a  skill  and  bravery  which  had  been  the 
admiration  of  Europe,  and  in  the  fortress 
had  been  found  a  great  quantity  of  stores, 
&c.  According  to  the  old  practice  these 
stores  would  have  been  sold  and  the  pro- 
duce distributed  among  the  captors.  As, 
boweyer,  the  goods  were  delivered  along 
with  the  fortress  to  the  power  whose  pro- 
perty they  properly  were,  it  was  thought 
fair  to  give  to  our  brave  seamen  and  sol- 
diers some  compensation  for  the  loss  of 
what  would,  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
have  become  their  lawful  booty.  There 
had  been  many  parallel  cases.  In  fact, 
the  practice  had  been  uniformly  such  as 
he  had  represented,  and  except  in  the  case 
of  Navarino,  where  a  question  of  disobe- 
dience to  orders  arose,  it  had  not  been 
disputed.  On  the  ground  of  precedent 
alone  the  grant  was  quite  justifiable,  but 
when  it  was  considered  that  our  forces  had, 
in  a  few  boors,  taken  a  fortress  which  had 
baffled  the  roost  renowned  and  consum- 
mate generals  of  Europe,  surely  no  one 
could  grudge  these  gratuities.  These  were 
the  circumstances  under  which  he  recom- 
mended the  vote  to  the  House,  and  he  did 
trust,  that  when  they  coottideri'd  the  goi. 
lantry  and  good  conduct  of  our  troo|j«, 
they  would  be  of  opinion  that  this  gratuity 
was  well  deserved. 

Lord  C.  Hamilton  was  of  opinion,  that 
the  placing  those  officers  and  seamen  on 
full  pay  during  a  time  of  peace  was  of 
itself  a  sufficient  remaneration  for  all  their 
services.     He  must  say,  he  thought  it 


rather  curious  that  the  good  condact  and 
courage  of  the  troops  should  be  urged  aa 
a  claim  for  extra  pay.  If  it  were  to  con* 
stitute  such  claim  there  were  soldiers  and 
sailors  in  other  parts  of  the  world  equally 
deserving,  or  if  they  looked  at  home  they 
would  find  plenty  of  operatives  whose  good 
conduct  in  an  alarming  period  of  distress 
merited  every  return  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
that  if  a  gratuity  was  to  be  awarded  at  all, 
those  soldiers  and  sailors  had  the  better 
claim  to  it  who  had  not  had  the  opporta* 
nity  of  distinguishing  themselves,  and 
gaining  the  renown  and  honour  attained 
by  their  comrades  in  Syria.  The  officers 
and  sailors  whose  services  they  were  now 
discussing  had  obtained  the  advantage  of 
achieving  for  themselves  high  honour  and 
distinction.  Those  of  rank  among  then 
bore  on  their  breasts  glittering  marks  of 
the  favour  of  the  Sovereigns  of  Europe. 
Those  in  less  elevated  positions  had 
achieved  a  credit  which  might  be  their 
proudest  boast.  It  was  those  who  were 
absent  from  the  scene  of  such  exploits  who 
were  to  be  pitied,  and  for  whom,  in  hia 
opinion,  they  ought  rather  to  grant  a 
gratuity. 

Captain  Pechell  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  follow  up  his  propoaitioD,  and 
instead  of  consenting  to  reward  our  foteign 
ambassadors  and  attaches,  ahonid  propose 
to  reward  those  noblemen  and  gentlemen 
who  were  disappointed  of  obtaining  anch 
honourable  offices.  The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  desire  that  our  forces  should  only  be 
rewarded  for  the  cannon  and  stores  they 
absolutely  captured.  Let  hon.  Memben 
recollect,  however,  that  the  Government 
always  had  a  good  haul  at  the  priae^money 
before  the  soldien  and  sailors  coold  share 
it,  and  that  it  too  frequently  tamed  ont  a 
miierable  pittance  after  all.  As  for  being 
satisfied  with  their  stare  and  ordera,  how- 
ever much  they  might  be  esteemed,  some* 
thing  more  substantial  waa  required ;  and 
with  respect  to  the  argument  that  fall  pay 
in  peace  was  a  sufficient  reward  for  ser* 
vice,  the  noble  Lord  should  recollect  how 
many  expenses  a  captain  was  pat  to  when 
ho  took  the  command  of  a  ship  of  war. 
Why,  he  was  obliged  to  entertain  ambas- 
sadors and  to  feast  bishops,  jnat  aa  if  he 
was  a  prince  himself.  [^LsatghUr.]  Tlwy 
might  laugh,  hot  there  was  a  vole  on  the 
paper  now  of  93L  for  the  expense  of  car- 
rying the  Bishop  of  Exeter  to  the  Scilly 
Isles.    Who.  he  sboaM  like  to  know,  nn- 
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tertained  the  right  rev.  Prelate  on  his 
passage?  After  all,  the  yote  was  hardly 
worth  the  conversation  it  occasioned. 
When  the  money  came  to  be  divided  it 
would  be  a  very  poor  pittance,  and  cer- 
tainly a  very  inadequate  reward  to  our 
brave  marines  for  all  the  perils  and  dan- 
gers they  had  undergone. 

Sir  Charles  Napier  said,  that  the  ar- 
gument of  the  noble  Lord  was  one  of 
the  most  extraordinary  he  had  ever  heard 
in  or  out  of  the   House.     He  wanted 
to  reward  those  who  were  not  present 
in   Syria  for  no  other  reason  than  be- 
cause they  were  absent.     He  would  not 
propose  a  grant   of  the  description  now 
under  discussion,  but  he  was  not  prepared 
to  vote  against  it.    The  noble  Lord  talked 
of  promotions  and  honours  and  rewards 
being  showered  down  upon  the  officers 
and  men  who  were  in  Syria.    True,  they 
had  been  showered  down,  and  in  a  very 
extraordinary  manner,  by  both  the  late 
and  present  Governments.     But  he  should 
like   to  ask   the    noble  Lord   what  the 
men    who    did    the    service    would    re- 
ceive ?     Why  the  money  would  not  pay 
for  the  clothes  which  those  men  who  were 
obliged  to  act  both  as  soldiers  and  sailors 
had  worn  out  in  the  service.    Their  prize- 
money  would  not  buy  them  a  pair  of 
shoes,  or  a  jacket  and  trousers.     Would 
the   committee   grudge    the    little    they 
were  to  have,  then?     He  did  not  think 
that  the  British  Government  ought  ulti- 
mately to  pay  these  charges ;  they  ought 
to  go  to  the  Turkish  government,  and  get 
this  sum  of  60,000/.  from  them,  and  that 
government   ought  to  think  themselves 
lucky  if  it  got  off  so  cheap.    The  exertions 
of  the  allies  had  restored  to  the  Turks  a 
kingdom ;  and  he  was  sorry  for  it,  for  he 
did  not  think  that  they  deserved  it.    Also, 
a  large  fleet,  of  the  salvage  of  which  this 
sum  of  60,000/.  was  a  part.     He  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  propose  three 
times  this  sum,  and  insist  upon  the  Sultan 
paying  the  money  for  that  fleet  and  all 
the  stores  which  he  got  chiefly  through 
the  bravery  of  the  British.     The  noble 
Lord  had  said  it  was  not  a  war ; — it  was 
very  much  like  one,  as  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington had  said.      It  was  one  of  those 
*<  little  wars"  which  the  late  Government 
had  carried  on,  and  he  did  not  think  that 
60,000/.  was  too  great  a  reward  for  the 
men  who  had  fought  in  it. 


He  found  that  there  were  15,074  men  and 
50  ships  in  the  Mediterranean  at  one  par- 
ticular time,  at  the  beginning  of  the  war. 
Were  they  all  to  share  ?  He  should  like 
to  know  upon  what  plan  the  Government 
intended  to  proceed  in  the  distribution  of 
this  money.  He  belicTed  it  would  turn 
out  that  the  seamen  would  receive  about 
4s.  6c/.  each.  To  call  it  a  reward,  then, 
was  a  mockery. 

Sir  G.    Cockbum  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised at  the  turn  the  debate  had  taken, 
and  particularly  at  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord,  with  whom,  however,  he 
agreed  so  far  as  to  believe  that  the  officers 
and  men  serving  in   Syria,  if  they  had 
known   they   were  to    receive   no   prize- 
money  or  gratuity  whatever,  would  have 
done  their  duty,  and   been  as  bold  and 
brave  as  they  were  on  that  occasion.     It 
was  certainly  most  proper  for  a  nation  like 
this  to  reward  its  officers  and  men  when 
they  had  done  their  duty ;  it  always  had 
a  good  effect  in  awakening  their  zeal  and 
stimulating  their  activity.      But   he  had 
risen  to  explain  to  ihe  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  that  this  grant  was  to  be  given 
to  those  officers  and  men  only  who  were 
engaged  in  the  war  in  Syria,  for  war  it 
was.     The  gallant  Commodore  was  mis- 
taken if  he  thought  thai  all  the  ships  at 
Alexandria  were  to  share  in  it.     He  was 
ready  to  admit  thf^t  it  was  a  very  small 
sum ;    but  at  the  same    time  it  would 
be  gratifying  to  those  seamen  who,  as  the 
gallant  Commodore  had  said,  acted  both 
as  soldiers  and  sailors.     With  regard  to 
officers  being  satisfied  when  placed  on  full 
pay,  and  their  anxiety  to  be  employed,  he 
would  only  remark  that  in  almost  every 
instance  when  a  captain  of  the  navy  was 
appointed  to  a  ship  in  time  of  peace,  he 
was  a  loser  and  not  a  gainer  by  it.     Some 
difficulty  was    experienced    in   manning 
those  ships,  the  crews  of  which  had  be- 
haved so  gallantly,  because   they  could 
have  remained  in  the  merchant  service, 
but  their  cheerfulness  and  zeal  in  coming 
forward  to  serve  their  country  were,  he 
would  not  say  unparalleled,  but  certainly 
pre-eminent  amongst  similar  instances  of 
British  valour.      The   manner  in  which 
they  ran  down  the  enemy's  coast,  and  took 
every  fortified  place  one  after  the  other, 
and  then  ended  by  that  great  operation, 
the  taking  of  Acre,  reflected  the  highest 
honour  upon  those  who  were  engaged  in 


Mr.  Hume  wished  to  know  how  many  I  that  war,  and  upon  the  country  generally; 
penons  were  to  share  in  this  gratuity  1  [  and  therefore  be  must  say  that  it  would 
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be  unworthy  of  the  House  of  CoininonB  if 
they  did  not  uoanimousiy  agree  to  this 
vole. 

Vole  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.     Committee  to  sit 


a^Rm. 


Adjourned  at  half- past  one  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  26,  1842. 

MmuTM.]    Bills.    IHiMk.— 1*    Stunp   Dutims   Oune 
CertUIoitcs  (Ifdand);  St  BrUvtl'i  Snull  Debtoi  Gnmd 
Jury  PreMntmenti;  Joint  Stock  Banking  Companies, 
t*-   Poor  Law  AmiBdinent:  Doable  Gusti;  Riven  (Ir»- 
laad)!  Municipal  Corpoiatioiii;  Ueotkm  Petitfooa Trial i 
Wide  StraeU  (DubUn) ;  Flsherici  (Irdand). 
ComHOtted  and  Reported.— CvoUxbm  Acta  Amendment ; 
Excbaquer  Biib   Pwparatkw;    Licensed   Lunatic  Asy- 
lums; Eocleiiaftifial  Jurlsdiotion. 
/k]M»rf<d^— Drainage  (Ireland)  i  Mines  and  Ccrflicries. 
S^-    and  passed:— County  Courts  (England)  ;  Linen  Ma- 
nufiMCtttca  (Iidand). 

Privately  National  Fkiating  Breakwater  Company. 
Reported — Lord  Dinoiben's  Estate;  Meney  Conservancy. 
3*-  and  passed  :~Soutfiwaik   Improvement   (No.  f); 
Hcle's  Charity  (Lowe^)  Estate  i  Street's  Divovoa. 

PBTiTiova  Prsssntsd.  By  the  Earl  of  GaUoway,  ftom 
Schoolmasters  of  Jedburgh,  Duncon,  Wigtown,  and 
Hainillon,  fbr  better  Remuneration. — From  Rate  Payen 
uf  Todmorden,  Henorth,  fit  Geotga  the  Martyr,  South- 
wark,  and  Guardians  of  the  Hemsiey  Union,  against  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  BUL— From  the  Dean  and  othcn 
oftheDioecseof  Tuami  and  ftom  Inhabitants  of  Rath- 
cocney  and  Tuney,  for  the  Enooungoment  of  Sdiools  in 
oonncction  with  the  Churdi  EduoatkNi  Society.— From 
Inhabitants  of  Sudbury,  tu  be  heard  by  Counsel  against 
Uie  Sudbury  DtsfialKhiaeaNBt  BiU. 

Amendment  op  the  Poor-law.]  The 
Duke  of  Wellington  in  rising  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Poor-Uw  Amendment 
Bill  said :  My  Lords,  I  was  one  of  those 
who  supported  the  Poor-law  as  it  was  in* 
troduced  some  years  ago  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  and  I  did  so  on  ascertain- 
ing the  inconveniences  and  evils  which  at* 
tended  the  system  of  working  under  the 
old  Poor-law  up  to  that  period ;  and  being 
sensible  that  the  only  remedy  which  could 
be  found  for  those  evils  and  inconveaienoea 
was  in  the  measure  proposed  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  My  Lords,  I  have 
since  had  the  satisfaction  of  contemplating 
the  working  of  the  measure,  whicii  then 
became  the  law  of  the  land,  and  I  must 
say  that  I  have  been  satisfied  with  its  re- 
sults. It  has  undoubtedly  improved  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes,  and  it 
certainly  does  place  on  a  better  footing  the 
relations  between  the  working  classes  and 
their  employers.  It  has  enaUed  those  who 
had  the  care  of  them  to  provide  better  for 
the  aged  and  destitute  than  has  been 
hitherto  the  case,  and  it  has  In  general 
given  sativfactioD  throughout  the  country. 


My  Lordsy  I  don't  mean  to  say  that  I  ap- 
prove of  every  act  that  has  boien  done  in 
carrying  this  bill  into  operation.  I  think 
that  in  many  cases  those  who  had  charge 
of  the  working  of  the  bill  have  gone  too 
far,  and  that  there  was  no  occasion  what- 
ever for  constructing  buildings  such  as 
have  acquired  throu^out  the  country  the 
denomination  of  bastiles,  and  that  it  would 
have  been  perfectly  easy  to  have  established 
very  efficient  workhouses,  without  shut  ling 
out  all  view  of  what  was  passing  exterior 
to  the  walls.  I  say,  then,  that  in  some 
respects,  the  system  has  been  carried 
further  than  it  oucht  to  have  been,  and  I 
shall  also  say,  that  its  features  have  assumed 
a  harsher  character  in  some  parts  of  tlie 
country  than  was  necessary ;  but  this  has 
been  owing,  I  must  admit,  in  a  great 
degree,  to  the  adoption  of  another  law  by 
Parliament,  I  mean  what  is  called  the  Dis- 
senters' Marriage  Act,  the  regulations  de- 
pending on  which  were  connected  with  the 
execution  of  the  Poor-law  Act,  and  ren- 
dered necessary  the  establishment  of  unions' 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  which  were 
not  yet  ripe  for  the  formation  of  those 
unions.  But  notwithstanding  the  cir- 
cumstances to  which  I  have  just  now  al- 
luded, I  must  in  ffeneral  state  my  Bp|H:o- 
bation  of  the  working  of  this  act.  1  haf« 
paid  great  attention  to  the  subject.  Wher- 
ever I  have  resided,  1  have  attended  the 
meetings  of  guardians  of  unions  in  my 
neighbourhood;  I  have  vinittd  several 
workhouses  in  difierent  parks  of  England, 
and  1  must  say  I  never  visited  one  in  which 
the  management  was  not  as  good  as  could 
be  expected  in  such  districts  of  the  coun- 
try, and  which  did  not  give  universal  sa- 
tis^ction.  Under  these  circumstanoes  I 
have  great  pleasure  in  moving  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  existing  Poor-law,  parti- 
cularly of  the  commission  for  five  years 
longer.  My  right  hon.  Friend  in  the 
other  House  intended  to  jpropom  at  the 
same  time  the  continuance  of  the  oommia- 
sion  and  some  provisions  of  a  larger  nature 
than  those  embraced  in  the  present  bill, 
for  applying  a  remedy  to  many  evils  which 
required  amendment  in  the  original  law 
and  in  the  existing  system.  But  as  the 
Session  is  near  its  close,  and  the  determina* 
tioo  of  the  commission  is  approaching  so 
nearly,  it  has  been  found  impossible  to 
carry  the  provisions  I  have  alluaed  to  dur- 
ing the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
Therefore,  the  original  amendments  of 
many  parts  of  the  law  have  been  strud^ 
out  from  that  measure^  whicii  contains  no- 
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thing  but  the  continuance  of  the  comniis. 
sion,  and  some  few  clauses  for  which  it  was 
deemed  indispensable  to  provide.  The 
first  clause^  as  I  have  said^  provides  for 
the  continuance  of  the  commission  for  five 
years.  The  next  provides  that  the  number 
of  assistant-commissioners  shall  be  nine, 
andj  at  the  same  time^  enables  the  com- 
missioners, if  they  find  it  necessary,  to  ap- 
point persons  to  make  special  inquiries. 
By  the  act  of  1834  the  commissioners  were 
required  to  lay  before  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  eventually  before  Parliament, 
any  general  rules  tney  should  make  for 
carrying  on  the  system  of  management  of 
the  poor  throughout  the  country.  Many 
rules  laid  down  by  the  commissioners  had 
been  special  rules,  and,  consequently,  could 
not  come  within  the  knowledge  of  the  Se* 
cretary  of  State  and  of  Parliament.  But 
this  has  since  been  prevented,  and  this  bill 
contains  a  special  enactment  that  those 
general  rules  should  not  be  altered  by  spe- 
cial  rules  without  the  consent  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  It  does  not  appear  necessary 
to  draw  attention  to  any  other  parts  of  the 
bill.  It  embraces  some  important  provi- 
sions for  enabling  the  commissioners  to  act 
in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  Parlia- 
ment as  intended  in  1834.  Any  further 
steps  that  may  be  necessary  for  this  pur- 
pose^ will  be  submitted  to  Parliament  in 
the  next  Session.  The  noble  Duke  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  bill. 

Earl  Stanhope  said,  that,  as  had  been 
stated  by  the  noble  Duke,  the  present  bill 
was  only  a  fragment  of  that  larger  mea- 
sure which  the  Government  were  either 
unable  or  unwilling  to  carry  through  in 
the  present  Session.  It  was  hoped  by 
many,  and  be  was  of  the  number,  that  a 
short  bill  continuing  the  power  of  the 
commissioners  for  one  year,  until  the  whole 
subject  could  be  brought  fiilly  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament,  would  have 
sufficed,  but  it  appeared,  that  Government 
must  have  the  unconstitutional  powers  of 
the  commissioners  extended  to  five  years — 
powers  which,  if  asked  for  in  the  better 
time  of  constitutional  freedom,  would  not 
have  been  allowed  to  be  exercised  even  for 
a  single  day.  It  must  be  well  known  to 
their  Lor^hips,  that  many  of  those  who 
gave  to  Ministers  a  temporary  and  reluc- 
tant support  on  this  occasion,  had  been  re- 
turned to  Parliament  on  their  solemn 
pledge  to  oppose  the  renewal  of  the  bill,  as 
It  had  previously  passed  the  Legislature. 
With  respect  to  the  Government^  he  must 


say,  that  though  he  was  not  prepared  to 
expect,  that  a  much  greater  share  of  relief 
would  be  given  by  them  to  the  poor,  than 
had  been  sanctioned  by  the  previous  Minis- 
ters, yet  he  owned  he  did  not  expect,  that 
the  present  men  in  office  woula  be  pre- 
pared to  bring  on  themselves  a  lareer  share 
of  public  odium  than  had  belongea  to  their 
predecessors.  The  present  were  strange 
times,  when  men  were  called  on  to  prove 
questions  which  heretofore  required  only 
to  be  stated,  in  order  to  receive  a  ready 
assent.  Who  would  have  thought,  in  the 
better  times  of  our  constitution,  of  deem- 
ing it  necessary  to  prove,  that  the  union 
ill  the  same  persons  of  such  powers  as 
were  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Poor-law 
commissioners,  was  not  only  unconstitu- 
tional, but  illegal  ?  As  he  was  forced  to 
do  it,  he  would  offer  a  few  quotations  from 
high  authorities  in  support  of  his  argu* 
ment,     Locke  said,  that-— 

^Tbe  Legislature  is  empowered  only  to 
make  laws,  and  oot  to  make  legislators.'' 

Blackstone,  speaking  of  the  executive 
and  legislative  powers,  observed, 

"  Whenever  those  two  powers  are  to  be 
found  together,  there  is  an  end  of  public  li-> 
berty." 

But  he  would  go  back  to  a  more  ancient 
and  more  venerable  authority.  Coke,  in 
his  reports,  said — 

''When  an  Act  of  Parliament  is  against 
right  or  reason,  or  repugnant  or  impossible  to 
be  performed,  the  common  law  will  control  it, 
and  adjudge  such  act  to  be  void." 

He  would  now  come  to  modem  author- 
ity, and  he  could  not  quote  a  higher  than 
that  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  whom 
he  regretted  that  he  did  not  see  in  his 
place  on  the  Woolsack.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had 
said,  in  speaking  of  the  powers  which  the 
Poor-law  Amendment  Act  gave  to  the 
commissioners, 

**  How  is  this  system  to  be  worked  oot  ?  By 
investing  with  absolute  power  three  commis^ 
sioners.  My  Lords,  this  is  a  new  mode  of  le- 
gislation ;  whether  it  is  a  wise  one  or  not  I 
leave  to  your  Lordships'  consideration,  but  it 
is  one  which  may  lead  to  the  most  inconvenient 
practical  results.  To  invest  a  certain  number  of 
individuals  with  an  absolute  authority  to  carry 
such  measures  into  effect,  however  convenient 
they  may  be  to  the  Government  of  the  day,  is, 
in  my  opinion,  an  unsound  and  indefensible 
system  of  legislation.  Mark,  my  Lords,  the 
extraordinary  powers  which  are  to  be  intrusted 
to  those  commissioners.  In  the  first  place, 
they  have  the  power  to  pass  these  laws.    I  do 
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be  unwonhj  of  the  Houie  of  Ci 

they  did  not  unanimoutly  agree  to  this 

vole. 

Vole  agreed  to. 

The  House  reiumed.     CoromiUee  to 

Adjourned  at  half-pait  one  o'clock. 
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Ambndmfnt  or  riis  Pook-iaw.]  Tfie 
Duke  or  IVeUingloit  in  riiiug  to  more  the 
Becood  reading  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Bill  said  i  My  Lurdi,  I  was  one  of  ihoM 
who  aupporlnl  the  Poor-law  as  it  waa  in* 
trnduced  some  yeara  ago  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  and  I  JiJ  no  on  tucertain- 
ing  the  inconveniences  and  evila  whidi  at- 
tended tlie  tyBtem  of  working  under  the 
old  Poor-law  up  rothat  period;  andbeiug 
■eniibic  that  the  only  remedy  wbick  could 
be  found  for  those  erils  and  inconveaiences 
was  in  the  measure  proposed  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  My  Lords,  I  hare 
aincc  bad  the  Ratisfiiction  of  con  (cm  plating 
the  working  of  tlie  measure,  whicn  then 
became  tbe  lav  of  the  land,  and  I  must 
aay  that  1  have  been  latislied  wiih  its  re- 
Bulta.  It  has  undoubtedly  tropruvsd  the 
condition  of  the  working  clasaej,  and  it 
cvrtHinly  does  place  on  a  better  footing  the 
relatinns  between  the  working  claaaes  and 
their  employers.  It  has  enaUed  those  who 
had  the  care  of  them  to  prnride  better  for 
the  aged  and  destitute  than  has  been 
hitherto  the  case,  and  It  has  In  general 
ginn  asti«hction  throughout  the  country. 


My  Lords,  I  don't  mean  to  say  that  1  ap> 
prore  of  every  act  that  has  bMo  done  in 
carrying  this  bill  into  operation.  I  think 
that  in  many  cases  those  who  had  charge 
of  the  working  of  the  bill  hare  gone  too 
hr,  and  that  there  was  no  occasion  what- 
ever for  constructing  buildings  such  as 
have  acquired  througnout  the  country  the 
denomination  of  bastiles,  and  that  it  would 
hare  been  perfectly  easy  to  have  establtslied 
very  efficient  workliouses,  without  shuiiing 
out  all  view  of  what  was  posiiug  csterior 
to  the  walla.  I  say,  then,  that  in  some 
reypecta,  the  system  has  been  carried 
further  than  it  ousht  to  have  been,  and  I 
shall  alio  saj,  that  its  features  hare  assumed 
a  harsher  character  in  some  parts  if  the 
country  than  was  necessary ;  but  this  has 
been  owing,  I  must  admit,  in  a  great 
degree,  to  the  adoption  of  another  law  by 
Parliament,  I  mean  what  is  called  the  Di*- 
seiiters'  Marriage  Act,  the  regulations  de- 
pending on  which  were  connected  with  the 
ezecutiou  of  the  Poor-law  Act,  and  ten- 
dered oecesMry  tbeestaUishment  oTuRions 
in  many  jiarts  of  the  country  which  were 
not  yet  ripe  for  the  formation  of  thoae 
unions.  But  notwithstanding  the  cir- 
cumstances  to  which  1  have  just  now  al- 
luded, I  must  in  ^naral  itate  my  apiito- 
bation  of  the  working  of  ihia  act.  I  ban 
paid  great  attrntion  to  the  subject-  Wbar- 
erer  I  have  reaided,  1  hare  attended  ibe 
meetings  of  guardiana  of  uaiotia  in  my 
neigh bourfaood ;  I  hare  TiNlad  rvcibI 
workbouaea  in  diferent  pane  of  Englatid, 
and  I  must  say  I  never  riaitcd  one  in  wkieh 
the  management  was  not  aa  good  aa  oould 
be  eapecivd  in  such  diatricia  of  th«  coun- 


(oiMwwirs,  If  tney  1  influ  r"^=  j  uui-.-- *„.  „ 

DfflBt  perBOoe  to  i»»ke  "I^^'.  "^i^,,,  .  yu«=i,u,,  ^    *  ^ 
rtJ!ctofl834thec<^c..«^^-^^^^  ^  =. 

'    ■    J    *n  l«v  before  the  becreuT)  u  i  ^-i, 

^laid  down  by  ^e  Mmmib^owr-  u..   i  -r  .  i.^      

^^rf  State  «.d  of  Pwhamer.     i.m-;--    ,•-=  ^h  „,,  , 
S;iBhi««n«*««'P"'*"***'' """""■"      ^^    «...-.-.,  „ 
__„al  niks  BbouM  not  be  aiim^i  tn  «  ,      . 

Sinite  witb«j\t''^««'«^«<"  "■^'^-  ^*.^_;;;-" 

tarv  of  State.  U  d»«  "ol  «i,p«r  i™™.- 
to  d«*  attention  t«  any  oU«t  D«r>,.  .  ^.       :--t...™,  ,,,.i . 
jijjj^     It  embiaces  MMJit  iiun^i^:   ^,,_.  .ji '. .-liiL...,. ,  -w,   ■ 
^g^  ^enabting  tilt  uumuimtuK-.-. <'       ■n,,^,.  ,., 
ID  aeeorfaw* '^''  tl*e  "imh:    .     :-,, j  .'"-  l 

steps  that  way  be  Mnwr^  v    ^    ,„  ,       „  t, . . 
r;;^,riUbe  «taiitt«:  v    ;„„^.        __^  _ 
SToeatSMMB-    Ti^  «,.    „j,.    ^^     ,^     ^^ 
daded  by  wamt^  tkt  w^^    ,^„„  ,         ' 

"''*^  *^  ^^^''•^  ■'"  -■**"  ":'  '-  ' 
WM  <ni1t  ■  fiMjMUs.  «  iiip  ■  ;,ij^  ^^  , 

mm  wbicb  Ibc  tvan^H- ^  "  ~' 


"^  I 


.  ^  ,  .  ^  It  ar- 

rr..        ^.  '  "'"' 

-  tTi  J       **"" 

red  it 
--^-^  nbt- 

"  Duke 

•^  '■  '"*  arried 

"  "'-•'  It  was 

'  '    '  locates 

''  J  union 

*  ■  '  •■  IS  they 

"  ■    -  t  it  waa 

'    '  irnished 

-<teiice  of 
'  '  without 

its  of  the 
eoted  the 
>eopIe  into 
c'riend  the 
.eshire  told 
ible  asTlums 
^  helpleas.  If 
they  serve  aa 
I,  tae  refusal 
to  be  the  chief 
lendment  Act, 
s  told  that  flut- 
d  to  a  very  con- 
ras  undoubtedly 
prove  P  That  the 
I  it  inipoBuble  to 
ciplea  which  they 
,  and  ahrank  from 
use  test  in  its  full 
1  been  said,amonK 
iieaaure.thatithad 
Liiracter  of  the  la- 
ir Lordshlpa  look  to 


623 


Amendment  of 


{LORDS} 


the  PooT'Law. 


624 


not  say  they  have  the  power  themselves  alone^ 
but  they  can  do  so  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Government  for  the  time  being.  Nothing  can 
be  more  objectionable.  They  have  the  power 
of  enacting  laws  for  the  undisputed  govern- 
ment and  control  of  the  people  in  the  various 
workhouses,  for  the  unlimited  control,  too,  of 
the  guardians,  and  for  the  entire  management, 
in  short*  of  every  thing  connected  with  the 
workhouses  which  it  is  proposed  to  establish, 
and,  finally,  they  are  empowered  to  pass  such 
laws  as  they  may  think  expedient;  and  for 
what  purpose  ?  Why,  to  carry  this  bill  into 
effect." 

The  next  opinion  on  this  subject,  which 
he  would  quote,  was  that  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord^  the  Chief  Baron  of  the  £x- 
chequer^  who  said — 

"With  respect  to  the  commissioners,  he 
was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  union  of  the  le- 
gislative and  executive  power  which  it  was 
proposed  to  repose  in  them.  This  was  a  dele- 
gation of  authority— a  sort  of  imperium  in  tm- 
perio,  which  he  would  never  bring  himself  to 
allow.  It  was  a  new  system  of  legislation — a 
species  of  despotism  which  it  was  his  solemn 
conviction  the  country  would  never  be  brought 
to  submit  to." 

He  would  next  quote  the  opinion  of  a 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Wynford),  late 
the  Chief  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  who  must  be  held  a  very  competent 
and  high  authority  on  all  great  legal  ques- 
tions. That  noble  and  learned  Lord,  whose 
absence  he  regretted,  had  expressed  him- 
self very  strongly  on  the  power  proposed 
to  be  given  to  the  commissioners,  and  he 
had  reason  to  know,  that  he  was  still  of 
the  same  opinion  which  he  expressed,  when 
he  delivered  the  speech  from  which  he  was 
about  to  read  an  extract ;  and  he  begged 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the 
graphic  foresight  with  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  predicted  what  would  be 
the  condition  of  the  poor^  if  the  bill  then 
pending  should  pass. 

''  It  is  impossible."  said  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  **  to  contemplate  a  more  com- 
plete system  of  grinding  slavery  than  this 
bill  would  subject  the  poor  of  this  country  to. 
They  must  eat,  drink,  sit,  sleep,  or  work  at 
the  bidding  of  the  commissioners ;  they  will 
hardly  be  allowed  to  breathe  the  air  or  enjoy 
the  light  without  their  permission." 

And  he  added, — 

"  Pass  this  bill^  and  the  poor  of  this  country 
will  become  more  complete  slaves  than  were 
the  villeins  who  formerly  existed  in  England, 
or  than  the  slaves  in  the  West  Indies." 

^  To  those  quotations  he  would  add  the 
high  authority  of  one  whose  death  he 


should  never  cease  to  deplore*-one  whose 
attachment  to  the  great  institutions  of  his 
country  was  too  well  known  to  require 
comment  from  him, — he  alluded  to  the 
late  Lord  Eldon,  who  described  the  Poor- 
law  Amendment  Bill  as  the  most  in&moos 
law  that  had  ever  been  enacted  in  any 
Christian  land.  He  would  entreat  their 
Lordships  to  consider  well  the  principle 
which  they  were  upholding  in  enacting 
this  law.  Let  them  look  at  the  manner  in 
which  it  had  been  supported.  It  had  had 
the  support  of  many  who  were  sent  into 
Parliament  on  a  pledge  to  oppose  it,  and 
who  in  violating  that  pledge  nad  covered 
themselves  with  ignominy  and  disgrace. 
It  was  said,  that  the  commissioners  were  to 
be  continued  only  for  five  years,  but  their 
Lordships  would  find  that  the  object  aimed 
at  was  to  render  those  powers  perpetual. 
Was  there,  let  him  ask,  any  argument 
which  could  be  used  for  continuing  them 
which  would  not  be  equally  applicable  at 
the  end  of  five  or  six  years  hence  ?  The 
bill  before  them  was,  and  was  intended  to 
be,  an  act  for  continuing  and  confirming 
the  power  of  the  dictators  without  any  at- 
tempt to  mitigate  the  system  in  its  in- 
fluence on  the  poor,  or  any  efibrt  made  to 
appease  their  just  resentment ;  and  under 
what  circumstances,  let  him  ask,  had  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  the  hardihood  to 
bring  forward  this  measure  ?  It  was  in  a 
period  of  distress  the  most  awful  and  ex- 
tensive which  had  afflicted  the  country  for 
many  years— distress  so  alarming  in  its 
character  and  effects,  that  if  it  were  to  ex- 
tend much  further,  it  would  tear  up  all 
those  bonds  by  which  society  was  held 
together,  and  bring  about  revolution, 
bloodshed,  and  anarchy.  This  measure 
was  brought  forward  at  a  time,  too,  when 
the  distress  already  existing  was  ag^- 
vated  by  the  Corn-law,  and  by  what  might 
be  fairly  expected  to  be  the  result  of  the 
new  tariflf',  a  measure  which  there  was 
little  doubt  would  drive  hundreds^nay, 
thousands,  out  of  employment  Accounts 
were  every  day  received  firom  the  mana- 
facturing  districts  of  the  increased  and  in- 
creasing numbers  moving  about  destitute 
of  work  and  of  food— of  many  who  had 
actually  perished  through  want  of  food. 
Did  their  Lordships  disbelieve  or  doubt 
any  of  those  statements?  Had  any  one  of 
them  been  denied?  It  had  been  said,  that 
none  of  this  distress  was  caused  by  the 
Poor-law.  That  he  denied.  It  was  caused 
bv  the  Poor-law,  because  manv  who  had 
claims  for  relief  would,  and  aid|  forego 
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their  claims  rather  than  be  relieved  on  the 
terms  laid  down  by  the  Poor-law  commis- 
sioners. The  great  object  of  the  Poor-law 
seemed  to  be  to  render  the  grant  of  relief 
as  odious  as  possible  in  the  minds  of  the 
people.  If  there  were  any  one  subject  on 
which  the  great  majority  of  the  commu- 
nity seemed  to  agree  it  was  on  the  pro- 
priety, the  justice,  and  humanity  of  not 
withholding  out-of-door  relief  from  the 
really  destitute.  On  that  subject  the  bill 
before  their  Lordships  was  as  silent  as  the 
grare.  Not  a  word  was  said  about  it;  so 
that  if  distress  extended — and  it  would  ex- 
tend, no  doubt— the  relief  must  be  at  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  the  dictators  of  Somer- 
set-house. No  matter  what  the  cause  of 
the  distress,  whether  it  arose  from  impro- 
Tidence  or  idleness^  or  whether  it  was 
caused  by  circumstances  over  which  the 
poor  man  had  no  control, — it  was  treated 
m  the  same  way  by  the  commissioners. 
What  was  this  but  treating  poverty  as  a 
crime,  no  matter  what  its  cause  ?  All  were 
to  get  relief  only  by  consenting  to  be  im- 
mured in  those  prisons  or  workhouses 
which  the  noble  Duke  had  admitted  had 
acquired,  and  very  properly  acquired,  the 
denomination  of  bastiles.  [The  Duke  of 
Wellington:  No,  no.]  He  had  under- 
stood tlie  noble  Duke  to  use  the  word 
"  bastiles"  as  applying  to  the  union  work- 
houses. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington:  No,  no,  no. 
My  Lords,  I  must  set  the  noble  Earl  right. 
When  I  said,  **  acquired  the  denomination 
of  bastiles,"  I  referred  to  the  term  as  being 
given  to  them  by  the  noble  Earl  himself. 

Earl  Stanhope  would  take  the  fact  to  be 
so,  but  from  some  cause  they  had  acquired 
the  denomination  of  bastiles.  They  were, 
however,  worse  than  bastiles.  They  were 
not  erected  for  confining  political  offenders. 
No  leltres  de  cachet  sent  a  man  there  for 
any  state  offence.  The  crime  for  which 
men  were  sent  to  these  modern  bastiles 
was  that  of  being  poor.  It  would  be  well 
for  the  poor  if  these  were  bastiles  in  the 
French  sense  of  the  term,  but  he  repeated, 
that  in  the  mode  of  confinement,  in  the 
restriction  of  liberty,  in  the  quantity  and 
quality  of  food,  the  treatment  of  the  poor 
in  the  union  workhouses  was  worse  than 
that  of  any  bastile.  The  commissioners 
stated  in  their  reports  that  the  great  ob- 
ject of  the  new  law  was  to  abolish  out-door 
relief.  In  1835  it  was  proposed  to  dis- 
continue out-door  relief  altogether,  but  if 
that  had  been  adopted,  the  Poor-law  would 
long  have  ceased  to  exists  and  the  two 


Houses  of  Parliament  also.  It  was  sin- 
gular to  observe  to  what  inconsistent  ar- 
guments those  persons  were  reduced  who 
were  driven  to  find  apologies  for  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  bad  law.  He  conceived  it 
to  be  admitted — he  spoke  with  all  doubt — 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  illustrious  Duke 
near  him,  that  the  system  had  been  carried 
too  far  and  extended  too  rapidly.  It  was 
not  denied  by  its  most  eager  advocates 
that  some  of  the  regulations  of  the  union 
workhouses  were  as  unnecessary  as  they 
were  revolting  to  our  feelings ;  but  it  was 
said  at  the  same  time  that  they  furnished 
a  good  test  of  destitution,  the  existence  of 
which  could  not  be  ascertained  without 
workhouses.  When  the  opponents  of  the 
law,  on  the  other  hand,  represented  the 
intolerable  injustice  of  forcing  people  into 
these  workhouses,  his  noble  Friend  the 
Lord-lieutenant  of  Cambridgeshire  told 
them  that  they  were  comfortable  asylums 
for  the  poor,  the  aged,  and  the  helpless.  If 
that  were  true,  how  could  they  serve  as 
tests  of  destitution  ?  Again,  the  refusal 
of  out-door  relief  was  stated  to  be  the  chief 
feature  of  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act, 
and  yet,  after  all,  they  were  told  that  out- 
door relief  was  still  granted  to  a  very  con- 
siderable extent.  That  was  undoubtedly 
the  case,  but  what  did  it  prove  ?  That  the 
authors  of  the  plan  founa  it  impossible  to 
carry  into  effect  the  principles  which  they 
themselves  had  adopted,  and  shrank  from 
carrying  out  the  workhouse  test  in  its  full 
extent.  He  knew  it  had  been  said,  among 
other  apologies  for  the  measure,  that  it  had 
tended  to  exalt  the  character  of  the  la- 
bouring poor.  Let  their  Lordships  look  to 
ofiicial  documents,  and  they  would  find, 
that  since  the  enactment  of  this  New  Poor- 
law,  there  had  been  an  enormous,  a  most 
melancholy,  a  most  fearful  increase  of  crime. 
He  was  grieved  to  hear  it  said  by  his  noble 
Friend,  the  noble  Duke  who  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill  now  before  their 
Lordships,  that  it  had  tended  to  improve 
the  condition  of  the  labourers.  The  situa* 
tion  of  the  labourers  must,  of  course,  vary 
to  some  extent  in  different  districts ;  but 
he  must  say,  that  they  were  now,  except 
when  fully  employed  and  earning  fall 
wages,  in  a  more  lamentable  state  of  desti- 
tution all  over  the  country  than  they  ever 
had  been  before,  so  &r  as  his  recollection 
extended.  As  to  the  economy  of  the  mea- 
sure, he  would  say  nothing  of  the  state  of 
the  agricultural  districts,  for  in  them  there 
was  no  proper  standard  of  comparison ;  but 
he  knew  a  parish  in  the  county  of  Surrey, 
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in  which,  at  the  passiogof  the  act,  the 
poor-rates  stood  at  3«.  in  the  pound,  the 
same  as  they  had  been  for  sixty  years  pre- 
yiously,  but  now  they  were  at  lis.  in  the 
pound.  They  were  told,  that  it  was  a 
principle  of  English  law  that  no  wrong 
could  exist  without  its  remedy  ;  but  what 
redress  were  the  poor  of  this  country  al- 
lowed against  those  who  inflicted  wrongs  on 
them  ?  It  was  adding  insult  to  injury  to 
tell  the  poor  man  whose  attention  was  ab- 
sorbed by  providing  the  means  of  daily 
sustenance,  that  he  might  move  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  fur  a  writ  of  cerliorari. 
He  did  not  think  that  such  a  writ  could 
issue  if  it  were  proved  in  any  case  that  the 
guardians  had  acted  in  strict  conformity 
with  the  rules,  orders,  and  regulations  re- 
ceived from  the  Poor-law  commissioners, 
which,  according  to  the  words  of  the  act, 
were  to  have  the  force  and  authority  of 
law.  Repeated  cases  of  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  those  functionaries  had  come 
before  the  public;  and  what  in  that  case 
had  been  the  conduct  of  the  commis- 
sioners ?  They  had  been  judges  in  their 
own  cause,  which  had  been  investigated 
by  the  assistant-commissioners,  and  by  the 
rery  boards  of  guardians  against  whom 
complaint  had  been  made.  He  was  aware, 
that,  as  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  noble 
Duke,  a  clause  in  this  bill  declared  that  no 
assistant-commissioner  should,  in  future^ 
be  so  employed.  That  was  true  enough ; 
to  employ  an  assistant-commissioner  would 
be  too  glaring,  but  thecommisstoners  might 
employ  any  person  whom  they  chose  to  se- 
lect, not  being  an  assistant-commissioner, 
with  the  assent  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
Their  I»rdships  must  be  aware,  that  not 
a  few,  but  innumerable  cases  had  occurred, 
in  which  petty  oiiences  had  been  committed 
in  order  that  those  who  committed  them 
might  find  refuge  in  a  gaol.  A  gaol,  with 
all  its  terrors,  appeared  to  them  to  be 
preferable  to  the  comfortable  asylum  pro- 
vided by  the  commissioners.  Such  was 
the  injustice  of  the  New  Poor-law,  that  it 
made  mental  and  physical  distress,  moral 
degradation,  and  political  disaffection, 
equally  penal  and  productive  of  the  same 
consequences.  Under  the  opention  of 
that  atrocious  statute,  which  Lord  Eldon 
properly  teimed  the  most  bfiunoos  act 
ever  passed  in  a  Christian  country,  in- 
justice had  been  inflicted,  cruelties  and 
crimes  had  been  committed,  which  it  was 
out  of  human  power  to  remedy.  The 
Logidature  mignt  r^mt  their  proceed- 
«•>—    they  migiit  wish  to  retrace  theur 


steps,  they  might  even  repeal  this  law, 
but  thev  would  not  be  able  to  recall  to  life 
those  wno  had  been  murdered  in  those  new 
prisons.  He  spoke  not  unadvisedlj,  he 
used  not  rashly,  or  without  due  considera- 
tion, the  term  *'  murder.**  In  order  to  be 
guilty  of  murder,  it  was  not  necessary  to 
administer  a  deadly  poison,  or  inflict  a 
mortal  wound.  That  crime  was  committed 
when  any  human  being  placed  another, 
knowingly  and  willingly,  in  circumstances 
in  which  death  must  be  the  inevitable 
consequence.  It  was  said  last  Session  by 
the  first  Minister  of  the  Crown,  that  this 
system  was  to  be  considered  in  the  light  of 
an  experiment.  It  was,  indeed,  an  expe- 
riment on  the  patience  of  the  people,  but 
one  that  would  probably  fail.  Human 
patience  and  endurance  bad  their  limits } 
there  was  no  animal  so  senseless  which  a 
long  succession  of  ill-treatment  might  not 
drive  at  length  to  act  in  self-defence.  The 
most  dreadful  and  atrocions  cruelties,  the 
most  flagrant  and  intolerable  enormities* 
had  been  perpetrated  under  this  act — 
oppressions  which  infinitely  exceeded  that 
of  ship  money,  which  led  to  the  great 
rebellion,  and  brought  Charles  1st  to  the 
scaffold.  What  were  the  ordinances  of 
Charles  10th  of  France  ?  They  were 
undoubtedly  a  violation  of  the  constitu- 
tion granted  to  his  subjects,  but  no  prac- 
tical evil  had  yet  been  found  to  flow  from 
them,  when  the  monarch  was  hurled  from 
his  throne,  driven  with  his  femily  into 
exile,  and  his  heirs  excluded  .from  the 
succession.  Could  it  be  supposed,  in  the 
face  of  these  historical  fects,  that  the 
dictators  of  Somerset-house  would  be 
allowed  to  continue  in  the  enjoyment  of 
the  power  which  they  had  unjurtly,  and, 
he  thought,  illegally  acquired,  and  which 
they  exercised  with  so  much  tyranny  and 
oppression  ?  If  that  power  was  destined 
to  continue,  then  let  nothing  more  be  said 
of  the  British  constitution  being  the  envy 
and  admiration  of  surfoondin(|  nations ; 
let  it  be  rather  considered  in  its  prsaent 
state  as  a  constitution  which  necessarily 
required  an  extensive  and  oivsnic  re. 
form.  Whatever  calamities  and  ooovul- 
sions  might  ensue,  and  convulsions  must 
follow.  [The  Duke  of  WeUingUm :  Hcar.1 
He  rejoiced  that  the  noble  Duke  had 
heard  it,  for  he  could  not  hear  it  too  fre- 
quently or  too  fiorcibly  declared.  [The 
Duke  of  fVdIingion  :  I  admire  it]  The 
noble  Duke  wul  hear  it  an  a  voice  of 
thunder  from  the  people.  Before  sitting 
dowuj  he  would  implore  their  Lordshipa 
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to  consider  well  what  would  be,  what  must 
be,  and  what  ought  to  be,  the  fate  of  that 
House,  of  their  Lordahip8»  individually 
and  ooUectivelyy  and  of  all  the  institutions 
of  this  country,  it  being  weighed  in  the 
balance  they  should  be  found  wanting.  It 
was  unnecessary  for  him,  having  so  fully 
delivered  his  sentiments  on  this  subject  on 
former  oocastons,  to  trespass  longer  on  their 
Lordships*  time.  He  would  move,  that 
the  bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Lotd  Bnmgham  quite  concurred  in  the 
last  observation  of  ihe  noble  Earl,  and 
would  be  disposed  to  adopt  the  course 
which  it  pointed  out.  He  had  had  so 
many  opportunities  of  discussing:  this 
question,  and  of  meeting  his  noble  Friend 
on  the  grounds  on  which  he  had  so  long 
carried  on  bis  opposition  to  this  bill  —  be 
had  so  repeatedly  urged  similar  answers 
to  the  repeated  and  similar  arguments  of 
the  noble  Earl,  that  he  did  not  think  that 
it  would  be  necessary  for  him  to  go,  at 
present,  into  the  general  question.  It 
would  have  been  incumbent  upon  himi 
as  a  friend  of  the  measure  before  the 
House,  as  orignally  a  promoter  and  ever 
after  a  supporter  of  that  measure,  on 
the  grounds  of  the  general  good  which 
it  had,  on  the  whole,  effected,  and 
the  highly  beneficial  results  it  had  pro- 
duced towards  those  whose  condition  was 
the  main  object  of  its  enactments— the 
labouring  classes  —  it  would  have  been 
incumbent  upon  him,  as  such  a  promoter, 
and  as  such  a  supporter,  if  the  noble  Earl 
had  brought  forward  anything  new,  if 
he  had  varied  those  charges  which  tliey 
had  so  often  beard  proceeding  from 
him»  if  he  had  even  materially  varied  the 
language  in  which  those  charges  were 
couched,  if  he  had  spared  a  few  epithets, 
and  abstained  from  a  little  vituperation, 
or  replaced  it  with  new  reasons— if  he  had 
brought  forward  facts,  or  specific  charges 
founded  upon  fact,either  against  the  pro* 
visions  of  the  measure,  or  against  the  con* 
duct  of  those  by  whom  those  provisions 
wera  carried  into  practice — if  such  had 
been  the  course  taken  by  the  noble  Earl, 
he  too  might  have  been  bound  to  enter 
now  at  large  into  the  question.  But 
their  Lordships  would  suffer  him  to  ob* 
serve,  with  respect  to  the  lack  of  specific 
charges  and  statement  of  facts,  on  former 
occasions,  that,  when  the  noble  Earl  was 
reminded  of  this  lack,  and  when,  pressed 
for  particulars,  he  at  length  did  bring 


forward  specific  charges,  they  were  met, 
readily  and  at  once  to  the  entire  satis« 
faction  of  their  Lordships;  and  now, 
after  having  answered  the  particular 
charges  then  brought  against  the  measure 
— after  having  defended  it  to  their  Lord« 
ships'  satisfaction,  they  were  onlv  met 
with  a  repetition  of  wholesale,  uoaefined 
attacks,  and  all  the  former  vague  gene- 
ralities, without  the  former  specific  charges, 
and  facts.  With  reference  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  noble  Earl's  speech,  it  was 
not,  for  him,  unusually  immoderate.  Such 
speeches  were  supported  by  precedent, 
but  it  was  he  who  had  furnished,  and 
he  alone  who  had  followed  this  precedent — 
who  had  pursued  the  system  of  making 
appeals  to  the  passions  of  the  people,  by 
advancing  such  charges  as  that  of  murder, 
and  enunciating:  such  anticipations  as 
those  of  impending  rebellion  ;  a  species 
of  prophecy  which,  more  than  any  other, 
tended  towards  its  own  accomplishment. 
The  noble  Earl  talked  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  being  ex|)Osed  to  the  highest 
risk  from  the  excited  state  of  the  feeling  in 
the  country  upon  the  subject  of  the  Poor- 
law  ;  but  while  the  noble  Earl  advanced 
such  opinions,  he  certainly  took  no  pains 
to  allay  that  feeling  which  he  affected 
to  deplore,  and  possibly  did  dread.  He 
would  appeal  to  their  Lordships — he  would 
appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  himself,  whether, 
in  his  calmer  moments,  if,  indeed,  upon  this 
subject,  who  was  visited  with  calmer 
moments,  whether  he  would  not  lament 
having  ever  used  the  expressions  which 
he  had  just  uttered.  But  he  did  not 
believe  that  the  good  sense  of  the  people, 
or  the  feelings  of  the  most  suffering  por- 
tion of  the  people,  would  so  far  be  led 
away  by  such  declamations,  as  to  make 
them  forget,  as  others  had  forgotten,  their 
duty  to  the  peace  of  the  country  —  their 
duty  to  the  law  of  the  land — their  duty 
as  good  subjects  to  the  Crown,  as  good 
citizens  to  toeir  families,  and  as  prudent 
men  to  themselves. 

Original  motion  carried  without  a  divi- 
sion. Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered 
to  be  committed  on  Thursday. 

County  Couets,!  The  Earl  of  Shaf- 
tesbury moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Couotv  Courts  Bill. 

Lord  Campbell  objected  most  strongly 
to  some  of  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  but, 
in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Lord  ChanceUori 
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he  should  not  do  further  than  enter  his 
protest  against  certain  parts  of  it. 

Lord  Brougham  approved  of  the  bill,  as 
a  step  in  advance  in  the  right  direction, 
and  a  very  important  and  valuable  step ; 
but  lamented,  with  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  that  it  did  not  go  much  further, 
retaining  his  decided  preference  for  the 
principle  of  his  (Lord  Brougham's)  Local 
Courts  Bill  of  1833. 

Lord  Cottenham  thought  that,  so  far  as 
this  bill  went  to  establish  county  courts  it 
was  good,  but  he  feared  that  the  machinery 
which  would  be  established  under  it  would 
tend  to  prevent  or  impede  other  most  im- 
portant improvements  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Tuesday,  July  26, 1842. 

Jtururu.]    BiLU.    Pubtte-^f-    Tobaeoo  Rcgulatknut 
Wcrtem  AuitnUai  DubUn  BoundAriM. 
Jbporf  erf.— Pariih  Conitablii. 

3*'  and  poMd :— Bonded  Com  (No.  f)  t  A— wd  Taat 
(Na  S)  (  CotonUl  Paiiengen. 
PrimU^V'  Stneei  Divora ;  HdflU  Charity  (Lowct) 


a*-  and  pawed  ^-Bldiop  of  Deny^  Eateta. 
Pnmoif  a  Prmbiitbi).  From  Uia  Ward  of  Bridge  WiUUSf 
London,  Itar  Redemption  of  the  ToDi  on  Waterloo  and 
the  ottier  MctiopoUtn  Bridfei^-Flom  R.  S.  WUkei, 
In  fkvoux  of  the  Poor-law  Amandment  BUL — ^From  J. 
Mlnter  Moi|bd,  for  adopting  bto  plan  to  Employ  the 
Poor* 

Birmingham  School.]  Sir  E.Wibnot 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Birming- 
ham School  Esute  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  Wyie  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to 
move  the  addition  of  three  clauses  to  the 
bill  by  way  of  rider.  The  clauses  which 
he  meant  to  propose  were  most  important, 
their  objects  being  greatly  to  extend  the 
benefits  of  the  institution.  It  was  intend- 
ed by  the  first  clause  to  give  a  different 
and  a  more  liberal  character  to  the  go- 
▼erning  body,  by  admitting  five  members 
to  be  elected  by  the  town-council  of  Bir- 
mingham to  act  as  governors ;  the  second 
clause  provided  for  a  more  satisfactory 
mode  of  furoishiog  and  auditing  the  ac- 
counts ;  and  the  tnird  empowered  the  go* 
?emors  to  increase  the  number  of  schools 
for  the  elementary  education  of  the  chil- 
dren of  the  poorer  inhabitants  of  Birming- 
ham. As  this  appeal  on  behalf  of  the 
charity  was  made  under  an  Administration 
thai  professed  itself  to  be  faf  ourable  to  the 


general  diffusion  of  education,  and  the 
head  of  which  had  declared  his  anxiety  to 
remove  proved  abuses,  he  trusted  that  he 
should  have  the  support  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  The  following  were  the 
clauses : — 

"  1 .  That  the  governing  body  of  trustees  of 
the  said  charity  shall  be  increased  by  the  addi- 
tion of  five  governors,  and  that  the  twe  addi- 
tional governors,  being  persons  qualified  as  the 
governors  are  now  required  to  be  qudified, 
shall  be  elected  by  the  town-coancil  of  the 
borough  of  Birmingham ;  and  that  whenever 
a  vacancy  shall  occur  in  the  number  of  such 
additional  governors,  such  vacancy  shall  be 
filled  up  in  like  manner  by  the  said  town- 
council." 

"2.  That  the  accounts  of  the  said  govemon 
shall  be  annually  audited  by  the  bailifi*  of  the 
said  charity,  and  by  the  auditors  of  the  borough 
of  Birmingham. 

"  3.  That  the  governors  of  the  said  charity 
shall  be,  and  they  are  hereby  empowered  lo 
increase  from  time  to  time  the  number  of 
schools  for  the  elementary  education  of  the 
male  and  female  children  of  the  poorer  inha- 
bitants of  the  borough  of  Birmingham,  in  any 
part  of  the  borough,  whenever  such  increase 
may  be  conveniently  made." 

Clauses  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  question  that  clause  1st  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Sir  £.  WUmot  opposed  it  He  argued 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  altering  the 
constitution  of  the  governing  body,  which 
included  amongst  its  members  three  or 
four  magistrates  of  the  county  and  several 
clergymen.  It  was  altogether  composed 
of  persons  of  the  highest  respectability. 

Mr.  Brotherton  was  in  favour  of  the 
three  clauses  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Under  the  provisions  proposed 
bj  the  hon.  Member  facilities  would  be 
given  for  the  education  of  the  poor,  by 
means  of  this  charity,  which  did  not  now 
exist.  Charities  of  this  nature  through- 
out the  country  had  been  much  aboMd. 
In  them  the  aristocracy,  and  not  the  poor, 
for  whose  benefit  they  were  intended,  were 
educated.  By  educating  the  rich  instead 
of  the  poor  at  these  institutions,  the  inten* 
tion  of  those  by  whom  they  had  been 
founded  were  grossly  violated. 

Sir  C.  Douglas  op^otediht  clause.  In 
his  opinion,  the  con»tittttion  of  the  school 
required  no  alteration. 

Mr.  Protheroe  was  of  opinion  that  the 
proposed  clauses  ought  to  be  agreed  to 
The  first  clause  was  t ery  important  and 
ought  to  command  support,  inasmuch  as 
it  was  better  to  bate  an  elective  guverauiK 
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body  than  one  that  was  entirely  self- 
elected. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  defended  the  present  con- 
stitution of  the  charity.  To  show  that  it 
was  not  conducted  upon  exclusi?e  prin- 
cipleSy  it  was  only  necessary  to  state  that 
450  children  of  Dissenters  derived  benefit 
from  it.  As  the  select  committee  to  whom 
the  bill  had  been  referred,  and  to  whom 
the  House  had  delegated  its  powers,  had 
negatived  the  propositions  of  the  hon. 
Member,  it  would  be  unparliamentary  to 
interfere  with  their  decision. 

Mr.  W.  fFt//tams  supported  the  clauses, 
and  ascribed  to  the  select  committee  some 
degree  of  political  bias  in  deciding  with 
reference  to  these  propositions  as  they  had 
done. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  clause  be  read  a  second  time: — Ayes 
41;  Noes  96:  Majority  55. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
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AIdam,W. 
Barclay,  D. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
BrolhertoD,  J. 
Bryan,  G. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Cobden,  &. 


Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M,  J, 
O'CoDor,  Don 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 


Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £.    Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 

Duncombe,  T.  Tancred,  H.  W. 

Easthope,  Sir  J.  Thomely,  T. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Tafnell,  H. 

Ellice,  right,  hon.  B.      Villiers,  hon.  C. 

Forster,  M.  Wall,  C.  B. 

French,  F.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Williams,  W. 

Hastie,  A.  Wilshere,  W. 

Hawes,  B.  Wood,  G.  W. 

Bindley,  C.  WrighUon,  W.  B. 

Hume,  J.  Yorke,  H.  R. 

Mangles,  R.  D.  tellers. 

Morris,  D.  Protheroe,  £• 

Morison,  Gen.  Wyse,  T, 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Adand,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Conrt,  Capt. 
Alliz,J.P. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Astell,  W. 
Barings  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Beckett,  W. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Bmce,  Lord  £• 


Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
ColquhouD,  J.  C. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Dawnay,  hn.  W.  H. 
D'Israeli,  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Escott,  B. 


Estcourt,  T.  G.  B.  Knatchbull,rt.h.Sir  £. 

Faroham,  £.  B.  Knight,  F.  W. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Knightley,  Sir  C. 

Fitzroy,  Capt.  Lefroy,  A. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Litton,  E. 

Follett,  Sir  W.  W.  Lowther,  J.  H. 

Forbes,  W.  Lyall,  G. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T.  Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 

Fuller,  A.  £.  Maclean,  D. 

Gaskell,  J.  Mihies  Masterman,  J. 
Gladstone,!!,  hn. W.E.    Meynell,  Capt. 

Gladstone,  T,  Mundy,  £.  M. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt.  Norreys,  Lord 

Gore,  W.  R.  O.  Packe,  C.  W. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon«  H.    Pakington,  J.  S. 

Grant,  Sir  A.  C.  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R 

Greene,  T.  PoUington,  Visct. 

Grimston,  Visct.  Pringle,  A. 

Hardy,  J.  Richards,  R. 

Hawkes,  T.  Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Rushbrooke,  Col. 

Hodgson,  F.  Sandon,  Visct. 

Hodgson,  R.  Sheppard,  T. 

Hogg,  J.  W.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Hope,  hon.  C.  Stanley,  Lord 

Hughes,  W.  B.  Stewart,  J. 

Hussey,  T.  Taylor,  J.  A. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  Thornhill,  G. 

Irving,  J.  Young,  J. 
Jermyn,  £arl 

Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H«  tellers. 

Jones,  Capt  Wilmot,  Sir  £. 

Kemble,  H.  Douglas,  Sir  C. 

Other  clauses  negatived. 
Bill  passed. 

Sir  Stdket  Smith— Public  Ho- 
nours.] Sir  F.  Burdett  said,  he  had 
given  notice  of  a  motion  for  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  propriety 
of  erecting  a  testimonial  to  the  great 
merits  and  services  of  Sir  Sydney  Smith. 
On  a  former  occasion  when  he  was  about 
to  introduce  that  subject  it  had  been  an- 
nounced to  him  by  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  that  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  fully  aware  of  the 
important  services  rendered  to  the  country 
by  that  distinguished  officer,  and  that  they 
were  ready  themselves  to  adopt  measures 
for  carrying  his  object  into  effect.  He 
need  not  say  bow  great  his  disappointment 
had  been  that  no  steps  had  yet  been  taken 
in  pursuance  of  that  engagement ;  at  the 
present  period  of  the  Session  he  could 
scarcely  hope  to  be  enabled  to  bring  for- 
ward the  subject,  and,  therefore,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  felt  in 
common  with  the  late  Government  upon 
this  matter,  and  whether  he  felt  disposed 
to  redeem  the  pledge  given  by  hit  prede- 
cessors in  office  ? 
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Sir  JS,  Peel  laidy  that  nothing  coutd  be 
more  becoaaing  than  the  conduct  of  his 
hoo.  Friend  in  this  matter,  which  he  was 
induced  to  take  up  from  his  respect  for 
the  memory  of  a  gallant  officer  in  her 
Majesty's  service.    In  the  last  Parliament 
his  bon.  Friend  had  given  notice,  that  he 
should  move  the  House  to  present  an  ad- 
dress to  the  Crown,  praying  that  a  testi- 
monial ahould  be  erected  to  the  memory 
of  Sir  Sydney  Smith ;  and  he  was  induced 
to  forego  that  intention  solely  by  an  as- 
surance given   by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Lonaon,  on  the  part  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  they  would 
themselves  undertake  to  propose  to  Par- 
liament that  such  a  testimonial  should  be 
erected.  •  The  noble  Lord  added  in  his 
place  in  Parliament,  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  considered  whether  other 
claims  of  a  similar  nature  might  be  pre- 
ferred ;  that  on  reviewing  the  different 
claims  which  on  such  a  precedent  might  be 
brought  forward,  they  felt  that  the  services 
of  Sir  Sydney  Smith,  Lord  Exinouth,  and 
Admiral  De  Saumarez  were  equally  en* 
titled  to  commemoration ;  and  therefore 
it  was  their  Intention  that  a  testimonial 
should  be  erected  to  each  of  those  gallant 
officers.    He  certainly  felt  himself  under 
obligations  to  fulfil  an  engagement^  under- 
taken under  such  circumstances  by  the 
DoUe  Lord  as  her  Majesty's  representative 
in  that  Hoase ;  and  he  had  no  diffieulty 
in  assuring  his  hon.  Friend  that  he  would 
propose  an  address  to  the  Crown  with  that 
view.    In  his  opinion,  the  discretion  exer* 
cised  by  the  late  Government  had  been  a 
wise  one;  he  did  not  mean  to  go  beyond 
the  Itmiu  they  prescribed. 

Mr.  Brothirion  entered  his  most  de« 
cided  protest  against  any  grant  of  public 
money  for  such  a  purpose* 

Mr.  Howes  asked,  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  propose  t 
vote  for  these  memorials  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session  ?  If  so,  he  should  also 
move  that  the  claims  of  Herschell  and 
Watt  be  considered.  It  was  time  that 
aome  monooient  should  be  erected  to  men 
who  had  performed  civil  services,  as  well 
as  to  warriors. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  after  the  delay 
wUch  had  taken  place,  and  after  the  pobl 
lie  assurance  given  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, he  was  unwilling  to  allow  any 
fttrther  delay  to  occur. 
Mr.  Hume  iaquired  what  pablic  assu* 
had  been  given  by  the  late  Gof  era* 


ment  ?  All  that  he  recollected  was,  thai 
Lord  J.  Russell  said  he  would  take  the 
circumstance  into  consideiattoo,  as  there 
might  be  other  individnals  eoiitled  to  OBe- 
morials  as  well  as  Sir  Sydney  Smith. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  if  the  hon.  Meoi. 
ber  did  not  know  what  public  assorance 
had  been  given  by  the  late  Govemroeot, 
he  would  inform  him.  A  qoestion  similar 
to  that  put  to  him  waa  pot  to  Loid 
J.  Russell  on  the  1 8th  ci  Jane  last  year, 
and  this  was  the  public  assurance  givoii 
by  the  noble  Lord  :— 

''  It  was  understood  that  some  description 
of  monument  should  he  erected  to  Sir  ^ney 
Smith,  and  the  expenditure  defrayed  ont  of 
the  public  funds ;  but,  upon  taking  the  matter 
further  into  consideration,  the  cases  of  some 
other  officers  who  bad  also  been  in  engaged 
the  service  of  the  country  were  brought  before 
the  Government;  and  there  were  two  of  those 
cases,  which  seemed  to  be  of  sulBcient  im* 
portance  to  induce  the  Government  to  consider 
whether,  in  those  instances,  as  well  as  iu  tlie 
insUnce  of  Sir  Sydney  Smith,  it  would  not 
be  proper  to  erect  monuments  at  the  public 
expense.    He  alluded  to  Lords  Pyy^itnlli  aiid 
De  Saumarez.    If  the  session  had  proeaeded 
in  the  ordinary  manner,  it  was  bis  intentioo 
either  to  have  taken  ont  of  the  civil  rnntiiMSB 
cies  a  sum  sufficient  for  the  eredioo  ei  Urn 
proposed  monuments,  or  to  have  obtained  the 
amount  by  a  sepaiale  vote  in  the  ndseslUMOOs 
estimates.    The  hon.  Baronet  was,  however, 
aware  that  an  interruption  had  ooonrrad  in  the 
ordinary  proeeedinp  of  pubUe  busiDSH ;  and, 
for  that  reason,  Government  had  thought  it 
better  not  to  bring  forward  any  supplementary 
estimates,  but  merely  to  take  those  which  were 
necessary  for  carrying  on  the  public  service. 
But  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
ask  for  a  grant  for  the  erection  of  monuments 
to  the  gallant  individuals  he  had  named.    Sir 
F.  Burdett.*-Then  I  still  understand  the  noble 
Lord  to  be  of  the  same  opinion  as  to  the  pro* 
priety  of  erecting  a  monument  to  Sir  Sydney 
Smith?    Lord  J.  Russell.^1  am.   Sir  F.  Bur. 
detu — That  intention  is  not  given  up  or  aban- 
doned?   LofdJ.  Rumell.— Ituaot." 

This  was  the  poUic  declaration  made  by 
the  late  Government  of  their  intention  to 
erect  monuments  to  those  distinguished 
individuals. 

Subject  at  an  end. 


AvOLO-PoETUooBSB  Lkoiov.]  Mr. 
Labeuchere  inqnired  whether  there  waa 
any  hope  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  who 
had  served  in  the  army  of  liberation  hi 
Portugal,  receiving  the*  amount  of  their 
claims  under  the  mixed  commisaioci  ? 

Str  A.  Pee/  said,  that  the  Oovemaent 
had,  in  their  cosaaonicationa  wiili  foaaiga 
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countries  to  contend,  in  more  than  an  ordi- 
nary degree,  against  the  disadvantages  re- 
salting  from  the  changes  in  the  govern- 
ments of  those  coantriesdoring  the  progress 
of  negotiations.  This  was  the  case  with 
respect  to  Portugal ;  but  he  had  the  satis- 
faction of  stating,  that  he  believed  the 
new  Ministry  had  made  arrangements  for 
the  payment,  in  half-yearly  instalments,  of 
the  sum  due  to  the  individuals  to  whom  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded.  Of  course,  it 
would  be  a  question  in  what  proportion 
the  money  should  be  applied  to  the  pay- 
ment of  those  whose  claims  might  be  ad- 
judicated on.  This  was  matter  for  con- 
sideration ;  but  it  appeared  most  equitable 
and  iust  to  provide  for  those  whose  de- 
mands were  of  the  least  amount,  and  the 
settlement  of  which  might,  therefore,  be 
presumed  to  be  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  parties.  Nothing,  however,  upon 
this  pomt  was  decided  on ;  but  he  nad 
every  reason  to  hope,  that  the  Portuguese 
Government  had  made  a  final  arrange- 
ment for  the  acquittal  of  the  sums  due. 

DoNEOAL  Grand  JuRT.^  Lord  Cle- 
mentM  hoped  that  he  should  meet  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  in  bringing  be- 
fore it  a  matter  of  a  personal  nature,  and 
one  which  not  only  touched  his  character, 
but  also  that  of  the  learned  Chief  Remem- 
brancer of  Ireland.  In  answer  to  state- 
ments that  he  had  made  on  the  30th  of 
Jane,  relative  to  abuses  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  county  of  Donegal  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  grand  jury  laws,  the 
learned  Recorder  of  Dublin  bad  taken 
upon  himself  to  contradict  statements  he 
had  made  relative  to  a  forgery  he  had  al- 
leged to  have  been  committed,  and  the 
learned  Recorder  stated  that  he  did  so 
upon  the  authority  of  the  Chief  Remem- 
brancer,  Mr.  Blake.  He,  therefore, 
thought  it  his  duty  to  write  to  that  learned 
gentleman  to  know  if  this  was  correct, 
and  he  would  by  the  permission  of  the 
House  read  these  letters.  The  first  was 
from  him  to  Mr.  Blake : — 

(Copy.) 

^  London,  Jvfy,  1 3, 1842. 

'<Dear  Mr.  Blake— I  hope  that  you  will 
exeiise  me  for  again  troubling  you.  But  Mr. 
Shaw  stated  in  the  House  of  Commons  words 
to  the  following  effect :— '  Mr.  Shaw  wished 
only  to  say  in  corroboration  of  what  bad  fallen 
from  tiie  hon.  Member  for  Donegal,  and  in 
justice  to  the  gentlemen  who  were  attacked, 
that  Mr.  Blake  had  expressed  to  him  the 


greatest  astonishment  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  have  designated  the  transaction  he  had 
so  long  dwelt  upon  as  a  forgery ;  there  was  an 
irregularity  in  tfie  act  of  the  public  officer,  but 
it  was  neither  a  fraud  nor  a  moral  offence ; 
under  these  circumstances,  he  saw  not  justifi- 
cation for  the  noble  Lord  in  the  strong  terms 
that  he  used.'  You  will  oblige  me  very  much 
by  informing  me  if  this  be  true,  or  if  you  said 
anything  to  Mr.  Shaw  which  could  authorise 
his  making  the  above  statement. 

''  Believe  me  your's  very  faithfully, 

'^  The  Right  Hon.  Anthony  Blake,lcc.  &c.  fcc." 

To  this  Mr.  Blake  sent  the  following 
reply— 

(Copy.) 

"  Dublin  Cattle,  My  16,  1842: 

''  My  dear  Lord — I  have  received  your  note 
of  the  13th  instant.    There  appears  to  be  a 
misunderstanding  as  to  the  conversation  which 
I  had  with  Mr.  Shaw.    It  took  place,  I  think« 
casually  after  dinner  at  the  Queen's  Ion,  where 
he  and  I  had  been  dining  as  benchers.    He 
mentioned  your  having  spoken  of  the  secretary 
of  the  grand  jury  of  Donegal  as  having  been 
convicted  by  or  before  me  of  forgery,  and  it 
was  at  that  that  I  expressed  in  surprise.    I 
stated  that  I  had  no  jurisdiction  over  the  se- 
cretary of  the  grand  jary  ;  that  I  could  only 
examine  him  with  reference  to  the  county 
treasurers  account ;  that  I  did  examine  him 
with  reference  to  it,  and  that  he  admitted  be- 
fore me  having  put  a  man's  name  to  a  receipt, 
having  drawn  the  amount  without  his  authontv, 
and  having  applied  it  for  some  time  to  bis 
own  purposes,  but  that  he  afterwards  paid  it 
to  the  person  entitled  to  it;  that  I  thought 
these  circumstances  ought  to  be  brought  unoer 
the  notice  of  those  to  whom  he  was  amenable 
for  his  conduct,  which  he  was  not  to  me ;  that  I 
had  called  their  attention  to  it ;  that  as  I  had  no 
right  to  try  him  for  any  crime,  and  did  not,  it 
would  have  been  very  improper  in  me,  parti- 
cularly when  speaking  judicially,  to  declare 
him  guilty  of  forgery,  or  fraud,  or  any  moral 
offence,  and  that  I  accordingly  abstained  from 
doing  so.    This,  I  am  certain,  is  the  substance 
of  what  I  stated.    It  corresponds  with  the 
original  minute  which  I  made  in  the  matter,  a 
copy  of  which  has  been  printed  by  order  of  the 
House  of  Commons^  and  from  which  the  fol- 
lowing is  an  extract :— '  Mr,  Spenoe  admitted 
that  the  mark  of  Owen  M'Daia  was  put  to  the 
receipt,  not  bv  M'Daid,  but  bv  him.    He  ad- 
mitted that  M'Daid  could  read  and  write,  and 
had  given  him  no  authoritjr  to  sign  his  name, 
or  put  his  mark  to  the  receipt.    He  stated  that 
the  money  was  payable,  not  to  M'Daid,  but 
to  John  Dogherty,  who  had  done  the  work  for 
which  the  presentment  had  been  made     That 
after  Spring  Assizes,  1640,  he  (^nce)  dell* 
vered  the  receipt  to  the  treasurer,  and  received 
a  draft  from  him  for  the  amount  drawn  in  fa- 
vour of  M'Daid,  or  order;  that  he  endorsed 
the  draft  in  M^Daid's  name,  and  drew  the 
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amount  from  the  county  bank ;  that  he  applied 
the  money  to  his  own  purposes  ;  and  that  he 
paid  the  amount,  after  Summer  Assizes,  to 
John  Dogherty,  who  had  done  the  work.  I 
examined  M'Daid,  who  admitted  that  he  autho- 
rized Dogherty  to  receive  the  money.  I  also 
examined  Dogherty,  who  admitted  that  he  had 
received  the  money  after  Summer  Assizes 
from  Mr.  Spence.  Mr.  Spence  stated  that  the 
treasurer  was  not  cognizant  of  the  circum- 
stances. As  the  money  payable  to  M'Daid 
has,  with  his  privity  and  consent,  been  paid  to 
Dogherty,  I  have  suffered  the  credit  which  I 
pave  the  treasurer  for  it  to  stand ;  but  I  deem 
it  necessary  that  the  attention  both  of  the  court 
and  the  grand  jury  should  be  called  to  the  sub- 
ject at  the  ensuing  assizes.'  With  this  minute 
fresh  in  my  recollection,  I  could  not  have  in- 
tended to  exculpate  Mr.  Spense.  I  meant  only 
to  exculpate  myself.  I  do  not  think  any  per- 
son, in  the  exercise  of  judicial  functions, 
should  ever  declare  any  person  guilty  of  a 
crime,  unless  bound  to  do  so  upon  that  per- 
son's being  tried  for  crime  before  him.  The 
notion  that  Mr.  Spence  had  been  convicted  of 
forgery  by,  or  before  me,  might  imply  that  I 
had  pronounced  him  so.  It  was  against  this 
supposition  I  was  anxious  to  protest,  without 
meaning  at  all  to  express  surprise  at  your  de- 
signating the  act  as  forgery,  or  to  pronounce 
on  Mr.  Spence's  conduct.  It  was  tne  opinion 
of  the  late  and  present  law  officers  of  the 
Grown,  and  it  was  mine,  as  you  are  already 
aware,  that  after  M'Daid  had  adopted  the  acts 
of  Spence,  a  prosecution  for  forgery,  with  in« 
tent  to  defraud,  could  not  be  maintained,  but 
it  was  competent  to  the  judpe  and  the  grand 
jury,  and  to  them  only,  to  go  mto  the  case  with 
a  Tiew  to  Mr.  Spence's  continuance  or  dis- 
missal from  office,  or  being  mulct  of  his  salary, 
and  to  them  I  left  it,  as  it  was  my  duty  to  do. 

(Signed)  '«  A.R.Blak£." 


He  need  only  add  that  it  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  that  the  time  of 
hit  making  use  of  the  word  *'  convicted  " 
was  not  in  his  speech  on  the  30ih  of  June, 
but  at  the  time  of  bis  putting  a  aaestioo 
to  the  Doble  Lord  the  Secretary  tot  Ireland, 
to  know  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  prosecute  Mr.  Spence  in  con* 
sequence  of  what  had  taken  place  before 
Mr.  Blake.  The  noble  Lord  understood 
his  meaning,  and  answered  his  question  to 
his  satisfaction.  He  admitted  that  the 
word  **  convicted  *'  might  imply  more  than 
he  intended  should  be  understood ;  but  it 
was  made  use  of  only  in  the  question  to 
the  noble  Lord,  and  not  in  his  speech  on 
ihe  30th  of  June.  Therefore  he  could  not 
admit  that  the  learned  Recorder  of  Dublin 
was  in  any  way  justified  in  making  the 
sutements  he  did,  or  deny  that  a  forgery 
bid  been  committed,  when  there  was  not 


a  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  such  had  been 
the  case. 

The  Rev.  Mr.  Melvill.]]  Oq  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day  being  moved, 

Mr.  KemhU  said,  he  hoped  that  he 
might  be  allowed  to  vindicate  the  character 
of  a  near  and  very  dear  relative,  upon 
whom  he  conceived  an  aspersion  had  been 
thrown  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  M.  uibson)  in  the  speech  which  he 
had  made  upon  his  motion  inquiring  into 
the  distress  of  the  country  —  the  Rev. 
Henry  Melvill.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  say  any- 
thing prejudicial  to  the  character  of  that 
gentleman,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
thought  his  views  might  receive  an  un- 
favourable construction.  It  might  appear, 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech,  that  he 
was  a  mere  political  person,  whose  object 
it  was  to  ingratiate  himself  with  the  Go- 
vernment by  supporting  their  measures. 
In  the  course  of  his  speech,  the  boo. 
Member  quoted  very  largely  from  a  ser- 
mon of  the  rev.  Gentleman,  which  had 
been  reported  in  a  publication  called  the 
Pulpit  Now  it  was  not  fair  that  a  cler- 
gyman should  be  made  responsible  for 
certain  expressions  reported  to  have  been 
used  by  him,  and  published  withoat  his 
sanction.  At  the  same  time  there  was  no 
man  more  capable  of  defending  himself,  or 
less  likely  to  shrink  from  the  responsibility 
of  any  expression  he  might  have  uttered, 
than  that  rev.  gentleman.  The  alia- 
sion  to  the  Corn-laws  which  had  been 
quoted  was  merely  used  by  Mr.  Melvill 
incidentally  in  the  course  of  his  sermoo, 
and  addressed  to  his  hearers  in  the  ordi- 
nary discharge  of  his  duty,  and  they  had 
occurred  in  a  sermon  preached  oo  the 
occasion  of  the  Queen's  letter,  when  he 
undertook  to  advocate  the  cause  of  the 
distressed  manufactures.  That  the  House 
might  see  there  was  no  want  of  sympathy 
or  warmth  in  the  cause  on  the  part  of  the 
preacher,  he  might  mention  that  the  col- 
lection after  the  sermon  in  question  was 
no  less  than  230L  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  in  the  course  of  his  speech  had 
represented  his  rev.  friend  as  a  gen* 
tieman  in  connection  with  the  Govern* 
ment.  If  that  were  the  case,  he  did  not 
know  that  that  was  any  discredit,  but  npon 
that  point  he  might  say  he  knew  noC 
what  was  alluded  to.  The  rev.  gen* 
tieman  had  received  no  favour  6om  the 
Government.      If  the  chaplaincy  to  the 
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Tower  was  pointed  at,  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman had  received  that  appointment 
from  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  not  as  a 
Member  of  the  administration,  but  as 
constable  of  the  Tower,  and  before  the 

£  resent  administration  came  into  office. 
Ir.  MelviU  certainly  placed  great  value 
upon  that  appointment,  receiving  it  as  he 
did,  nnsolicited,  from  the  hands  of  that 
illustrious  individual.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  appeared  to  insinuate  that  the 
clergy  had  a  pecuniary  interest  in  sup- 
porting the  Corn-law.    ['*  Order.'*] 

The  Speaker  intimated  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  out  of  order  in  replying  to 
what  had  been  said  in  a  former  debate. 

Mr.  Kemble  said  bis  object  was  not  to 
answer  generally,  but  to  show  that  the 
observation  could  not  have  reference  to 
the  Rev.  Mr.  MelviU,  and  that  that  gen- 
tleman could  not  be  influenced  by  pecu- 
niary motives  in  regard  to  tithes,  as  his 
income  arose  from  pew  rents.  It  was  not 
ibr  him  then  to  express  any  opinioion 
whether  or  not  the  clergy  should  interfere 
with  politics ;  but  at  all  events,  no  man 
could  be  less  liable  to  such  a  charge  than 
Mr.  MelviU,  who  bad  never  attended  any 
political  meeting,  nor  had  in  any  way 
made  himself  conspicuous  in  politics.  The 
character  of  that  gentleman,  however,  was 
too  well  known  to  need  any  defence  from 
him.  Wherever  Mr.  MelviU  was  known  he 
was  most  highly  esteemed. 

Mr.  M.  Oibscn  declared,  that  in  what 
he  had  said  he  had  not  been  influenced 
by  the  slightest  wish  to  cast  any  reflections 
upon  the  personal  character  of  the  Rev. 
Mr.  MelviU.  On  the  contrary,  the  lan- 
guage he  had  held  was  rather  eulogistic 
than  otherwise,  for  he  had  described  him 
as  a  distinguished  and  talented  clergyman, 
enjoying  theconfldence  and  respect  of  his 
congregation.  With  regard  to  the  publi- 
cation in  the  Pulpit  of  the  sermon  alluded 
to,  the  only  question  was,  as  to  the  accu- 
racy of  the  report.  He  believed  that  the 
sermon  as  quoted  to  be  as  nearly  as  possi- 
ble verbatim  the  sermon  of  Mr.  MelviU, 
and  it  did  not  appear  that  the  hon.  Member 
disputed  the  accuracy  of  the  report.  As 
a  Member  of  Parliament  he  had  a  right  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  the  doctrine  pro- 
pounded in  the  pulpit  by  a  clergyman  of 
the  Established  Church.  The  Established 
Church  rested  upon  the  foundation  of  an 
act  of  Parliament,  and  Parliament,  he 
conceived,  had  something  to  do,  if  not 
with  the  religious  doctrines,  at  least  with 
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the  doctrines  of  political  economy,  which 
a  clergyman  of  that  church  might  think 
proper  to  promulgate.  If  the  clergy  were 
to  teach  political  economy,  the  House 
ought  to  take  some  steps  by  which  a 
sound  system  should  be  taught.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford — 
that  hon.  Member  would  tell  them  that 
one  of  the  advantages  of  an  Established 
Church  was  uniformity.  If  it  were  in- 
tended that  the  clergy  should  teach  po- 
litical economy,  there  ought  to  be  articles 
of  the  science  drawn  up,  and  a  standard 
of  faith  established.  i*<  Order."]  If  a 
discussion  was  revived  and  allusion  made 
to  what  had  fallen  from  an  hon.  Member 
in  a  former  debate,  surely  it  was  but  just 
and  fair  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  to  him  of  reply.  He  appealed, 
then,  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Oxford^  whether,  if  the  clergy  were  to 
teach  political  economy,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary that  articles  of  that  branch  of  poli- 
tical science  should  be  drawn  up,  and  a 
standard  of  faith  established,  so  that  some- 
thing definite  might  be  communicated  to 
the  people  through  the  medium  of  the 
clergy.  He  spoke  of  Mr.  MelviU  with  re- 
spect; but  when  that  gentleman  was  in 
his  pulpit  he  was  public  property,  and 
was  responsible  to  that  House  and  to  Par- 
liament for  the  doctrines  he  chose  to  dis- 
seminate from  thence.  What,  then,  be- 
came of  the  connection  between  Church 
and  State  ?  Much  had  been  said  of  that 
connection,  and  here  was  a  point  at 
issue  between  the  Church  and  State. 
He  contended  that  it  was  a  misappli- 
cation of  the  funds  of  the  Church,  if 
not  of  the  public  estate,  and  a  misuse 
of  the  functions  of  the  clergy,  to  make 
the  pulpit  the  vehicle  for  supporting  the 
Corn-laws,  or  particular  views  of  political 
economy.  The  Anti-Corn-law  league, 
when  they  employed  lecturers,  subscribed 
and  supported  them.  Let  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  do  the  same  if  they  pleased ; 
let  them  employ  and  pay  lecturers  out  of 
their  own  private  funds;  but  they  must 
not  sanction  the  dissemination,  by  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church,  of  par- 
ticular views  of  the  Corn-law  question. 
He  adhered  strictly  to  the  opinion  he  had 
before  expressed  with  regard  to  the  sermon 
of  Mr.  MelviU.  He  had  not  said  that  that 
rev.  gentleman  had  individually  k  pecuni- 
ary interest  in  supporting  the  Corn-law ; 
but  what  he  had  said  was  this ; — that  if 
the  clergy,  mentioning  the  Corn-law,  said. 
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M  Mr.  Melfill  hid,  that  it  was  etaeotial 
for  the  support  of  the  national  pietj  that 
that  law  thould  be  maintaioed,  their  cod- 
grtgfltioni  might  put  to  tbemselfcs  this 
queiiioD— 'Had  not  the  clergy  a  pecuniary 
inierett  in  the  support  of  this  law  ?  was  it 
certain  that  they  taught  that  doctrine  with 
motives  perfectly  disinterested  and  pure? 
That  was  the  view  he  had  taken.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Surrey  had  said  that 
Mr.  Melvill  did  not  generally  meddle  in 
politics-*that  he  was  not  a  leading  politi- 
cal partisan.  If  that  were  the  case,  his 
opinions  were  the  more  likely  to  have 
weight  and  influence,  and  the  consequence 
of  bis  preaching  such  sermons  as  that  in 
question  was  the  more  to  be  apprehended, 
on  account  of  his  influence  with  his  con- 
gregation. He  therefore  protested  against 
this  system  of  upholding  the  Corn-lnwsby 
means  of  the  pulpit  of  the  Established 
Church.  As  to  Mr.  Melvill  being  in  close 
connection  with  the  Government,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon*  Member  for  Surrey 
that  thioga  would  have  coma  to  a  pretty 
pass,  if  that  circumstance  was  to  be  con* 
sidered  as  a  slur  upon  the  character  of  a 
respected  and  venerated  clergyman*  80 
far  from  thinking  it  a  slur,  he  thought 
that,  agreeing  with  the  Government  in  po* 
litics,  it  was  an  honour  to  the  clergyman 
that  he  was  known  to  have  their  confi- 
dance  I  and  he  viewed  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  MeWHI  to  the  chaplaincy  of  tho 
Tower  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington«  who 
was  known  to  have  great  influence  in  the 
Cabinet!  although  he  held  no  particular 
oflUce,  as  a  testimony  that  Mr.  Melvill  did 
anjoy  the  confidence  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  should  not  have  occu- 
pied the  time  of  the  House  had  be  not 
been  called  up  by  the  speech  just  deli- 
vered s  but  he  wished  it  to  be  understood 
fully  that  he  did  not  throw  the  alight* 
est  personal  imputation  npon  Mr.  Mel- 
villi  and  he  desired  to  say  nothing  that 
could  by  possibility  wound  In  the  least  de- 
gree the  feelings  of  tbe  hon.  Member  who 
was  his  relative. 

Sir  B»  H  Ingliit  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion that  bad  been  asked  bim  by  the  hon. 
Member,  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
that  articlci  of  political  economy  shoold 
be  drawn  op  for  the  use  of  the  clcffy, 
Would,  in  return,  ask  that  hon.  Member 
whether  those  artielea  mast  not  be  framed 
by  that  Honse,  and  whether,  in  that  case, 
H  tbe  House  stood  at  prtaenti  It  was  vert 
likely  that  the  artklia  would  be  •pproved 


of  by  the  boo.  Member  and  hia  frhads^ 
and  what  advantage  would  arise  to  tbom 
from  the  articles  so  framed  t 
Subject  at  an  end. 

CoLoviAL  Passivobrs.]  TTho  Col»* 
nial  Passengers  Bill  was  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  Haw9i  rose  to  move  that  part  of  tho 
8th  clause  be  atruck  out.  He  hoped  to  havo 
not  only  the  consent  of  the  House,  b  at  o 
many  of  the  Members  of  her  Majesty'a 
Government  to  that  motion,  last  year  a 
similar  clause  had  been  propoaed  by  tbo 
then  Secretary  to  the  Coioniea  in  bringing 
forward  a  measure  on  tbia  sabject,  and 
that  clause  had  been  opposed  by  the  no- 
ble Lord  the  present  Seciatary  for  the 
Coioniea,  by  the  present  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Control,  b>  tbe  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Treaaary,  by  the  Secretary  10 
the  Treasury,  by  a  right  hon,  Oeotlensaa 
now  absent,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  who  had  all  beea 
anxious  to  avail  tbemaelves  of  the  caaoal 
assistance  of  those  who  differed  from  theas 
in  political  opinion,  to  oppose  tbe  then  Go- 
vernment as  far  aa  regarded  that  oaeasoia. 
The  objection  then  taken  to  the  measorC 
was  that  there  had  been  no  definite  plaa 
for  regulating  the  transportatioD  of  Ineae 
Hill  CoolieSy  and  that  waa  preoiaely  the 
objection  he  took  to  the  present  meaaure. 
He  could  not  but  coatrut  the  coadoct  of 
the  former  Secretary  for  the  Coloaiee 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  with  that  of  the  preeent 
Seoretary  (Lord  Stanley).  Tbe  former 
Noble  ]x>rd  had  not  introduced  hie  nea* 
sure  until  Parliament  had  had  a  full  op» 
portunity  of  discussing  the  subject ;  wbue 
the  present  Secretary  for  tbe  Cotooiea 
had  introduced  tbe  measore  withowt  any 
explanation,  and  had  it  not  been  that 
certain  papers  had  bma  moved  fofi  the 
bill,  under  the  title  of  the  Colonial  Pae* 
sengera  Bill,  might  have  passed  witboas 
notice.  The  noble  liOrd  had  objected  to 
the  measure  of  Lord  John  RusecUt  thai 
there  was  no  defiaite  plan  for  lagolatinf 
the  deportation  of  the  Rill  Cooliest  and 
that  was  precisely  his  objectioa  to  tbe 
measure  of  the  n<rt>le  Loid,  and  be  would 
ask  the  noMe  Lord  what  plan  bad  beea 
propounded  on  that  eabieet  stace  tbe  aMa* 
sore  of  Urd  John  Rttsaell?  Had  the  noble 
Lord  any  plan— had  be  lodioated  aoyf 
Certainly  aot.  Tbe  aoUe  Lord  had  eer- 
tainly  written  a  moat  reoMrkable  despaleli 
oa  the  subject,  and  that  waa  all  ba  bad 
done.    It  woaM  bate  beea  wiae  sa  bate 
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submitted  to  the  Houie  the  regulations 
the  Indian  Qovernroent  had  made  as 
Ttaaous  for  passing  the  bill,  and  they  had 
a  right  to  know  whether  those  regulations 
had  been  carried  out.  He  thought  the 
noble  Lord  ought  to  wait  till  he  had  the 
assent  of  the  Indian  Qovernment  and  the 
Gotemment  of  the  Mauritius  to  the  mea- 
sure. In  these  statements  he  was  not 
saying  a  word  against  a  system  of  emigra- 
tion oondueted  upon  proper  principles. 
If  they  could  accomplish  j  ustice  to  par- 
ties emigrating  to  the  Mauritius,  he  should 
not  object  to  the  emigration  of  Hill  Coolies, 
bat  be  contended  that  so  desirable  an  end 
could  not  be  obtained.  He  did  not  make 
that  statement  solely  upon  his  own  ru- 
thorityy  liecause  he  found  Lord  Normanby 
stating,  in  1839,  that  the  Qovernment 
was  decidedly  hostile  to  any  project  for 
removing  emigrants  from  the  Mauritius; 
and  again.  Lord  Auckland  had  stated,  in 
a  despatch,  that  he  feared  such  a  system 
ooaU  not  be  carried  out  without  inflicting 
grievoos  injustice  and  fraud  on  a  helpless 
people.  Lord  Auckland  had  said  that  no 
police  regulations  would  ever  be  sufficient 

Srotection  to  the  Hill  Coolies  in  the 
fiorithis.  The  negroes  there  were  not 
provided  with  hospitals,  and  their  living 
wis  extremely  bao,  and  they  were  gene- 
rally very  badly  treated,  and  their  com- 
pUittts  about  the  non-payment  of  wages 
were  often  passed  by  without  notice.  It 
could  not  be  said  that  it  was  necessary 
to  send  labourers  to  the  Mauritius  with  a 
view  lo  the  increased  production  of  sugar. 
There  had  been  no  falling  off  in  the  pro*- 
duotion  of  sugar  in  the  Mauritius,  and 
there  could  not,  therefore,  be  any  neces- 
sity for  the  importation  of  labooiers  into 
the  colony.  He  contended  that  if  they 
passed  the  present  measure,  the)  would 
run  the  risk  of  a  renewal  of  slavery,  that 
they  could  not  adeqately  protect  those 

Sier  people  from  fraud  and  oppression* 
e  entreated  the  House,  therefore,  to 
pause  before  they  passed  the  bill,  and  to 
wait  at  least  until  they  should  receive 
foriher  iuformation  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded,  by  moving  the 
Milssiott  of  part  of  the  eiaose* 

Mr«  6.  Bankes  supported  the  bill.  He 
!»as  persuaded  that  the  time  was  come, 
when  they  should  provide  for  a  fresh 
supply  of  labourers  in  oi|r  West- India 
colonies ;  and  he  believed  there  was  no 
qaarter  from  which  that  iupply  could  be 
sb  coaveniently  or   advantageously   de« 


rived  as  from  the  East  Indies.  There 
were  but  two  sources  of  immigration  to 
which  the  West  Indies  could  look  for  a 
supply,  and  those  sources  were,  the  one 
the  coast  of  Africa,  and  the  other  the 
East  of  Asia.  They  had  had  the  evidence 
of  Sir  Charles  Metcalf,  who  had  passed 
many  years  of  his  life  in  high  office  in  the 
East  Indies,  and  who  had  subsequently 
been  Governor  of  Jamaica,  and  who, 
consequently,  was  well  acquainted  with 
the  social  position  of  both  countries,  to 
prove  that  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  the  introduction  of  labourers  from  the 
East  Indies  into  the  West  Indies,  except 
the  length  of  the  voyage,  and  that  dif- 
ficulty the  Legislature  would  speedily  re- 
move. The  present  bill,  it  appeared,  did 
not  provide  for  a  supply  of  labourers  to 
the  West  Indies,  but  he  hoped  that  a  bill 
would  be  introduced  for  that  purpose 
early  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
As  respected  the  Mauritius,  he  was  not 
so  qualiBed  to  give  an  opinion ;  but  as 
respected  Jamaica,  he  thought  he  might 
venture  to  say  that  the  result  of  all  their 
inquiries  wss,  that  there  was  no  fear  of 
oppression  to  persons  of  this  description. 
When  they  were  introduced  as  labourers 
they  would  be  in  the  immediate  enjoy- 
ment of  equal  rights  and  privileges  With 
those  freed  men  who  did  not  work  more 
than  they  thought  &tf  which,  in  point  of 
fact,  was  inadequate  to  the  cultivation  of 
soil  so  fruitful,  and  of  so  extensive  a 
colony. 

Mr.  F,  Smith  thought  the  report  of  the 
committee  would  prove  as  useless  for  pur* 
poses  of  legislation  as  any  one  of  the 
**  blue  books/*  which  the  noble  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  was  in  the  habit  of  mer* 
oilessly  ridiculing.  His  reason  for  voting 
with  the  noble  Lord  was  this,  that  he 
thought  the  experiment  proposed  to  be 
tried  by  the  bill  was  one  which  ought  not 
lo  be  left  untried.  Considering  the  bill 
merely  in  the  light  of  a  measure  for  facili- 
tating  the  transfer  of  the  surplus  popula- 
tion of  India  to  the  island  of  Mauritius, 
he  should  vote  for  it ;  at  the  same  time  he 
must  observe,  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  brought  fbr^i 
ward  this  bill  show  that  consideration  for 
the  House  which  he  was  sure  the  noble 
Lord  would  upon  reflection  feel  that  be 
ought  to  have  shown.  He  roust  further 
add,  it  was  with  great  reluctance  he  agreed 
to  any  measure  which  invested  any  Min- 
ister of  the  Crowa  with  such  hrge  dlsere* 
Y2 
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tiooary  powers,  and  yet,  if  any  one  were 
to  be  so  intrusted,  he  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  ought  to  be  that  person,  when  it 
was  recollecled  that  it  was  he  who  intro* 
duced  and  conducted  through  the  House 
of  Commons  that  measure  by  which  the 
abolition  of  slavery  in  the  West  Indies  was 
effected. 

Siril.  Orant  rose  to  do  an  act  of  justice 
to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies.  He  formed  one  of  a  deputation 
to  the  noble  Lord  from  the  great  body  of  the 
West-Indian  proprietors,  calling  upon  the 
noble  Lord  to  sanction  the  appointment  of 
a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
the  West  Indies;  and  the  noble  Lord  con- 
sented to  the  appointment  of  that  com. 
miltee  with  considerable  reluctance.  When 
the  report  of  the  evidence  taken  before 
that  committee  was  published,  it  would 
afford  a  complete  refutation  to  the  asser- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lamt>eth, 
that  a  West- Indian  proprietor  could  not 
do  justice  to  an  emancipated  slave. 

Mr.  Bingham  Bann^  complained  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  was  too  apt 
to  impute  unworthy  motives  to  those  who 
differed  from  him  in  opinion.  He  had  on 
a  former  occasion  reluctantly  voted  against 
prmitting  those  persons  to  emigrate,  and 
he  had  been  induced  to  do  so  because  the 
bon»  Member  for  Beverley  had  given  it  as 
the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Directors,  that 
some  delay  was  necessary  in  order  to  in- 
stil ute  an  inquiry  before  legislating  on  the 
subject.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  unless  security  was  taken  that 
all  the  abuses  which  had  been  complained 
of  should  be  put  down,  that  it  would  be 
improper  to  permit  the  immigration  of 
Hill  Coolies  into  the  Mauritius ;  but  he 
contended  that  by  the  precautions  adopted, 
a  proper  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Mauritius  was  secured,  and  the  recurrence 
of  abuses  rendered  impossible.  The  sys- 
tem of  contract  and  bounty  had  been  done 
away  with,  and  the  labourer  on  his  land- 
ing in  the  island  was  free  to  engage  with 
any  master  he  liked.  If  a  man  were 
a  bad  master  he  would  g^t  no  slaves. 

tMr.  Haw€9 :  "  Hear,  hear."]  The  hon. 
lember  was  very  willing  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  an  inadvertent  word.  Under 
the  former  system  those  bondmen  were 
slaves ;  under  the  present  system,  how- 
ever, they  were  free  labourers.  The  ma- 
fisi  rates  in  the  Mauritius  were  impartial, 
'"'1  the  comfort  of  the  labourers  would  be 


secured.  It  was  not  the  object  of  the 
Indian  Government  to  encoarage  emigra* 
tion  from  India  to  the  Maaritins,  bot 
merely  to  permit  and  regolate  it,  and 
whenever  wages  in  India  should  be  higher 
than  they  were  in  the  MaDritios  that  emi- 
gration would  naturally  cease. 

Mr.  Mangles^  knowing  how  firm  m  friend 
to  free-trade  was  his  right  boo.  Friend 
near  him  (Mr.  V.  Smith),  had  been  sur- 
prised at  hearing  his  speech  in  oppositioa 
to  this  measure,  which  was  founded  on  the 
principle  of  allowing  the  labonrer  to  canj 
his  labour  to  what  market  he  pleased. 
His  right  hon.  Friend's  speech  consisted 
of  very  broad  assertions,  which  were  not 
supported  by  the  evidence  before  the 
House.  He  rested  his  support  of  the 
measure  on  the  right  of  every  free  man  to 
take  his  labour  where  he  pleased;  and 
when  he  was  answered  that  these  Hill 
Coolies  knew  not  where  the  Mauritius  was, 
and  were  indeed  little  better  than  the 
monkies,  he  could  only  say  that  the  House 
had  abundance  of  evidence  before  it  to 
show  that  if  they  went  to  the  Manritiua 
monkeys  they  went  hack  to  India  men, 
and  intelligent  men  too,  so  that  the  longer 
that  House  prevented  them  from  going  to 
the  Mauritius,  the  longer  it  kept  Uiem  in 
that  ignorant  and  unenlightened  condition 
which  was  alleged  as  the  reason  for  not 
allowing  their  removal.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber quoted  many  passages  from  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  commission  on  the 
subject,  to  the  effect  that  in  almost  every 
instance  the  Coolies,  on  their  return  from 
the  Mauritius,  were  greatly  improved  in 
intelligence  and  comfort,  and  stated  that 
the  Mauritius  was  a  very  good  place.  The 
right  hon.  Member  was  also  quite  mis- 
taken in  saying  that  the  Coolies  could  not 
have  a  fair  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Mauritius;  for  the  evidence  of  Sir  Lionel 
Smith,  and  many  other  persona,  was  con- 
clusive to  show  that  since  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  special  magistrates  in  the 
Mauritius  none  of  their  grievances  went 
unredressed.  With  the  safeguards  intro- 
duced by  this  bill  against  the  abosea  which 
eslsted  under  the  former  system,  he  was 
satisBed  that  the  natives  of  India  might  be 
allowed  the  privilege  of  freemen  of  chooetof 
the  market  for  their  labour.  He  woeld, 
however,  suggest  in  addition  the  propriety 
of  establishing  two  offices,  one  in  the 
Mauritius,  and  the  other  in  India,  ao  aa  to 
secure  the  regular  delivery  of  letters  and 
remittaoces  of  money  from  the  Rill  Cool- 
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ies  in  the  Mauritias  to  their  wi^es  or 
friends  in  India. 

Mr.  Hogg  said,  that  though  not  opposed 
to  the  principles  of  free-trade,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  go  the  length  of  his  hon. 
Friend  who  preceded  him,  and  who  seemed 
prepared  to  extend  them  to  the  exportation 
of  human  beings.  The  question  had  been 
introduced  and  discussed  as  if  the  revival 
of  the  trade  in  Coolies  depended  upon  the 
▼ote  of  the  Hou9e.  He  begged  to  tell  the 
House  tliat  such  was  not  the  case,  and 
that  the  course  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  had  ren- 
dered idle  and  fruitless,  all  discussion  on 
the  subject.  At  the  very  moment  he  was 
speaking  he  thought  it  probable,  that  the 
prohibition  bad  b^n  removed  by  the  local 
government  of  India,  and  that  the  traffic 
was  again  in  full  operation.  He  wished 
the  House  to  know  distinctly  the  situa- 
tion in  which  they  had  been  placed,  and 
that  if  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  should  be  carried,  and 
the  clause  struck  out,  siill  the  views  of  the 
'noble  Lord  would  be  carried  into  execu- 
tion, despite  the  opinion  and  the  vote  of 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  think 
it  his  duty  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  nor  did  he  let  the  matter  rest  on 
his  own  responsibility.  He  carried  into 
execution  his  own  views  by  means  of  an 
order  in  council,  and  instructions  to  the 
local  government  in  India ;  and  then  came 
to  this  House  to  require  them  to  give  Par* 
liamentary  sanction  to  his  acts,  and  to  em- 
brace the  responsibility  of  a  measure  they 
had  never  air^pportunity  of  considering. 
Let  facts  and  dates  speak  for  themselves. 
A  few  dajrs  before  Parliament  met,  there 
appeared  in  the  Gazette  an  order  in  coun- 
cil pregnant  with  prognostications  of  divers 
probabilities.  That  order  in  council,  in  all 
Its  hypothetic  pomp,  went  forth  over  the 
waters  of  the  Atlantic,  and  must  have 
reached  Calcutta  early  in  April,  and  he 
asked  any  hon.  Member  who  had  read  that 
order  whether  he  could  doubt  for  a  mo. 
ment  that  Lord  Ellenborough  would  con- 
sider himself  justified  in  acting  upon  it, 
and  annulling  the  prohibitory  law.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  his  own  letter  to  the  com- 
missioners for  the  affairs  of  India,  regards 
the  matter  as  settled.    He  says, 

**  It  is  of  course  not  without  suflScient  rea- 
son that  her  Majesty  in  Council  has  assumed 
that  the  Governor-general  in  council  will  thus 
far  relax  and  modify  the  existing  prohibitory 
law."  I 

He  (Mr.  Hogg)  drew  attention  to  this> 


to  show  how  entirely  the  contemplated 
measures  were  concocted  bv  the  noble  Lord, 
who  seemed  to  have  regarded  India  as  part 
and  parcel  of  colonial   possessions  under 
his  control.   But  he  (Mr.  Hogg)  was  sorry 
to  say  that  the  proceedings  in  India  would 
not  rest  exclusively  on  the  order  in  coun- 
cil.   That  order  and  the    letter  to  the 
Board  of  Control  were  sent  to  the  Court 
of  Directors,  who  at  first  declined  forward- 
ing them,  stating   that  they  could    not 
authorize  the  withdrawal  of  the  existing 
prohibition,  without  the  sanction  of  Par- 
iiament.    That  opinion  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors often  expressed;  but  he  (Mr.  Hogg) 
regretted  to  say,  that  sympathizing  in  the 
change  which  had  shed  its  influence  on  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  that  body  concurred 
in  the  letter  lately  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
Houi>e,  and  which   virtually  ordered  the 
annulling  of  the  prohibitorv  l»«w,  without 
even  noticing  the  frightful  mass  of  evi- 
dence that  had  been  submitted  to  them,  or 
intimatin)^  their  own  opinions  and  views 
on  the  subject.    That  letter  went  out  by 
the  overland  of  the    dOth    March,    and 
would  reach  the  shores  of  India  in  May,  so 
that  the  legislative  enactments  consequent 
upon  its  receipt  would,  in  ordinary  course^ 
be  completed  and  carried  into  execution 
months  before  the  result  of  that  night's 
debate  could  be   known   in    India.      He 
therefore  repeated,  that  for  all  praMeal 
purposes  the  present  discussion  was  toIc 
and  useless,  except  perhaps  that  it  might 
tend  to  render  the  House  and  the  public 
more  vigilant  in  future.    Considering  that 
this  subject  had  repeatedly  occupietl  the 
attention  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  had  baffled  all  attempts  at  legislation, 
and  considering  the  interest  which  it  had 
excited  in  the  public  mind,  he  (Mr.  Hogg) 
should  have  thought  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  have  considered  it  right  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  House  upon  the  measures  he 
contemplated.     The  noble  Lord,  the  late 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had  distinctly 
pledged  himself  to  do  so ;  and  added,  that 
unless  he  did  do  so,  he  did  not  think  he 
would  be  acting  with  becoming  respect  to- 
wards the  House.     It  might  be  asked,  is 
a  pledge  given  by  one  government  bind- 
ing upon  another.     He  would  reply  that 
the  pledge  to  which  he  had  alluded  was 
almost  extorted  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  the  Hume  Department,  and 
he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  contend,  that 
the  Government  were  bound  to  respect  a 
pledge  thus  given  in  their  own  requisition. 
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^B  cMteodtd  further*  ibat  the  Hone  au* 
tHoritiet  for  the  gorennneBt  of  India  were 
not  juatified  in  authorisiag  any  relaiation 
of  the  existiDg  law,  until  they  had  suh- 
niitted  to  Parhament,  aad  through  Parlia* 
ineott  to  the  country  the  measure  they 
proposed  to  prereot  a  recurrence  of  tlie 
atrocities  that  had  been  perpetrated,  and 
which  had  excited  such  fe^inga  of  horror 
and  indignatioD  in  the  mind  of  every  hu. 
mane  man.     What !  thirty  or  forty  thou* 
sand  of  the  natives  of  India  torn  by  force, 
or  beguiled  by  fraud  from   their  homes, 
transported  to  a    distant   island,  where, 
from  the  nature  of  the  soil  labour  in  the 
field  is  severe  in  the  extreme,  there,  handed 
ever  to  taskmasters  who  extorted    from 
them  work  beyond  what  their  frames  were 
physically  capiaUe  of  enduring,  while  their 
families,  abandoned  in  India,  were  lan- 
guishing in  misery  and  destitution.     And 
the  system  which  induced  these  frightful 
calamities  to  be  again  resorted  to,  without 
the  specification  of  a  single  precautionary 
meaaure  (at  leut  as  regardea  India),  that 
had  not  before  been  tried  and  found  un- 
availing.   As  a  Member  of  that  House, 
and  speaking  only  from  that  information 
which  was  open  to  all,  he  (Mr.  Hogg)  had  a 
right  to  complain  that  the  Court  of  Durec^ 
tors  had  deviated  from  that  course  which 
they  led  the  public  to  believe  they  would 
pursue,  as  indicated  bv  their  despatdiea, 
and  their  petition  to  the  House.    In  the 
letter  ordering  the  prohibition,  the  Court 
expressly  advert  to  measures  pending  in 
Parliament.     Again,  in  September  1841, 
the  Court  »ay  that  thev  ouinot  authoriae 
the  Government  to  withdraw  the  prohibi- 
tion without  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 
The  same  view  of  the  sulgeGt  was  taken 
b]r  the  court  of  (iroprietora,  with  whom  the 
directors  acted  in  concert.     At  a  maral 
court  of  proprietors  held  the   17tb  July 
1640,  a  petition  was  unanimously  agrsed 
to  against  the  clauses  proposed  by  the  no- 
ble Lord  the  late  HecreUry  for  the  Cob- 
nies,  to  be  added  to  the  then  pending  Co* 
lonial  Passengers  Bill.  He  had  the  honour 
to  present  that  netition,  and  he  believed 
that  a  petition  from  so  influential  a  body 
aa  the  East  India  Company,  aided  by  the 
eloquent  remonstrance  of  nia  right  hon. 
Friend  the  becretary  for  the  Home  De* 
partment,  went  far  in  infjoencing  the  no- 
Ue  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  to  abandon  his 
inteudetl  provision.     He  was  aware  that 
the  petition  only  prayed  fur  delaj  till  the 
report  of  the  oommiitee  that  had  been  as* 
ibled  on  the  aulyoct  should  be  lectived. 


It  was  true  that  report  had  now  beea  re* 
scinded,  but  how  was  their  poaittea  al* 
tared?  They  then  acted  ou  vague  rumour* 
but  thev  had  now  before  them  a  report 
signed  by  three  gentlemen  of  the  highaal 
character,  and  a  maas  of  evidoooe  depicting 
atrocities  and  sufieringa  far  exceeding  what 
had  ever  been  apprehended;  and  vut  they 
were  called  upon  to  aaaction  thawithdrawttl 
of  the  probibitioniwiihouthavingaufainitledL 
to  them  any  means  of  piwvmiting  a  moor* 
rence  of  the  abuses.  He  was  very  vaiuo* 
tant  to  oppose  any  measure  tntfodueed  by 
those  with  whom  it  wia  hia  pleaeavualmeat 
invariably  to  act,  but  no  change  had  ooom 
over  his  opinions  and  viewa,  and  be  oould 
not  support  on  one  side  of  the  Houee  a 
measure  which  he  had  opposed  when  i« 
the  other.  Upon  a  former  oooasien,  the 
noble  Lord  near  him  (Lord  Stanley)  h«i 
undertaken  to  defend  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  from  the  imputation  of 
inconsistency!  and  there  ooula  not  be  a 
more  able  or  accomplished  advocate.  But 
so  sorelv  was  the  noble  Lord  weseedt 
that  he  fled  for  refuge  to  the  perileua* 
sanctunry  of  confidence.  He  contended 
that  the  coa6dence  repoeed  hy  him  ri^t 
hon.  Friend  in  the  present  GoramBmnt 
fiilly  explained  any  alteration  in  the  oeoree 
he  pursued*  Surely  the  pnoeat  qoeatioo 
was  not  one  when  any  Member  could  he 
influenced  by  feelings  of  party.  His  •«« 
acts  in  that  House  had  not  evinosd  any 
great  political  confidence  in  the  late  8e« 
cretary  for  the  Colonieiv  but  he  felt  a  plea* 
sure  in  stating,  that  in  any  question  ia* 
volvittg  the  great  interests  of  humanity, 
that  noble  Lord  should  command  his  ao* 
tire  and  unqualified  oonfidcnoe.  His  boa. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  GuiMANd,  had 
contended  for  the  right  of  the  Indian  k« 
bourer  to  carry  hia  labour  to  the  beat 
market  He  (Mr.  HoggO  had  never  op. 
poeed  that  principle*  He  was  read^  te 
admit  that  the  nativea  of  India  had  a  right 
to  emigrate  to  the  Mauritius  ordeewhem* 
and  all  he  rs«^uired  waa  to  be  eatia6ad  that 
their  emigration  was  voluntary.  He  must 
say  that,  under  tha  circumatanosa,  tha 
announcing  of  these  propoaitioDS  ofabatract 
right  had  very  little  to  eay  to  the  mailer 
before  the  House.  The  pupera  befiMu  dm 
House,  and  this  very  dtaeueaiQii,  auflW* 
ently  proved  the  helplessnees  of  the  Indian 
labourers,  and  that  they  needed  pretac* 
tion,  and  the  only  qtieetion  waa,  the  exaa- 
diency  of  the  course  pursued  by  the  ueUe 
Lord  and  the  Court  of  Directors.  It  wua 
admitted  by  all,  that  tha  groseeat  ahueea 
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had  bteft  perpttnted  ia  Indim  under  the 
oover  of  emigration^  alleged  to  beroluntary^ 
and  Ue  hod.  Friend  had  not  attempted  to 
AdfW  how  tfaeae  abuiee  coald  be  prevented. 
He  would  not  tentore  to  weary  the 
HoBse  by  furring  in  detail  to  the  evi- 
deaoe,  but  he  would  beg  their  attention 
to  the  faete  which  the  committee  stated 
te  hafe  been  distinctly  proved.  They 
elate  that  it  wee  mrored  beyond  dispute^ 
thai  the  Cooliee  and  other  nattree  of  Indian 
eftpofted  to  the  Mauritii|s,  were  generally 
inauoed  to  come  to  Calcutta  by  misrepre- 
eentatlon  and  deosit,  praetiied  upon  them 
by  native  orimpe  called  duflkdafS)  who 
reoeived  a  conmemble  turn  per  hc^d  for 
each  Cooiy.  That  if  the  Coolioe  had  been 
asade  aware  that  they  were  to  go  beyond 
the  eeai  very  few,  and  protmbly  not  one^ 
would  have  entered  into  the  engagement. 
That  they  were  induced  to  leave  their 
faeme^  under  the  belief^  that  they  would 
ind  employed  in  Calcutta  under  the  Com- 
pany. That  many  of  them,  particularly 
the  Mill  Coolies,  were  incapable  of  undei:^ 
atandiog  the  naiore  of  their  contracts. 
That  in  despite  of  the  local  regulations 
avd  the  interference  of  the  police,  an  irn* 
pressioo  was  created  and  maintained,  that 
they  would  be  liable  to  penal  consequences 
If  they  eipressed  dissatisfaction  at  being 
ieilt  on  beafd  ship.  That  kidnapping  pre- 
vailed to  a  very  oonsiderahle  eittent^  and 
that  the  Coolies,  when  brought  to  Cal« 
eutta.  were  detained  there  in  a  state  of 
Idoee  imprisonment.  They  add^  that  local 
legislation,  with  all  the  ad  vantages  of  local 
knowledge/  had  etitirely  failed  to  remove, 
Of  even  mateHally  to  cheek  the  aboees. 
And  they  deliberately  state  their  opinion, 
^nded  Oft  a  knowledge  of  the  country 
and  the  aatives,  that  no  kigislation  could 
Jfref ent  a  repetition  of  the  evils,  and  they 
4ep««6ate  a  iwnewal  of  the  trade.  It  had 
be^D  urgedj  that  only  thrife  out  of  the 
ate  Memheee  named  by  Government  had 
aigMd  the  report,  and  much  importance 
had  been  attached  to  tho  diasents  of  Mr. 
Oaweoii  aad  Mr.  Grant.  Mr.  Dewson 
had  hrimeelf  been  ^teosrtely  engaged  in 
the  trade,  and  whatever  might  be  hie  opi« 
•ton  aefo  the  etpediency  of  continuing  it, 
he  (Mr.  Hog^  thought  the  evideOce  given 
%f  that  Gentleman,  when  examined  hefore 
the  committee,  wae  the  vei^  strongest  in 
snppetH  of  the^  report.  Mr.  Dawinm, 
wwSIt  enamiUed,  statOT,  that  being  de- 
iH%ilo  to  Orttsh  the  syetem  of  crimpe  or 
MMldars,  he  ha^i  d^Wt  a  respectable 
If  Vbfi  Carnpet/  to  the  diflftrict  which 


supplies  tfatf  Cooliee,  with  orders  to  explain 
to  them  fully  the  nature  of  their  engage- 
ment, and  that  they  were  to  leave  their 
country  for  five  years.  Mr.  Carapet,  to 
aid  him  in  his  mission,  was  furnished  with 
letters  of  introduciion  to  the  Governor* 
general's  agents  and  other  influential  per- 
sons; and  what  was  the  result?  Mr. 
Carapet  did  not  succeed  in  obtaining  a 
single  Cooly ;  while  at  the  same  time,  and 
in  the  same  districts^  the  duffadars,  under 
the  old  system  of  fraud  and  misrepresenta^i 
tioiii  wete  obtaining  them  by  hundreds. 
He  believed  he  had  adverted  to  this  evi- 
dence en  a  former  night,  but  be  thought  it 
right  to  mention  it  again^  when  the  disse  t 
of  Mr.  Dewson  was  relied  upon.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Guilfdord  had  laid 
great  stress  on  the  minute  of  Mr.  Grants 
and  he  (Mr.  Hogg)  was  ready  to  admit  the 
ability  of  that  gentleman,  and  the  attention 
to  which  hie  opinions  were  entitled.  But 
Mr.  Grant,  though  differing  from  the 
conclusion  of  the  committee^  does  not  differ 
from  them  in  their  opinion  as  to  the  evils 
and  abuses  that  existed.  Ha  aayS,  whett 
adverting  to  thera-^ 

**  In  these  particulars,  so  far  A^om  objectit^K 
i9  the  opttitons  of  the  majority,  if  I  had  agreed 
in  the  fsteat  aonclusion  of  their  report,  and  tO 
been  competent  to  sign  it^  I  should  have  felt  it 
my  duty  to  move  for  a  more  pointed  expres- 
sion of  opioion  in  eertain  respects." 

It  seemed  admitted  then  b^  all,  that 
evile  and  abases  of  a  frightful  character 
eitlsted  in  India,  and  that  legislative  enact* 
ments  had  failed  in  preventing  them. 
L.ord  Auckland  states  In  his  minute,  that 
he  has  no  hhh  in  the  validity  of  fegula-i 
tloni,  and  declares  tho  inutility  of  what 
he  designates  the  cnmbrous  machinery  of 
Inspectors  and  protectors.  He  adds 'his 
opinion,  that  if  the  law  should  be  relaxed, 
aot  more  than  ten  or  twenty  Coolies,  ac^ 
eofding  to  the  eiife  of  the  vessel,  ought  to 
be  permitted  to  embark  together.  Much 
impr»*tance  had  been  attached  to  the  ex- 
aminations of  the  Coolies  Who  had  returned 
and  to  the  proportion  of  deaths  that  oc- 
esvfed  at  the  Mouritias.  He  confessed 
he  did  not  atfadi  much  Weight  to  these 
exomrnations;  Many  of  those  examined 
had  obvtonsly  been  sent  hack  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  decoying  more.  Others 
Were  uitdef  the  apprehension  that  they 
Would  inccrr  the  displeasure  of  the  author^ 
ties  if  they  expressed  any  flissatisftfCtion  ttt 
the  ttetftOient  which  they  had  receiv'ed ; 
tmd  the  number  of  tboee  examined  (being 
h»  belief ed  thxiet  300)  was  iatsuflident  to 
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justify  the  formiog  of  any  opioion.  Why 
ad  not  more  been  examined  ?  Where^  he 
would  ask,  were  the  statements  of  the 
thousands  referred  to  by  Lord  Auckland, 
whose  contracts  were  to  expire  in  the 
course  of  last  year  ?  But  now  su^posine 
that  a  great  number  of  the  Coolies  did 
declare  themselves  reconciled,  or  at  least 
habituated,  to  their  wretched  lot,  did  that 
alter  the  character  of  the  fraud  and  violence 
that  had  been  Brst  practised  upon  them  ? 
As  to  the  number  of  deaths,  there  was  no 
statistical  information  that  could  be  relied 
upon.  The  report  of  the  chief  commis- 
sioner of  police  at  the  Mauritius  states  the 
number  of  Indian  labourers  introduced 
into  that  colony  from  August  1834  up  to 
the  end  of  1888  to  be  under  13,000 ;  while 
Mr.  Anderson,  who  came  to  this  country  as 
the  agent  of  the  Mauritius  planters,  states, 
that  up  to  the  beginning  of  1829  about 
25,000  labourers  h^  been  introduced  from 
India,  which  number  had  been  reduced  by 
deaths  and  expiration  of  service  to  less  than 
18,000.  What,  he  asked,  had  become  of 
those  7,000?  If  they  had  returned  to 
India,  where  were  their  examinations  and 
the  report  of  their  return  ?  If  they  had 
died  at  the  Mauritius,  how  frightful  must 
have  been  the  mortality !  Mr.  Anderson, 
while  advocating  emigration,  admits  with 
fteat  candour  the  evils  that  existed,  both 
in  India  and  at  the  Mauritius.  He  states 
that  the  emigrants  were  deceived  and 
misled  by  the  duffadars  and  robbed  of  their 
advances  in  India  3  that  at  the  Mauritius 
thev  were  prevented  by  fear  from  com- 
plaining of  the  bad  usage  thev  received ; 
that  no  attention  was  paid  to  their 
comforts,  and  no  consideration  shown  for 
their  prejudices ;  so  that  under  the  name 
of  transfers,  daily  sales  were  made  of 
their  services.  With  such  facts  and  opin- 
ions before  the  House,  he  would  ask  if  they 
were  prepared  to  sanction  the  renewal  of 
the  trade  ?  He  admitted,  that  the  provi* 
sionsof  the  noble  Lord  went  far  to  prevent 
the  abuses  which  had  occurred  on  the  pas- 
sage, and  at  the  Mauritius,  and  to  secure 
to  the  Indian  labourers  comfort  during 
their  voyage  to  the  Mauritius,  and  good 
treatment  and  fair  wages  after  their  arriinil 
there.  He  thought,  that  with  some  modi- 
fications which  be  would  venture  to  sug- 
gest before  he  sat  down,  the  provisions 
regarding  the  Mauritius,  were  all  that 
could  be  desired.  But  where  were  the 
provisions  for  India  ?  And  he  begged  the 
House  to  bear  in  mind,  that  total  prohi- 
bition had  not  been  resorted  to  until  after 


local    legislation    had    fidled.      Nothing 
could  be  more  meagre  and  unsatis&ctory 
than  the  despatch  from  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors to  the  Governor-general.      Why 
was  it  that  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
and  the  Court  of  Directors  had  been  sus- 
pended until  the  report  of  the  committee 
and  the  opinions  of  the  Members  of  Coun- 
cil should  be  received  ?     He  presumed  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  considering  these 
documents,  and  passing  some  enactment,  or 
offering  some  suggestions  on  the  subject* 
But  now,  after  the  required  report  and 
opinions  had  been  received,  the  whole  is 
bundled  back  to  the  local  Government, 
with  instructions  containing  some  vague 
generalities,  but  nothing  intelligible   or 
practical.    The  despatch  of  the  Court  of 
Directors  might  have  been  suflicient  when 
the  subject  was  first  mooted,  but  it  was 
not  such  a  despatch  as  ought  to  have  been 
written,  after  the  exposure  of  the  atrocities 
of  the  system,  and  the  failure  of  all  the  re. 
medies  that  had  been  tried.     He  (Mr* 
Hogg)  would' not  object  to  the  cautious 
and  partial  relaxation  suffgested  by  Lord 
Auckland,  but  he  felt  fully  satisfied,  that 
voluntary  emigration  could  never  supply 
the  wants  of  the  Mauritius,  the  reality  of 
which  he  admitted  and  lamented.    If  the 
system  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
adopted,  the  expence  entailed  upon  the 
Mauritius  would  be  so  ^reat,  mat  the 
colony  would  sustain  a  grievous  loss,  and 
would  have  just  reason  to  complain,  if 
not  supplied  with  a  sufficient  number  of 
Coolies.     There  would  be  a  kind  of  obliga- 
tion to  supply  labour  commensurate  to  the 
expense,  and  emigration,  instead  of  being 
voluntary,  would  inevitably  be  coerced  to 
the  extent  of  the  funds  advanced  by  the 
island.    How  could  it  suit  the  purpose  of 
the  Mauritius  to  pay  hosts  of  inspectors 
both  in  India  and  in  the  colony,  unless 
there  was  some  organised  plan  that  in- 
sured to  them  the  number  of  Coolies  they 
required  ?    To  any  such  organised  trade  in 
Coolies,  he  (Mr.  Hogff)  bad  Insuperable 
objections.    To  free  and  voluntary  emigra- 
tion he  had  none.     He  had  already  ad- 
mitted, that  as  regards  the  voyage  and 
treatment  at  the  Mauritius,  the  provisions 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord  were  most 
considerate,  and  tended  to  remove  many 
of  the  existing  erils.    There  were  some 
suggestions  which  he  would  venture  to 
submit  for  the  noble  Lord's  consideration. 
It  was  provided,  that  the  Cooljr  need  not 
enter  into  any  contract  for   nirty-ei^ht 
hours  after  his  arrival^  and  that 'during 


657 


Colonial 


{JVLT  26} 


Passengert. 


658 


that  period,  he  shall  be  maintained.  Thus, 
after  the  expiration  of  forty-eight  hours, 
the  Cooly  would  be  absolutely  destitute, 
and  compelled  to  accept  any  offer  that 
might  be  made  to  him.     It  could  not  be 
expected,  that  a  Cooly,    arriving  in   a 
Btrange  country,  could  inform  himself  in 
so  short  a  time,  as  to  the  rate  of  wages  and 
the  character  of  the]  planters  who  might 
wish   to  engage  liim.     He  (Mr.  Hogg) 
thought,  that  instead  of  forty-eight  hours, 
a  period  of  five  or  six  days  should  be  al- 
lowed to  the  Cooly  after  his  arrival,  and 
that  during  that  time  he  should  be  sup- 
ported, unless  he  earlier  entered  into  ser- 
vice.   Again,  the  lodgings  assigned  to  the 
Indian  labourers  were  of  the  most  wretched 
description.    Mr.  Anderson  states,  that  he 
had  rarely  seen  anything  but  the  bare  floor 
provided  for  them,  and  that  they  were 
crowded  together  in  a  manner  that  seemed 
to  render   respiration  almost  impossible. 
He  also  thought,  that  there  ought  to  be 
some  arrangement  for  district  hospitals, 
and  that  the  Coolies  ought  not  to  be  de- 
pendent on  the  accomodation  provided  for 
the  sick  at  the    private  establishments, 
which  Mr.  Anderson  states  was  more  cal- 
culated to  increase  disease,  than  to  allevi- 
ate its  sufferings.    There  was  no  provision 
for  the  accurate  report  of  any  deaths,  or  to 
secure  for  the  relatives  of  the  deceased  any 
arrears  of  wages  that  might  be  due.     It 
was  stated  in  the  despatch  of  the  court  of 
directors,  that  it  was  provided,  that  the 
emigrant  should  have  the  means  of  return- 
ing whenever  he  was  desirous  of  doing  so. 
He  begged  to  say,  that  there  was  no  such 
provision  or  suggestion  in  any  of  the  docu- 
ments before  the  House.    The  only  provi- 
sion for  the  return  of  the  Cooly  was  after 
the  expiration  of  ^ye  years,  when  he  was 
entitled  to  demand  payment  of  his  passage 
back  to  India.    He  felt  there  could  be  lit- 
tie  use  in  offering  any  suggestion  several 
months  after  the  instructions  had   been 
forwarded  to  India,  but  still  he  considered 
it  his  duty  to  mention  what  occurred  to 
him.    He  would  now  proceed  to  state  the 
su^estions  which  he  would  have  wished 
to  have  been  embodied  in  the  despatch  to 
the  Governor-general,  and  which  he  had 
already  ui^ged  unsuccessfully  in  his  place 
in  the  court  of  directors.    He  wouloi  in 
the  first  place,  strike  at  the  root  of  the 
evil,  by  adopting  measures  to  prevent  the 
duffadars  or  native  crimps,  who  now  in- 
fested the  interior  of  India,  deceiring  and 
defrauding  the  natives,  from  any  longer 
pursuing  their  vocation.    He  would  not 


permit  one  of  them  to  enter  any  district 
for  the  purpose  of  procuring  Coolies.  If 
Coolies  were  required  for  the  Mauritius, 
from  any  district,  he  would  direct  the  ma- 
gistrate and  collector  to  give  every  possible 
publicity  to  any  notification  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  to  desire  the  attendance  before 
them  of  such  persons  as  might  wish  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  offer.  But  not  a 
single  Indian  ought  to  be  withdrawn  from 
his  home,  until  he  had  appeared  before  the 
European  authority  of  the  district,  and  in 
his  presence,  had  stated  his  willingness 
to  emigrate,  having  had  fully  explained  to 
him  the  nature  of  the  employment,  the 
terms  of  the  contract  he  would  be  required 
to  enter  into,  and  abpve  all,  that  he  must 
leave  his  country,  and  proceed  over  the 
sea.  It  was  a  mockery  to  talk  of  examin- 
ing him  in  Calcutta,  after  he  had  aban- 
doned his  family  and  his  home,  and  felt 
irrevocably  committed  to  the  wretch  who 
had  inveigled  him  from  his  native  hills. 
Was  he  likely  to  seek  redress  when  thus 
flung  for  the  first  time  into  a  mighty  me- 
tropolis, and  bewildered  by  all  that  sur- 
rounded him?  The  protection  to  be  of 
any  avail,  must  be  afforded  before  he  left 
his  home.  With  regard  to  the  disparity  in 
the  sexes,  he  was  aware,  that  if  the  natives 
of  India  were  prevented  from  emigrating* 
unless  accompanied  by  their  wives  and 
families,  such  a  regulation  would  be  equiva- 
lent to  an  absolute  prohibition  of  all  emi- 
gration; and  he  would  not  sanction  any 
proceeding  that  was  indirect.  The  objec- 
tion of  the  natives  in  India,  and  indeed 
throughout  the  East,  to  remove  their  fa- 
milies from  their  home,  particularly  over 
the  sea,  was  almost  insuperable.  Through- 
out the  Eastern  Archipelago,  where  the 
natives  of  China  abounded,  scarcely  a  Chi- 
nese woman  was  to  be  met  with,  and  the 
laws  of  that  empire  equally  prohibited  the 
emiffration  of  men  and  women.  He  wai 
further  aware,  that  if  such  a  prorision  pre- 
vailed, the  natives  who  might  wish  to  emi- 
grate would  leave  their  wives  at  home, 
and  would  provide  themselves  in  Cal- 
cutta with  abandoned  women  to  accom- 
pany them.  He,  therefore,  would  not 
render  it  imperative  on  the  Indian  la- 
bourers to  take  their  families  with  them, 
but  would  afford  them  every  fieunlity  and 
inducement  to  do  so.  He  also  thought 
that  arrangements  ought  to  be  made  to 
secure  to  them  the  means  of  easy  and  fre- 
quent communication  with  their  families, 
and  of  having  paid  to  them,  during  their 
absence,  a  part  of  their  wages.    Indeedj 
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eonridMiiig  the  misery  and  defttitutioii  that 

E Failed  amoog  the  fkmiliea  of  those  who 
1  hitherto  emigrated,  he  thought  it 
ouftlit  to  he  imperatiire  oo  the  emigrant  to 
mute  an  adequate  proTision  for  his  family. 
The  time  for  leafing  India  oueht  also^to 
be  regulated*  it  ought  to  be  limited  to 
the  Monsoon^  when  a  passage  could  be 
made  in  a  fow  weeks,  while  at  other  pe* 
riods  of  the  year  it  would  occupy  sereral 
months.  To  pferent  the  clandestine  ship, 
ping  of  Coolies,  which  had  taken  place  to 
a  pr^at  oxtent,  there  ought  to  be  an  exa- 
mination of  the  vessel  at  the  last  plaoe  of 
tochoraee  as  well  as  at  the  port  of  embark- 
ation. The  last  soggestion  he  would  Ten^ 
ture  to  offer^  and  by  for  the  most  important 
in  its  principle,  was  the  necessity  for  some 
amnf^ent  with  tbe  foreign  European 

Jiwers  who  had  possessions  in  India.  Lord 
ttckland  was  of  opinion  that  such  ar- 
raneoments  could  only  he  made  by  the 
authorities  at  home,  and  he  distinctly 
states  in  his  minnte^  that  without  such 
arrangements  we  should  not  be  Justified  in 
re^eoittg  emigration,  eren  to  the  Mauri* 
tiua.  He  was  sorry  to  observe  the  manner 
in  which  this  all^important  subject  had 
been  slurred  over  in  the  dispatch.  AI- 
vsadf  were  our  motives  subjected  to  undue 
suspieioa  by  those  states  who  were  unwil- 
ling to  oo^opMH^te  with  us  in  the  great  and 
goal  work,  in  which  we  had  so  bog  been 
engaged,  and  for  which  we  had  made  such 
^  sacrifices.  Our  acts  were  jealously  watched^ 
and  contrasted  with  the  principles  we  pro- 
fessed and  inculcated ;  .and  he  earnestly 
entreated  the  House,  not  fhmi  any  preo* 
fture  of  expediency,  to  incur  the  risk  of 
having  it  imputed  to  us,  that  we  permitted 
in  India  that  which  was  too  similar  to 
what  we  deprecated  in  Africa.  He  begged 
pardon  of  tiie  House  for  havmg  oceu^ed 
io  much  of  their  timoi  but  he  fek  the 
deepest  interest  in  the  subject,  and  foafed 
H  wouM  hereafter  appear  that  it  had  not  t^ 
cehed  from  Parliament  the  attention  whicfa 
its  importaaee  demanded.  If  the  proposed 
measuie  ahooM  receive  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  and  become  Hie  law  of  tbe 
kmd ,  be  most  earnest^  hoped  that  h  would 
realise  all  the  benefits  that  had  been  antf- 
cineted,  and  in  eveiy  situation  in  which  he 
asfght  be  placed,  hewDuld  iford  it  his 
be^  and  most  anxious  support.  But,  if 
en  the  ooetntry,  he  shoula  have  ooeasioo 
tv  lament  ita  raikire,  and  the  recnrrence 
ef  thoie  evils  which  all  must  deplore,  it 
mnM  be  a  consohtton  to  hkn  to  reflect, 
thai  however  fiseble  Ms  voiee  and  ineifce- 


tual  his  efforts,  he  had  throughout  ifibrded 
it  a  sincere,  aft  honest,  And  a  ednsdentieili 
opposition. 

Lord  Stanley  thought  it  was  deAirabte, 
that  the  House  should  f\illy  Understiad 
the  state  of  the  case  on  which  they  WeH 
now  about  to  legislate.  Soon  after  the 
passing  of  the  Slave  Emancipation  Act, 
in  1835,  some  merchants  of  the  Mauritius 
finding  that  a  great  diminution  of  labotif 
took  place,  partly  in  consequence  of  the 
unwillingness  of  the  negroes  to  Work,  con« 
templated,  and  carried  into  eflTect,  a  ptafi 
for  enlisting  in  their  employment,  by 
means  of  private  agents,  a  number  of  .the 
natives  of  India.  He  did  not  hesitate  td 
express  his  belief,  that  in  many  instan<5U, 
these  Indians  vvere  led  bj  fraudulent  pre- 
tences and  promised  to  go  to  tbe  Mauri- 
tius, wh^re  they  Were  induced  to  6nt^r 
into  agreementd  to  serve  Certain  masters 
for  a  period  of  five  years.    This  system 

fave  rise  to  extensive  abuses;  and  in 
837,  it  was  found  necessary  by  the  In- 
dian government  to  adopt  measures  for 
regulating  the  deportation  of  these  labour. 
ers.  In  1838,  it  was  deemed  requisite 
absolutely  to  prohibit  the  departure  of 
lalK>urers  from  India  to  the  Mauritius,  or 
the  West- Indian  colonies ;  and  it  waa 
this  law  which  the  boo.  Gentleosan  waa 
desirous  of  perpetuating,  while  the  ob^ot 
of  the  present  bill  was  to  permit  the  emi- 
gration of  labourers  under  eertain  resirie- 
tions.  In  IddS,  the  year  in  which  the 
law  to  which  be  had  just  referred  waa 
adopted,  a  commissioA  was  appoinied  by 
tbe  Governor-general  of  India  in  couoeil  lo 
inquire  into  the  abuses  alleged  to  exist  with 
respeot  to  tbe  exportation  of  Hill  CooU* 
and  labourers  from  Bengal  to  the  Mauris 
tiua.  In  1840,  the  noble  Laid,  the  kle 
SeereUry  of  Stale  for  the  Colooics,  called 
upon  the  House  to  reacind  the  ptdhihitofy 
law,  and  to  permit  the  eapormileQ  of  In- 
dian Inboerars  lo  tbe  Mawithia.  He  gave 
his  vole  silently,  theegh  teteetaally^ 
agaioat  that  propoaah  A  right  bvn. 
Friend  of  his,  who  also  eeled  agahisl  the 
propoaalf  staled  that  the  gioeiide  on 
which  he  rested  his  oppoakioa  wem  these^ 
That  a  eommiasion  had  bean  appointed  !• 
isquire  into  ifae  svljeet,  and  that  before 
that  House  wae  ealled  epon  im  legielatey 
the  report  of  this  eeeiaifssiOii  owght  to  lie 
placed  in  their  hands,  and  he  also  seg- 
gestedi  that  the  Government  sheeM  eo«i- 
OHinieate  with  the  Oei^emor-*genefulf  And 
etnsider  duriag  tbe  feoMs  (he  adofCkMi  df 
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which  might  remedy  tb«  griav- 
iiKiM  oomplained  of.     These  were   the 
gffoonde,  ttleoi  on  whteh  he  had  given  his 
vote  on  the  occasion  to  which  he  alluded. 
Now,  however,  the  House  was  in  posses- 
sion of  ample  information  on  the  subjecti 
and  a  plan  maturely  considered,  was  sub* 
mitted  {to  the  judgment  of  Parliament. 
The  Government  had  proceeded  to  legis- 
late, by  Order  in  Gouocil,  which  had  been 
sent  out  to  India,  to  regulate  the  passage  | 
of  the  Hill  Cooliee  to  the  Mauritius,  and 
now  they  came  to  that  House  to  regulate 
the  trade  between  India  and  the  Maori* 
tins.    He  wished  to  take  up  this  rase  not 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Mauritius  alone.  He 
knew,  that  without  the    importation  of 
Hill  Coolies  their  sugar«growing  would 
fall  off,  and  there  would  be  much  distress ; 
but,  with  all  the  advantage  of  this  import* 
ation  of  labour  to  the  Mauritius,  he  would 
not  bring  forward  this  bill  if  be  were  not 
satisfied,  that  the    importation  of   Hill 
Coolies  would  not  only  be  beneficial  to 
the  Mauritius,  but  that  it  would  be  also 
for  the  permanent  advantage  of  India  it- 
self,   lie  called  on  the  House,  then,  not 
from  a  species  of  indolent  humanity  to 
sayi  "  There  are  abuses  in  the  system  of 
exportation  of  labour  from  India  which 
we  have  not  time  to  see  into^  and  the  In- 
dians shall,  therefore,  not  improve  their 
circumstances,  nor  shall  that  country  re- 
lieve itself  of  its  starving  population."    If 
he  proved  that  remedies  bad  been  applied 
lo  these  abuses,  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  continue  longer  a  bill  which 
violated  all  the  principles  of  sound  policy 
and  legislation*    The  alleged  grievances 
0f  the  exportation  of  Hill  Coolies  might 
be  comprised  under  the  following  heads. 
Firsts  that  the  Coolies  were  deceited,  and 
anteced  into  engagements  of  which  they 
knew   notbmgk     Next,   that  they  were 
kidnapped  at  Calcutta;  that  there  were 
great  frauds  by  advancing  money  to  them, 
and  getting  them  into  debt,  and  into  the 
power  of  those  who  supported  them  ;  that 
the  Gontiaets  diey  entered  Into  were  disad- 
vantageous to  them ;  and  that  their  fami- 
lies were  left  unprovided  for.    This  system 
amse  from  individual  merchants  having 
pakl  agents,  to  whom  they  gave  so  much 
per  bead  for  inducing  the  Coolies  to  enter 
into  these  Contracts.    The  committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  this  subject,  re- 
ported on  the  operation  of  the  bill  to  pre- 
vent the  exportation  of  Hill  CooKes*^ 
<*Thei  this  taW)  not  eontent  with  getting  rid 


of  the  whole  of  the  abuses  eomplstned  of,  im- 
poses strange  and  servile  restrietions  on  the 
liberty  and  means  of  livelihood  of  many  of  the 
Indian  people. 

**  The  only  abuse  of  moment  related  to  the 
people  getting  under  contraets  to  serve  for  a 
term  ;  but  this  law  prohibits  all  persons  going 
of  their  own  accord  unfettered  by  any  con- 
traet  to  other  portions  of  the  empire  wheie 
their  labour  may  be  advantageous*  That  to 
justify  such  a  law,  a  case  of  necessity  must  be 
made  out,  there  needs  no  argument.*' 

Mr.  Grant  stated^- 

**  No  such  case  of  necessity  can  be  made 
out,  I  have  never  heard  it  seriously  argued, 
that  any  evil  could  arise  from  the  spontaneous 
smigration  of  labourers  from  India  unfettered 
by  any  oootract.  The  kidnapping  arose  from 
individuals  paying  so  much  a-nead  for  labour- 
ers, and  getting  them  to  work  under  con- 
tracts/' 

But  that  system  had  already  been  dona 
away  with.  The  present  system  gave  no 
benefit  to  any  individual  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  any  exclusive  labour.  No  indivi- 
dual planter  was  empowered  to  send  out 
to  collect  labourers,  but  the  colony  was 
empowered  to  vote  a  sum  of  money  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  emigration  of  the 
labourers,  and  when  those  emigrants 
arrived,  they  were  free  to  choose  masters 
and  go  where  they  pleased ;  but  they  bad 
the  advantage  of  having  their  passage  paid 
free,  and  they  might  then  compete  for 
wages  with  the  freest  men  there.  The 
whole  system  waS  altered,  from  the  very 
root,  the  moment  they  substituted  a  public 
grant  individual  speculation*  The  temp- 
tation for  kidnapping  ceased  at  once* 
What  was  the  laogusge  of  the  committee 
on  the  system  of  money  advances  to  the 
Coolies,  and  getting  them  into  debt  ? 

«  The  system  of  nominal  allowances  to  the 
Coolies  was  one  of  fraudulent  gain,  and  it  is 
certain,  if  advances  were  prohibited  the  mala 
stay  of  the  Hill  Cooly  trade,  as  carried  on 
heretofore,  would  certainly  be  at  once  re- 
moved." 

Ail  advanoea  were  positively  prohibited 
by  the  system  now  brought  into  opera-* 
tion,  and  in  the  most  certain  manner  for 
there  was  now  no  means  of  recovering 
a  debt  so  lent.  Hie  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Hogg)  said  the  Coolies  were  kid^ 
napped — they  were  cooped  up  in  houses^ 
false  passports  were  given  them,  they  were 
placed  under  the  control  of  the  policei 
there  was  no  security  against  their  being 
changed  and  shipped  off  for  the  benefit  of 
the  exporting  merehanti    All  this  was 
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altered.  There  were  now  placed  under  a 
OoTemment  agent,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
mutter  them  and  deliver  them  their  pass- 
ports and  keep  a  descriptive  catalogue  of 
each  person,  and  no  one  was  permitted  to 
emigrate  till  the  Government  agent  had 
explained  to  him  the  condition  into  which 
he  was  going,  and  the  life  he  was  to  lead. 
It  was  again  said  that  as  the  vessel 
dropped  down  the  rirer,  other  persons  were 
talten  on  board,  and  there  was  protection 
against  this.  The  protection  taken  was 
this:  the  shipper  was  paid  for  the  safe 
import  of  so  many  persons,  checked  by 
the  Government  agent  at  the  Mauritius ; 
and  if  he  brought  one  more  than  his 
complement,  he  was  fined  5L  ;  and  if  in 
any  particular  he  had  altered,  changed,  or 
increased  the  number  beyond  this,  he 
forfeited  the  whole  of  his  freight.  It  was 
then  said  that  the  contracts  were  unfa- 
vourable. He  knew  they  were.  Under  the 
contract  system,  the  net  wages  of  the  Hill 
Cooly  at  85.  a  month  amounted  to  4/.  16s. 
per  annum,!  whilst  the  wages  of  the  free 
negro  at  half  a  dollar  a  day,  amounted  to 
36?.  10s.  The  hon.  Member  for  Beverly 
said  this  system  had  been  unaltered ; 
but  that  was  not  the  case.  The  Hill  Cooly 
was  now  capable  of  earning  36/.  105.  per 
annum,  that  being  a  sum  some  hundred 
times  as  much  as  he  could  ever  by  possi- 
bility earn  by  his  labour  in  his  own  coun* 
try.  The  only  difficulty  the  Hill  Cooly 
would  have  would  be  to  choose  amongst 
his  employers,  and  how  he  should  most 
advantageously  sell  his  services.  Many 
of  them  under  the  late  contract  system 
bad  returned  to  India  with  considerable 
aums  of  money.  The  hon.  Member  said 
they  were  but  decoy  ducks,  but  at  any 
rate,  they  had  earned  money  under  all  the 
disadvantages  of  the  contract  system. 
They  must  not  talk  of  the  Cooly  being 
unable  to  take  care  of  himself.  The  chief 
inconveniences  of  the  old  system  arose  from 
the  Coolies  perpetually  making  frivolous 
complaints  in  order  to  break  their  con- 
tracts, beeause  thev  saw  free  men  earning 
doable  and  treble  their  wages.  No  doubt, 
in  some  cases  under  the  former  system, 
Ibey  had  been  treated  u  slaves,  but  under 
the  present  system  the  labourer,  being 
bound  by  no  tie  or  contract,  would  leave 
the  master  who  ill-used  him,  and  find  a 
hundred  others  ready  to  take  him.  Nay, 
naore,  by  a  short-sighted  policy  some  of 
the  naatera  were  constantly  endeavouring, 
"  offeriog  higher  wagesi  to  iadace  the 


labourers  to  break  through  their  engage* 
meats  and  go  over  to  them.  In  the  event 
of  the  Hill  Cooly  becoming  dissatisfied, 
there  was  nothing  to  interfere  with  hie 
return,  for  by  common  industry  be  might, 
in  the  course  of  a  ^ear,  earn  fifty  rupees, 
a  sum  amply  sufficient  to  enable  him  to 
return  to  his  native  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Noith* 
ampton,  he  believed,  on  a  former  night, 
when  this  bill  was  under  discussion,  ob- 
jected to  the  protection  of  the  Hill  Coolies 
being  left  to  the  superinundence  of  the 
special  magistrates;  but  what  said  Sir 
Lionel  Smith — no  mean  authority— 00 
that  subject.'  Sir  Lionel  Smith,  in  the 
Mauritius,  said, 

"  Let  the  Governor-general  of  India  make 
such  protectiva  regalations  that  the  labourers 
may  emigrate,  and  I  will  undertake  to  piovide 
for  their  full  and  efficient  protection  here." 

Now,  he  had  no  wish  to  speak  in  dis- 
paragement of  the  late  Sir  Lionel  Smith, 
but  he  would  say,  there  was  no  man  in 
whom  more  implicit  reliance  could  be 
placed  than  in  Sir  W.  Gomm,  the  present 
governor  of  the  Mauritius.  Upon  his  hiffh 
and  honourable  feeling  the  House  and  the 
country  might  safely  rely  for  a  vigorous 
and  impartial  administration  of  justice.  Bat 
again,other  objections  which  had  beenarged 
were  met  by  the  provisions  which  this  bill 
contained  for  the  services  of  medical  at- 
tendants, and  to  enable  the  emigrant  Hill 
Coolies  to  remit  to  their  wives  and  ftami* 
lies  such  portions  of  their  earnings  as  they 
could  spare,  and  if  any  emigrant  desirea 
to  take  his  wife  and  family  with  him, 
the  shipowner  or  his  agent  was  bound 
to  take  ihem,  and  the  colony  was  bound 
to  pay  for  their  passage  out  On  the 
whole,  this  measure  in  all  its  details  had 
received,  notwithstanding  the  oppoeitioii 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Beverley,  the  sanction  of  the  Coart  of 
Directors  of  the  East  India  Company; 
and  that  decision  had  been  affirmed  by 
the  Court  of  Proprietors,  00  a  divisioo,  he 
believed,  of  fifty- four  to  tweotv-iwo. 
Thus  the  sanction  of  the  popular  body  had 
been  added  to  that  of  the  governing  body. 
The  refusal  to  assent  to  the  particvlar 
clause  which  had  been  referred  to  wonid 
indicate  on  the  part  of  the  House  a  dismp* 
probation  of  this  measore,  which  hesbooid 
deeply  regret,  and  though  he  coaM  oat 
anticipate  the  House  woald  saoelioo  the 
permanent  continuance  of  so  injarioos  n 
law  against  the  opinions  of  the  Coort  of 
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Direetorii  of  the  Court  of  Proprietors, 
and  of  the  Governor-general  of  India,  be 
bad  DOW  boldly  had  plainly  stated  the 
whole  case,  and  he  confidently  left  it  in 
the  hands  of  the  House. 

Mn  HoMtie  inquired  whether  the  bill 
contained  any  provision  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  wife  and  family  of  the  Hill 
Cooly,  during  his  absence  in  the  Mau- 
ritius  ? 

Lord  Stanley  replied  that,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  the  Governor-general  would 
have  power  to  compel  the  shipowners,  or 
their  agents,  to  take  out  the  wives  and 
Ismiiies  of  such  emigrants  as  desired  to 
accompany  the  husbands.  He,  by  this 
bill,  did  not  profess  to  make  any  provision 
for  the  wives  and  families  that  remained  in 
India,  more  than  already  existed,  with  re- 
gard to  the  families  of  Hill  Coolies  who 
came  from  the  country,  and  engaged  for 
three  or  four  years  with  a  master  in  Cal- 
cutta. 

Mr.  Hattie  observed,  that,  when  a  man 
engaged  as  a  servant  in  Calcutta,  he  had 
means  of  transmitting  his  savings  for  the 
support  of  his  wife  and  family ;  but,  if  he 
were  transported  to  the  Mauritius,  a  con- 
siderable time  must  elapse  before  he  could 
remit  anything  to  those  he  had  left  in  his 
native  country.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
vision to  enable  the  wife  to  accompany  the 
hnsband,  he  thought  it  would  be  useless, 
for  it  was  well  known  that,  sooner  than 
go  to  the  Mauritius,  or  anywhere  else,  the 
women  would  rather  drown  themselves  in 
the  Ganges,  and  think  they  were  going  to 
Heaven ;  while,  if  they  went  to  sea,  they 
would  be  of  opinion  they  were  going  in  a 
contrary  direction. 

Sir  R.  Inglii  could  not  but  regard  with 
suspicion  the  export  of  labour  which  he 
could  not  consider  to  be  free.  On  this 
question,  therefore,  he  could  not  give  that 
support  to  the  Government  which  he  usu- 
ally afforded. 

Mt.Hume  said,  that  the  principle  of  the 
bill  was  one  which  the  House  were,  every 
day,  allowing  to  be  carried  out,  with  refe- 
rence not  only  to  the  colonies,  but  to  this 
country,  and  therefore  he  did  not  see  why 
an  exception  should  be  made  in  the  case 
of  the  Mauritius.  He  supported  the  bill 
on  the  general  principle  of  free-trade  in 
labour,  and  he  thought  that  the  objections 
to  it  equally  applied  to  the  system  of  emi- 
gration which  had  been  so  long  acted  on  in 
this  country. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 


the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  bill:— Ayes  118;  Noes  24: 
Majority  94. 

LUt  of  the  Ayes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
AcIand.^T.  D. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Arbuthnott,  bon.  H. 
Astell,  W. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bankes,  G. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  bon.  W.  B. 
Bateson,  R. 
Beresford,  Major 
Blackbume,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broworigg,  J.  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Burroughes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cockburn,  rt.hn.  Sir  G. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T;  £. 
Colquhoun,  J.  C. 
Coriy,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Carteis,  H.  B. 
Dalmeoy,  Lord 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Bstcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Fielden,  W. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Folleit,  Sir  W.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Goulbum,  rt  hon.  H. 
Graliam,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grimston,  Viact. 
Grogan,  £. 
Harconrt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herberti  hon.  S. 


Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hume,  J* 
Hussey,  T. 
Hntt,  W. 
Jermyn,  Earl. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lyall,  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J« 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
NichoU,  right  hon*  J. 
Northland,  Visct 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Fringle,  A. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G, 
Sandersoiy  R, 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  R. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  rt.  ho.  R.  V. 
Somerset,  Lord  G.J 
Stanley,  Lord 
Steward  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Young,  J. 
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AglionbVi  H.  A. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brothertolly  J. 
DuDcaix^  G, 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
£briDgto:),Visol. 
Bwart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
Heatbooat,  J. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 

Bill  passed. 


Kemble,  H. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'CoQUell,  D. 
O'Conor  Don 
Pechell,  Caot« 
Thornelty,  T. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
WawB,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 

TBLLBM. 

Hawes,  B. 
Hogg.  J.  W. 


ConstaBlm  «-  Public  Mietimos.] 
On  the  motloo  that  the  report  of  the  Paro«> 
chial  Gonftttbles  Bill  be  received, 

Mr.  Poking  ton  urged  the  poitponeoient 
of  the  bill  tin  the  next  Session,  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  mode  of  appointing  parish 
consublea  under  this  bill,  would  be  a  great 
improvemenl )  but  still  he  belief ed  that 
the  diis  of  persons  who  would  be  ap» 
pointed  would  be  found  totally  ineflBctent, 
either  fbr  detectltir  vagrancy  or  repressing 
the  disordm  io  beer-shops.  There  cer* 
Uioljf  otigbt  to  be  some  efficient  superiii- 
tending  omcer  io  each  county,  io  oootrol 
the  district  foreOi  and  for  this  the  present 
bill  did  not  at  all  provide.  The  state  of 
tbft  law,  with  respect  to  high  coasubiM, 
was  very  Unsatisfactory.  Thejr  had  no- 
thing to  do  but  to  collect  the  county-rates 
and  isftue  precepts,  while  the  expense  they 
entailed  upon  every  county  was  between 
600/.  and  600A  per  annua.  The  eoliee- 
tion  of  the  eovnty-rates  ought  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  boards  of  guardians,  and  the 
saving  thus  affected  might  fairly  be  made 
available  in  promoting  the  efficiency  of  tha 
police  staff. 

Mr.  r.  jDufieom5e  objected  to  the  bill, 
on  account  of  its  appearing  to  sanction 
certain  dangeroae  doctrines  as  to  thednties 
of  the  eoostabalart,  enumerated  last  night 
by  the  Secretary  Tor  the  Home  Depart- 
meat.  These  doctrines  had  created  very 
great  surprise  and  alarm  io  the  public. 
The  clause  whioh  enacted  that  the  coo* 
stables,  uoder  this  bill,  should  poeaese  all 
the  powers  or  privileges  supposed  Io  be 
possessed  by  constables  at  preseuii  was 
too  vague  and  itide6nite,  he  thought,  to 
vest  authority  so  extensive  as  that  con* 
tended  for,  on  bahalfof  thecoBStabolaiy, 
by  the  r^t  boa.  Oentleasao.     Those 


powers,  as  he  had  deeevibed  tham  last 
night,  were  most  oncoostitutional ;  and  a 
case  had  oeeorred  that  very  aight,  at 
Deptford,  in  which  the  arbitrary  doetriaes 
there  declared,  by  sneh  high  a«lhoritj, 
had  produced  most  pemioioaa  fruit.  A 
meeting,  to  consider  the  Corn-lava*  had 
been  eonvened,  and,  acoording  tooomnson 
practice,  adjourned  for  weal  of  roan  to 
another  and  larger  locality.  A  **  Dr. 
M'DouaU,"  a  Chartiet  oraiori  theantpoo 
commenced  addressing  the  nacattag,  oa 
whioh  he  was  seised  by  some  polioeoMD<-^ 
who,  no  doubt,  bad  acted  upon  tha  prin- 
ciples so  unconatitntioaally  laid  down  by 
the  Minister  for  the  Home  Department-* 
they  declaring  the  meeting  an  illegal  ooa. 
The  doctor  said  that  he  woald  oeftaialy 
obey  their  mandate  Io  depart*  and  was 
about  to  do  so,  when  they  told  him  that  ha 
must  come  a  different  way,  and  looh  him 
to  the  station-house.  Some  of  tha  people 
then  said,  "  Let  us  see  what  becomaa  of 
the  doctor."  [A  lamgh.]  Ay»  it  was  very 
well  to  laugh ;  but  the  people  woald  not 
stand  this  sort  of  thing }  so  they  hiohed 
after  the  doctor,  and,  fbr  following  bim 
and  the  officer,  several  of  them  wera 
arrested ;  and  some  five  or  eix  peiaans 
were  now  In  cuetodyi  in  caneaqnaaoa»  aa 
ha  6riiily  believedt  of  the  doatrioee  laid 
dowo  bv  the  right  boa.  Gentlaasan.  Bail, 
too,  had  been  refastd  moat  anlawfaUff  an 
that  these  peraoas  were  kepi  in  eloea  can* 
Boemeat,  and  would  ha  hroogbt  op  to* 
morrow  morning,  when  it  wonU  be  seen 
what  would  become  of  the  affair*  Meaa* 
while,  he  doubted  the  wisdom  of  assenting 
to  this  bill,  extending,  as  it  did,  vagne  and 
dangerous  powers  alleged  to  be  paeseasad 
by  the  existing  oonstabnlaiy }  and  he, 
therefore,  BM>ved  that  the  debate  be  ad» 
journed. 

Sir  J.  Grdum  said«  last  aight  he  had  np* 
posed,  aocoeesfuUyi  llie  attea^pt  of  tha  ban. 
Member  to  erect  that  House  into  a  coart 
of  uoconstitatioaal  appeal  fram  Iha  vaidicu 
of  juriee  and  the  jadgmaou  of  eoarta  of 
justice.  He  had  now  to  racist  tha  attempt 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  forastnU  aad  iajnit 
tha  administration  of  jastica.  Tha  hon* 
Member»  in  his  aaxiety  to  make  ont  a 
charge,  had  bronght  down  tha  particniaas 
of  a  oase  of  whioh  nobodv  in  the  Honea 
knew  an|fthiag  but  hiaseaif  s  and  ba»  dm 
pauiot  stickler  for  that  para  and  impattial 
adminisiration  of  lnwi  violated  the  irat 
principle  of  justice  by  baetily  dragginf 
before  Parliament^  and  nuriiing  nrniiar  of 
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paWie  difeoation,  8  ctM  about  tooomo 
beCoiie  the  ordintry  iribanali  of  the 
eonatry.  It  would  be  on  his  part  a  groat 
betmjal  of  hia  public  daty  to  oountenanee 
fiat  a  iDooieDt  this  stiaoge  coarse,  by  ad* 
▼artiDf  to  the  case  in  the  slightest  degree^ 
No  dtoubt  law  would  be  conformed  tO| 
and  joatioe  fairly  administered ;  and,  cer* 
tainlyi  not  till  law  bad  been  violated,  and 
justice  denied,  should  the  House  of  Com- 
mODs  interfere  with  the  customary  ooursfe 
of  judioiture.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  ad^ 
verted  to  some  declarations  that  had  fallen 
from  bitti,  and  had  said,  that  to  these  de- 
clarations might  be  ascribed  the  cir« 
eumstanoes  he  detailed.  If  so,  and  if  the 
police  had  acted  on  those  opinioosi  they 
bad  done  so  at  their  own  peril.  The  law 
was  their  guide,«-*the  written,  settled,  cer* 
tain  law  of  the  land.  They  had  no 
business  to  take  their  guide  from  any 
opinions  that  might  be  expressed  by  any 
Member  of  the  House  or  any  Minister  of 
the  Crown  in  Parliament*  As  to  the  bill 
iMlf,  the  hon.  Member,  in  bis  haste  to 
tell  his  tale,  bad  quite  neglsoted  to  read 
the  clausesi  for  he  had  spoken  of  one 
clause  as  extending  power  *<  supposed  to  be 
possesied  by  the  constabulary."  The  bill 
did  no  such  thing;  there  was  nothing 
whatever  of  supposltien  in  the  case.  Thi 
bill  confirmed  all  the  poweri  and  privi. 
legaa  actually  and  legally  possessed  at 
this  moment  by  the  constabulary*~it  did 
BO  more.  There  was  no  vagueness  here ; 
the  law  on  the  sobject  was  quite  settled 
and  distinct;  the  bill  altered  it  not,  but 
merely  extended  its  application.  Equally 
ignorant  of  the  bill  would  any  Gentleman 
prove  himaelf  who  ahould  talk  of  the  con- 
stabulary  under  this  bill  being  appointed 
by  the  magistrates.  No  sueh  thing;  it 
was  the  rate-payers,  who  had  power  to 
provide  for  their  payment,  not  the  magis- 
tracv.  The  present  bill,  ha  believed, 
would  fally  answer  the  intentions  with 
which  it  had  been  framed ;— he  would  re« 
comBBcnd  it  as  an  experiment  that  was 
worth  being  tried,  and  which  would  esta- 
blish an  improved  system  of  parish  con« 
ilaUes. 

Mr.  AgUimby  agreed  in  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
yeMerday  evenings  and  he  regretted  that 
aaythtag  ehould  have  fallen  from  the 
right  hoD«  Oeatleman  that  would  have 
the  eiect  of  inducing  the  police  to  inter** 
fcfe  i^ilh  public  meetings.  But  with 
vuspaet  10  the  pvesiut  blll^  be  agrstd  with 


the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  aaw  no  objec- 
tion to  the  principle  of  the  bill. 

Captain  Pecheil  said,  that  the  principle 
of  the  bill,  as  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  was  a  very  good  one;  and  he 
thought,  if  the  permissive  principle  was 
applied  to  the  Poor-law  Bill>  it  would  give 
very  groat  satisfaction. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  if  the  riebt  hon.  Baro- 
net would  suffer  the  constables  to  eaereise 
a  power  which  thrf  might  abose^  he  might 
be  sure,  whatever  ibstance  of  such  abuse 
took  place  would  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  T.  Dunoombe  withdrew  the  amend- 
ment, observing  that  he  performed  his 
duty  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  In  bring- 
ing these  cases  of  grievance  under  the 
notice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Bankei  thought  it  a  hardship  that 
counties  which  had  adopted  the  rural 
police  should  have  to  be  saddled  with  tki 
expense  consequent  on  the  operation  of 
this  bill.  He  suggested  that  tba  allow- 
ances given  to  constables  when  on  extra 
duty,  should  be  charged,  not  on  the  parish 
to  which  the  constables  belonged,  but  on 
the  county  generally  ;  otherwise  it  Would 
be  anything  but  an  advantage  to  a  parish 
to  possess  4n  aetive  eonsuble*  With 
respect  to  the  commitment  of  young  per- 
sons to  gaol,  considering  the  contamina- 
tion to  which  they  were  thereby  subjected, 
he  would  suggest  the  adoption  of  a  clause 

"Empowering  magistrates  to  commit  fbf 
trial  troung  persons  who  ate  charged  With  cri- 
minal offeaoes  to  look-up  houses  instead  of 
the  county  gaol." 

Mr.  Darbp  opposed  the  clause  and  the 
suggestion.  If  payment  out  of  the  county 
rate  was  introduoed  into  a  Parochial  Con« 
stables  Bill,  it  would  lead  to  endless  ood«« 
fusion.  He  also  opposed  the  clause  for 
providing  lock-up  houses  for  erii^nals 
before  trial*  as,  if  they  adopted  it,  they 
would  be  bound  to  create  two  sets  of 
prisons  and  prison  officers^ 

Mr.  BankBi  would  leave  the  matur  eu" 
tirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Burr&ughei  moved  e  clause  to 
enable  the  Justuses  in  session  to  abetaiu 
from  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  Ibe 
bill  in  consequence  of  the  police  force. 

Sir  /.  Qrdhcun  opposed  the  clauses,  da 
being  at  variance  with  the  geoeitU  purpose 
and  spirit  of  the  bill. 

Claoie  negatived ;  clauses  added. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Adpumed  at  haif^pait  tine  o'ohrtk. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  27, 1842. 

Miwnu.]    BiUA    PiiMfe«— !*•  County  Oourtii  MIHtU 

f*.  East  India  Biihopi  s   WanHek  and  ImteuUf  Cor>> 
Bffi  I  St.  Aaaph  and  Baogar  PretemaQls. 
C^MMMiMid.— Bribery  at  Bleetlaoa  I  Wartem  Australia. 
A^Mriid^-Ordoaaoa  Sfnieeat  Tobaooo R^gulatlooi. 
3*-  and  pMMd:— Pariib  CoDitablM. 
Pcrmoita  Pnnanmn.    From  Cananroo,  tx  the  Rapeal 
of  tha  Aet  unitiiy  tiia  PtoeaMi  of  St  Aaaph  and  Bansor. 
—Pram  Bridfend,  malnit  the  Syatam  of  paying  W^ioi 
in  Good!  inataad  of  Money.— By  Mr.  cyConneO,  fhxn  tha 
Roman  Cattwiiri  of  Bungay,  fbr  an  Equali^  of  Civil 
Rights— From  Tamfleld,  Ibr  limiting  the   Houit  of 
Labour  in  Fnetoriai.— From  Haroldli  Croai,  near  DubUn, 
Ibr  Inquiry  into  ttia  eourw  of  Initruetion  purroad  at 
Maynooth  Collage.— From  Kendal,  agalmt  the  Tobaoeo 
Bnulatinna  Bin^^FTom  John  Cleave,  James  Harris, 
J.  Turner,  and  W.  Oreathead  Lewis,  relative  to  a  Grant 
te   Mttsiaal  EdueatiaBb— From  Wm.   BUot   Hudson, 
agataut  the  Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland)  BOL 

Bribebt  at  Elections.]  On  the 
iDOtioD  of  Mr.  C.  Buller,  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
committee  on  the  Bribery  at  Elections  Bill 
was  read, 

Mr.ilfacAmfioiihad  given  notice  that  he 
would  move  that  the  bill  be  committed 
that  day  six  months.  He  owed  his  seat  in 
that  House  to  the  local  and  personal  in- 
fluence he  possessed  in  his  neighbourhood, 
and  the  only  danger  he  could  incur  with 
respect  to  losing  his  seat,  would  be  by  some 
stranger  coming  forward  and  bribing  the 
constituency,  and  thereby  depriving  him 
of  that  influence  which  returned  him  to 
that  House.  He  said  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  satisfying  the  House,  that  he  had  no 
interest  of  a  personal  nature  in  the  remarks 
he  was  about  to  make.  The  principles  of 
the  bill  which  he  contended  against,  were 
those  which  militated,  first  against  the 
common  statute  law  of  the  land,  and  next, 
against  the  privileges  of  the  House.  He 
objected  particularly  to  the  16th  clause, 
which  gave  a  right  to  the  committee  to 
examine  Members  of  Parliament,  or  other 
persons  on  their  oaths,  u  to  their  own  cri- 
minalty.  The  principle  of  that  clause  was 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  law.  Was  it 
in  accordance  with  the  importance  of  the 
subject,  to  alier  the  statute  law  by  a  side 
wind — ^by  a  clause  in  a  bill  to  prevent  bri- 
bery  at  elections,  instead  of  a  meuure 
being  boldly  brought  forward,  having  such 
alteration  for  its  professed  object  ?  The 
oeit  principle  which  he  contended  against 
was,  that  embodied  in  the  clause  which 
provided  that  a  commission  should  be  ap- 

GiQtcd,  consisting  of  three  Peers  and  four 
embeia  of  Parliamenti  to  inquire  into 


certain  cases  of  bribery.  He  wished  seri« 
ously  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  importance  of  that  clause  which  altered 
the  customs  of  Parliament.  The  appoint, 
ment  of  that  commission  was  vested  in  the 
Crown,  which  waS|  in  fact,  placing  it  in 
the  Minister  of  the  day.  He  did  not  say 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  abuse  the 
power,  as  they  all  knew  his  fairness,  bat, 
supposing;,  they  had  a  Minister  who  was 
determined  by  any  violence  to  prevent  bis 
opponents  sitting  in  that  House.  Suppos- 
ing such  a  Minister  found  the  hon.  Men- 
her  for  Montrose,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  an  annoyance;  and  suppoe* 
ing  he  wished  to  abate  the  nuisance,  he 
woul4  get  up  a  little  bit  of  bribery  in  the 
borough  of  Montrose,  or  the  borough  of 
Finsbury,  and  a  petition  would  be  pre* 
sented  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  being  unable  to  inves- 
tigate the  business,  a  commission  would 
be  appointed.  The  commission  might  be 
a  year  making  its  report,  so  that  a  Member 
might  be  kept  during  that  period  from  hia 
seat.  The  commixeioo,  as  he  had  before 
observed,  was  to  be  compoeed  of  three 
peers,  one  of  whom  was  to  be  the  chair* 
man,  and  four  Members  of  that  House, 
all  appointed  by  the  Minister  of  the  day. 
Look  for  a  moment  at  the  absurdity  of  that 
arrangement.  They  denied  a  peer  the 
right  of  voting  for  a  Member  of  Parlia* 
ment,  they  resisted  his  interference  with 
their  privileges,  and  yet  by  a  singular  in* 
consistency  they  wanted  now  to  make  a 
commission,  having  a  peer  for  its  Presi- 
dent, which  should  decide  upon  their  pri* 
vileges,  and  become  a  court  of  record. 
Never  was  anything  more  monstrous :  it 
was  the  most  complete  anomaly  he  ever 
heard  of.  And  for  what  object  was  the 
commission  to  be  formed?  What  real 
objection  had  they  to  the  committee  as  now 
formed  ?  The  real  objection  was  this,  that 
they  had  no  systematic  method  of  obtain- 
ing  remedies,  for  the  evidence  which  one 
committee  would  receive,  another  would 
reject.  The  consequence  of  that  was,  that 
the  reports  of  committees  on  the  eame 
point  frequently  difiered.  They  requirod 
then  some  assessor,  who  would  be  ame  to 
state  what  evidence  ought,  and  what  ought 
not  to  be  received.  Report  said — he  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  true — that  the 
noble  Lord  made  this  commiesioD  tof  the 
express  purpose  of  potting  at  iu  head  a 
noUe  Lord — an  Ex-Chaacellor — ^wbo  was 
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ment.    Whether  that  were  really  the  case 
he  coald  not  say,  but  such  had  been 
whispered  ia  certain  circles.    He  main- 
tained that  they  wanted  no  commission  of 
that  sort     If  they  wanted  a  superior  tri- 
bunal,  with  an  assessor  to  determine  what 
evidence  should  be  received  and  what  re- 
jected, in  Heaven's  name  let  Mr.  Speaker 
appoint  seven  Members  of  that  House^ 
and  get  a  judge  or  serjeant-at-law  to 
sit  as  assessor  over  them.     If  any  differ- 
ences in  the  decisions  of  committees,  had 
occurred,  they  had  arisen,  he  was  sMre 
not  from  any  corruption  or  partiality  on 
the  part  of  the  committee,   but  simply 
from  their  inability  to  determine,  after 
the  addresses  of  the  counsel  on  either  side, 
what  evidence  it  was  their  duty  to  receive 
and  what  to  reject.     Under  these  circum- 
stances he  maintained,  that  the  commis- 
sion which  was  proposed  by  this  bill  was 
not  only  useless,  but  wholly  contrary  to 
the  law  as  it  now  stood.    He  thought  that 
they  would  be  injuring  the  Constitution  if 
they  allowed  any  one  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature to  interfere  with  the  other.     He 
had  much  more  apprehension  of  that  House 
interfering  with    the    privileges    of   the 
House  of  Lords,  than  of  the  House  of 
Lords  interfering  with  the  privileges  of 
that  House;  but  he  was  opposed  to  thS 
commission,  l>ecause  it  violated  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  they  had  always  acted, 
never  to  allow  any  Peer  to  interfere  with 
election  matters.     He  now  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  thirty- 
fifth  clause.  The  clause  was  as  follows : — 

*'  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  where 
costs,  charges,  and  expenses  shall  be  reported 
and  ordered  to  be  paid  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  division  of  any  county,  a  copy  of  the 
Speaker's  certificate,  together  with  a  copy  of 
the  said  report,  respectively  verified  by  affi- 
davit, shall  be  lodged  with  the  clerk  of  the 
peace,  and  also  with  the  treasurer  of  such 
county,  or  the  said  division  thereof,  and  the 
amount  mentioned  in  such  report  and  certifi- 
cate, and  ordered  as  aforesaid  to  be  paid  by 
the  said  inhabitants,  shall  be  raised  by  an 
equal  pound  rate,  in  the  nature  of  a  county 
rate,  to  be  made  and  levied  upon  the  sevenU 
persons  who  were  registered  as  voters  for  the 
said  division  of  the  said  county  for  the  year  in 
which  the  election  referred  to  in  the  report 
was  had ;  and  such  rate,  with  all  convenient 
speed,  shall  be  made,  collected,  recovered, 
levied,  received,  and  paid  over  to  the  said 
treasurer,  by  such  authority,  jurisdiction,  and 
other  person  and  persons,  according  to  their 
several  authorities  and  duties,-  as  are  by  law 
empowered,  authorised,  and  required  to  make, 
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collect,  and  pay  over  the  county  rate ;  and  all 
the  clauses,  powers,  provisions,  authorities,  li« 
abilities,  power  of  appeal,  and  exemptions  re« 
lating  to  the  said  county  rates  shall  severally 
and  respectively,  so  far  as  may  be,  extend  and 
apply  to  the  said  rate  hereby  required  to  he 
made  and  raised  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
said  costs,  charges,  and  expenses." 

Now,  he  called  upon  the  House  to  look 
at  the  monstrous  anomaly  of  this  clause. 
Assuming,  for  example,  that  there  were  in 
the  borough  of  Ipswich  1,000  voters,  and 
that  of  those  450  on  each  side  were  honest 
electors,  and  the  remaining  100  were  the 
very  lowest  description  of  lOZ.  voters,  what 
were  they  going  to  do  by  this  clause? 
They  were  going  to  levy  a  rate  on  the 
wealthy  part  of  the  community,  who  would 
have  to  pay  the  whole  expense.  He  could 
conceive  nothing  more  opposed  to  the 
ordinary  principles  of  legislation  than  such 
a  mode  of  proceeding.  He  trusted,  how- 
ever, that  those  clauses  to  which  be  ob- 
jected might  be  amended  in  committee ; 
and  if  this  were  done,  he  could  have  no 
objection  to  the  bill.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  saying,  that  he  should  not 
bring  forward  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice — that  this  bill  be  recommitted 
this  day  six  months— -with  the  understand- 
ing that  he  should  have  an  opportunity, 
in  the  committee,  of  amending  the  clauses 
to  which  he  objected.  He  felt  that  by  then 
dividing  the  House  on  such  a  motion  he 
would  only  embarrass  those  with  whom  he 
usually  coincided  in  opinion. 

House  in  committee. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  it  might  be  conve- 
nient to  the  committee  that  he  should 
now  state  that  there  was  one  material 
alteration  which  he  had  to  propose  on 
the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Worcester 
(Sir  T.  Wilde),  who  had  given  him 
charge  of  the  bill ;  and  he  entirely  ap- 
proved of  the  grounds  on  which  that  alter- 
ation proceeded.  There  were  several 
clauses  at  the  end  of  the  bill  regulating 
the  mode  in  which  costs  were  to  be  ascer- 
tained and  levied,  which  although  he  had 
considered  them  most  desirable  provisions 
with  the  view  of  checking  bribery,  must, 
nevertheless,  be  abandoned  on  grounds 
entirely  of  a  technical  nature.  The  bill, 
as  it  originally  stood,  threw  the  expenses 
of  inquiries  before  the  committee  and  com- 
missioners upon  the  constituencies  whose 
conduct  had  rendered  such  investigations 
necessary.  He  thought  that  was  one  of 
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the  mott  valatble  clauses  in  the  bill ;  for 
nothing  coald  be  more  effeetatl  in  raising 
a  general  feeling  against  corrupt  practices 
than  charging  the  cost  of  such  inquiries 
upon  the  conyicted  constituencies.  No 
objection  in  point  of  principle,  therefore, 
had  induced  his  hon.  Friend  to  modify  the 
32nd,  or  to  withdraw  the  subsequent  ^ind 
subsidiary  clauses ;  but  he  was  bound  by 
the  decision  of  the  committee  op  stairs, 
who  had  minutely  considered  with  great 
trouble  and  patience  the  various  provisions 
of  the  bill.  The  committee  decided  that 
only  electors  should  be  rated.  The  32nd 
clause  enacted  that— 

<<Th«  costs,  charges,  and  eipenses  incurred 
and  occasioned  in  and  about  the  inquiries  re- 
spectif  elv  prosecuted  before  the  committee,  or 
commissioners  any  part  or  proportion  thereof, 
shall  be  paid  by  the  rateable  inhabitants  en- 
titled to  vote  in  the  election  for  Members  of 
Parliament  in  and  for  the  county,  or  borough, 
or  place,  where  the  bribery  was  practised.'* 

At  first  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
bad  been  inclined  to  incorporate  this  li- 
mitation and  adopt  the  whole  clause  ;  but 
practical  objections  presented  themselves, 
which  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  sur- 
mount.  First  of  all,  a  special  machinery 
would  have  been  necessary  for  the  purpose, 
which  it  would  have  been  impossible  at 
this  late  period  of  the  Session  to  arrange 
and  carry  through  the  House.  No  basis 
existed  for  such  a  rating,  separating  elec- 
tors from  all  other  classes.  In  the  case  of 
freemen  for  instance,  rating  formed  no 
part  of  their  qualification ;  a  great  portion 
of  them  were  not  rated.  How,  then,  were 
they  to  make  a  rate  on  the  freemen  ?  The 
freemen,  as  a  class,  were  not  certainly  the 
least  corrupt;  how  monstrous  then,  it 
would  be  to  rate  all,  in  any  constituency, 
eicepting  the  most  guilty  I  The  same  ob- 
jections applied  to  the  freeholders  in 
counties  of  cities.  There  was  another 
difficulty  arising  from  the  fact,  that  very 
often  the  limits  of  the  Parliamentary  bo- 
rough were  not  coincident  with  the  muni- 
cipal boundaries,  so  that  new  provisions 
for  rating  with  parochial  collectors  must 
be  introduced.  If  this  was  the  case  with 
respect  to  England  there  were  still  greater 
difficulties  in  the  case  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland,  where  no  system  of  parochial 
rates  existed  at  all.  Those  technical  diffi- 
culties rendered  it  impossible  to  carry  this 
provision  into  eflfect.  When,  therefore, 
they  came  to  the  32nd  clause  he  should 
propose  certain  alterations,  which  would 


render  it  nnoecoasary  to  diaeosa  the  di 
thirty-five  to  forty  inclusive,  the  inlentioa 
being  to  abandon  these  altogether. 

On  the  first  claase,  declaring  the  pay* 
ment  of  head-money  to  be  bribery, 

Mr.  O'CmmM  feared  that  anrmogetnta 
might  be  naade  to  pay  head-money  withovt 
infringing  this  clause.  If  money  were  de- 
posited with  any  third  party  before  the 
election,  that  would  not  come  noder  tbe 
definition  of  head-money.  In  the  caae  of 
one  of  the  boroughs  recently  inquired  into 
it  had  been  found  that  each  candidate  paid 
51.  to  every  voter  before  tbe  election, 
without  binding  him  la  to  tbe  way  in 
which  he  should  vote,  and  yet  by  tkia 
clause  such  practioea  would  not  be  reached. 
He  would  suggest  that  after  the  wocda 
''payment  or  gift"  in  the  13th  line, 
"  before,  at,  or,"  ahould  be  iotrodoeed 
before  '*  after  any  election ;"  and  in  line 
17,  after  the  words  '*  paid  or  given,"  that 
these  words  should  be  inserted—-*'  oo  ae« 
count  of  suoh  voter  having  promieed  or 
agreed  to  vote,  or  having  a  vote,  tefirained 
from  voting." 

Sir  R.  Ptel  had  also  an  amendment  to 
suggest  which  he  thought  would  be  usoet 
advantageous.  The  clause  made  it  an 
offence  to  pay  head*money,  or  anj^tbing 
df  that  nature,  "  in  pursoaoce  oif  any 
uaage  or  practice  which  may  haen  ob- 
tained/' He  thought  these  worda  sbonid 
be  left  oat,  or  the  payment  of  htad-money 
where  no  sneh  practioe  preyniled,  wwild 
not  come  under  tbe  claose. 

Mr.  Btrnal  thought  the  auggeetioas  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  deserving  of  aeriooa  attention, 
but  he  feared  that  by  entering  too  inach 
into  particulara  they  would  narrow  the 
existing  laws  with  respect  to  bribery. 
They  might  go  on  adding  to  their  stock  of 
laws  against  bribery,  and  yet  be  only 
frittering  away  their  effect,  doing  in  abort, 
more  harm  than  good.  He  contended  that 
whatever  was  given,  before  or  at  an  elec- 
tion, for  the  purpose  of  influencing  a  vole 
was  bribery;  basket«voney  for  ioatanoe, 
which  at  Nottingham  bad  been  given  for 
weeks  before  an  election,  varying  in 
amount  from  10s.  to  30f.  a  week,  as  a 
kind  of  retaining  fee,  was  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  bribery.  They  must  first 
see  their  way  clearly  and  then  ateer 
straight.  It  was  well  known  that  bead- 
money  aroee  from  the  practice  of  givinr 
a  dinner  to  different  claaeee  of  vocera,  and 
thoae  who  could  not  aflbrd  to  pny  ihoir 
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quota  were  allowed  10«.  or  12i<»  or  what- 
ever that  might  be. 

The  SoHciiOT' General  had  DO  doubt  that 
the  giving  of  any  aum  of  money  during 
or  before  an  election,  in  consideration  of 
a  proipise  or  agreement  to  vote,  waa  clearly 
bribery  now,  and  therefore  it  was  quite 
uoneceuary  for  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  introduce  the  words  he  had 
suggested*  But  a  doubt  had  arisen  whe- 
ther, where  h?ad-money  was  given  in  pur- 
suance of  a  practice  or  custom  that  had 
obti^ined,  it  coMid  be  considered  bribery. 
as  they  could  not  infer  from  general  usage 
any  corrupt  oontract.  It  was  to  ppt  an 
end  to  all  doubt  on  this  point  that  these 
words  had  been  introduoedt 

Mr.  O^Cannell  said,  hi*  object  had  been 
tp  prevent  payments  being  made  to  parties 
not  oo  contracts  alone  to  vote  in  a  parti- 
cular way*  but  leaving  them  indifferent 
how  they  mjght  vote.  Contract  certainly 
was  necessiiry  to  the  legal  definition  of 
bribery,  bi^t  in  the  case  he  alluded  to  there 
wat  no  contract  to  vote  or  not  to  vote. 

Sir  72,  Ppet  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  leave  the  law,  as  respected  bribery,  as 
it  stood  at  present.  He  apprehended  that 
any  corrupt  contract  for  the  purpose  of 
infio^Qciog  vote*  was  bribery  under  the 
existing-  law;  aqd  the  specifying  of  any 
partipuliir  offence  might  have  the  danger 
of  narrowing  the  jurisdiction  of  election 
«^ommittees.  But  when  they  found  an 
avil  exiatiag  in  some  boroagbe  which  was 
not  bribery,  such  es  the  payment  of  head- 
money,  basket-money,  and  so  forth,  the 
best  w^y  of  dealing  with  it  wasi  to  leave 
the  general  law  as  to  bribery  untouched, 
and  to  enact  that  this  practice  of  paying 
various  sums  of  money  should  be  bribery. 
By  such  a  course  the  jurisdiction  of  com- 
mittees es  to  bribery  would  not  be  nar- 
rowed, 

Mr.  O'Connell  sajd»  it  was  proved  in 
the  Belfast  committee,  pf  which  he  was  a 
Member,  tba^  one  party  had  giren  a  sum 
of  750/.  for  car-money,  though  51.  would 
have  been  suffii;ient  payment  for  the  ser- 
viti9.  )t  was  certainly  desirable  to  meet 
auch  a  case  as  this. 

Mr.  USheU  said,  it  was  important  as  soon 
as  possible  to  provide  a  remedy  for  evils 
which  were  made  menifest  by  the  report 
of  the  Southampton  qommittee.  It  was 
f  tated  in  the  report  of  the  committee, 
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through  a  res(blar  organization,  was  carried  on ; 
neither  have  they  discovered  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  payment  of  head-money  or  vote- 
money  to  each  elector.  On  the  other  handt 
the  committee  have  received  ample  evidence 
of  the  customary  promise  or  payment  of  mo- 
ney to  electors  and  their  connexions,  on  pre- 
text of  employment  at  the  period  of  the  elec- 
tion. It  appears  that  it  has  been  the  usage  on 
both  sides  to  appoint  numerous  messengers  to 
attend  the  committee  during  the  canvass,  be- 
sides bill-posters,  clerks,  and  other  persons 
similarly  employed.  In  addition  to  this,  the 
successful  party  has  appointed,  in  like  manner, 
a  number  of  persons  to  act  as  colourmen  and 
chairmen,  on  occasion  of  the  chairing  of  the 
candidates  after  the  election.  The  messengers 
are  stated  to  have  been  named  from  time  to 
time  during  the  period  of  the  canvass,  which 
in  the  last  case  continued  through  five  or  six 
weeks;  and  to  have  been  constantly  retained 
at  the  rate  of  5t,  or  7t.  6d.  per  day.  *' 

The  office  of  messenger  was  a  sinecure, 
and  it  roust  be  manifest  to  every  Member 
that  this  practice  was  resorted  to  in  order 
to  escape  from  the  law  of  bribery,  and  re- 
quired the  interposition  of  the  Legislature. 
The  committee  also  reported  that  the 
colourmen  received  from  lOf.  to205.  each, 
and  the  chairmen  from  1/.  to  2/. ;  and 
they  above  all  drew  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  pernicious  practice  of  tr^ai- 
ing.  If  they  had  stopped  bribery  in  a 
direct  form,  they  had  augmented  it'  in  the 
shape  of  treating.  For  ffve  weeks  all  the 
public-houses  were  kept  open.  In  1831, 
when  there  was  no  treating,  4B0/.  foriped 
the  expense  of  the  Whig  candidates,  and 
the  Conservative  candidates  paid  not  quite 
so  much.  In  1841  the  expense  of  (he 
Whig  candidates  was  3,000/.;  and  that 
of  the  Conservative  candidates  upwards 
of  4,000/,  The  following  was  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Lankester,  a  gentleman  who 
spoke  the  sentiments  of  all  parties,  and 
who  attributed  the  corruption  oif  South- 
ampton to  treating: — 

*^  You  think  (hat  the  evil  is  of  such  a  nature 
that  a  law  ought  to  be  enacted  to  prevent 
treating  before  the  writ  ?— Yes ;  no  doubt  that 
would  do  much  to  put  a  stop  to  it,  and  then 
come  upon  the  fair  merits  of  the  case  and  fight 
it  out ;  whether  we  are  a  Liberal  or  a  Conser- 
vative  town ;  the  respectable  inhabitants  wish 
it  to  be  put  down.  The  respectable  persons 
on  both  sides,  you  think,  wish  that  this  should 
be  put  down?— Yes,  no  doubt  of  it.  And  if 
an  act  was  passed  merely  to  preirent  bribery, 
which  had  not  the  effect  of  stopping  treating, 
do  you  not  think  it  would  be,  in  a  great  mea- 
"  That  no  evidence  has  been  laid  before  ,  sure,  a  nullity  ?— Yes,  if  you  debauch  men*) 
tbem  from  which  they  are  enabled  to  conclude  minds,  and  keep  then  in  a  state  of  intoxica- 
fhat  systeiaatic  bribery,  in  a  direct  form,  and   tion  for  six  weeks,  you  unfit  them  for  the  excr- 
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cise  of  the  franchise.  Is  it  your  opinion  that 
treating  thould  be  prevented  for  five  or  six 
weeks  before  the  election? — ^Yes.  And  if 
that  is  not  done,  any  other  remedy  of  the  Le- 
gislature would  be  useless  ? — ^Yes,  as  for  as 
our  town  is  concerned.  *^ 

He  thought  there  could  be  no  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  putting  a 
stop  to  this  evil.  Could  this  be  done  by 
the  introduction  of  a  bill,  or  by  the  addi- 
tion of  clauses  to  the  present  bill  ?  If  they 
put  a  stop  to  head-money,  would  they  by 
the  words  used  for  that  purpose,  put  a 
stop  to  the  payments  made  for  chairmen 
or  colourmen  ?  It  was  said  that  this  was  a 
bill  to  detect  bribery,  and  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  declaring  the  facts  which  consti- 
tuted bribery.  Still  he  thought  it  import- 
ant to  define,  as  far  as  possible,  what 
bribery  was,  and  not  to  leave  the  matter 
to  be  settled  by  members  of  election  com- 
mittees. With  respect  to  treating,  though 
he  should  not  object  to  necessary  refresh- 
ment being  provided,  yet  he  thought  the 
introduction  of  a  few  words,* declaring  that 
treating  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
voters,  or  which  should  be  given  on  ac- 
count of  their  having  voted  in  any  parti- 
cular way,  would  remove  all  question  as 
to  the  period,  whether  before  or  after  the 
issue  of  the  writ;  and  the  intent  of  the 
treating  might  be  left  to  the  judgment  of 
the  election  committees.  They  desired  to 
put  a  stop  to  bead-money.  This  was  a 
substitute  for  dinners  which  were  origi- 
nally given  after  elect  ions,  and  he  was  sure 
that  most  voters  would  prefer  21.  or  3/.  in 
lieu  of  a  dinner.  If,  then,  they  abolished 
head-money  they  ought  also  to  prevent 
those  convivialities  which  were  a  substitute 
for  it,  and  which  had  an  illicit  object  in 
view.  They  might  stop  treating  by  allow, 
ing  the  election  committees  to  judge  of  the 
intent,  and  it  was  the  intent  which  con* 
stituted  the  offence. 

Mr.  Monchion  Milnes  thought  it  would 
be  desirable  to  insert  some  words  in  the 
clause,  statinic  the  f.^ct  that  there  had 
eiisted  a  doubt  on  the  subject  of  head- 
money,  which  by  the  present  clause  w.is 
declared  to  be  bribery.  This  was  only 
fair  to  the  constituencies  in  which  the 
usage  had  prevailed.  At  the  same  time 
he  believed  the  right  boo.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Sheil)  had  correctly  described  head- 
money  as  a  substitute  for  those  festitals 
which  usually  succeeded  elections ;  and  in 
place  of  this,  it  had  been  considered  better 
;«  . —  boroughs  that  a  certain  sum  should 


be  given  to  the  voters  to  take  home  to 
their  families. 

Mr.  Bemal  thought  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  deserv- 
ing of  great  attention.  He  coincided  in 
bis  remarks  about  treating,  and  felt  certain 
that  almost  as  much  mischief  might  be 
done  under  the  disguise  of  treating^  as  by 
positive  and  direct  bribery.  There  were 
a  great  many  points  to  consider.  There 
were  attempts  at  bribery ;  but  it  was  some- 
thing more  than  an  attempt  at  bribery 
when  large  sums  were  paid  to  colourmen. 
In  the  case  of  Newcastle- under- Line,  it 
was  found  that  money  was  given  to  voters, 
who  did  not  carry  the  colours,  but  pre- 
ceded the  colourmen,  and  were,  for  the 
sake  of  evasion,  called  *'  gafiers."  There 
was  great  uncertainty  in  the  decision  of 
committees  on  these  matters.  One  com- 
mittee might  hold,  that  the  money  given 
to  colourmen  and  to  *'  gaffers**  was  direct 
bribery;  and  another  committee  might 
come  to  a  directly  opposite  conclusion. 
Then,  if  they  inserted  a  declaratory  clanse 
in  the  bill,  declaring  such  acts  bribery, 
they  must  take  care  to  leave  nothing  out. 
The  danger  of  the  present  clause,  there- 
fore, was,  that  something  might  be  left 
out;  and  he  would,  consequently,  suggest 
to  his  hon.  Friend,  who  was  the  sponsor 
of  the  bill  on  the  present  occasion,  to  omit 
the  present  clause,  and  confine  the  object 
of  his  bill  to  the  discovery  of  bribery.  It 
was  said,  that  the  clause  was  of  great  im- 
portance, but  intimidation  and  treating 
required  as  effectual  a  remedy  as  the 
offence  of  head-money ;  and  he  was  certain 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  pass, 
during  the  present  Session,  a  bill  to  meet 
the  evils  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Shell)  had  complained. 

Mr.  S.  WoriUff  said,  that  there  were 
various  payments  made  at  elections,  not 
only  for  refreshments,  but  in  other  ways, 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  define  io 
the  present  clause ;  and  the  only  way  to 
deal  with  them  was  to  leave  to  the  tribunal 
they  might  establish  the  power  of  judging 
of  the  intent.  But  for  tbi>;  purpose  they 
must  have  a  proper  tribunal,  and  if  the 
bill  would  accomplish  the  object  of  estab- 
lishing such  a  tribunal,  and  if  they  in  the 
first  clause  removed,  as  proposed  bv  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel),  a  doubt 
found  to  exist  in  the  present  law,  then  a 
discretionary  power  given  to  the  tribunal 
to  judge  of  the  intent  of  all  payments 
might  be  sufficient  to  meet  all  cases  of 
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bribery.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the  right  r 
hoD.  Gentlemao  (Mr.  Sheil)  as  to  the  abuse  | 
of  treating ;  and  there  was  no  doubt  that 
in  many  cases,  and  more  especially  in 
that  the  investigation  of  which  had  lately 
engaged  them  both,  a  continual  system  of 
treating,  begun  long  before  the  election, 
produced  as  great  corruption  as  direct 
bribery.  But  they  must  be  careful  not  to 
attempt  to  pnt  a  stop  by  too  strong  a  hand, 
to  the  festive  meetings  of  the  candidates 
and  electors  after  the  election  or  they 
would  fail  in  their  object.  It  was  there- 
fore desirable  to  recognize  a  difference 
between  proceedings  of  this  kind,  which 
were  intended  to  operate  on  the  result  of 
an  election,  and  to  influence  the  voters, 
and  those  bond  fide  festive  meetings, 
which  naturally  took  place  at  a  time  of 
general  exultation  and  in  the  moment  of 
victory.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
had  suggested  the  expediency  of  introdu- 
cing words,  declaring  that  a  doubt  had 
existed  on  the  subject  of  head-money,  and 
similar  payments;  and  the  same  idea 
bad  occurred  to  him,  and  he  thought 
words,  stating  that  doubts  had  arisen  with 
respect  to  the  character  of  certain  offences, 
declared  by  the  present  bill  to  be  illegal, 
might  easily  be  introduced  into  the  pre- 
amble of  the  clause ;  and  still  the  existing 
law  as  to  bribery  would  be  left  as  it  was. 

Mr.  AgUxmhy  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Weymouth  had  shown  how  difficult  it  was 
to  mtroduce  into  the  present  clause  all 
the  points  which  those  who  were  desirous 
of  suppressing  bribery  suggested  ;  but  the 
hon*  Member  had  stated  no  ground  for 
the  withdrawal  of  the  clause,  which,  if 
it  did  not  cure  all  evils,  knocked  on  the 
head  one  which  was  universally  admitted 
to  exist.  If  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cork  were 
adopted,  the  clause,  he  thought,  would 
provide  for  all  the  cases  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Weymouth;  because, 
then,  any  payments  made  before,  during, 
or  after  the  election^  whether  as  head- 
money,  or  in  whatever  shape,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  influencing  votes,  would  be  deemed 
bribery.  This  would  comprehend  every 
species  of  corrupt  payment,  whether 
flag-money  I  or  chairman- money.  If  the 
amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  were  not  adopted,  the  clause  would 
then  apply  only  to  head-money.  When 
they  came  to  the  15th  line  it  was  his 
intention  to  propose  an  amendment,  the 
nature  of  which  had  been,  in  some  sorti 


anticipated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli- 
citor-general. Up  to  the  time  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  there  were  few  constituencies 
so  expensive  as  that  of  Carlisle;  and 
although  large  sums  were  expended  on 
the  old  freemen,  there  was  no  instance 
before  the  Reform  Bill  in  which  head- 
money  had  been  recognized  or  practised ; 
but  since  the  time  of  the  Reform  Bill,  a 
remarkable  change  had  taken  place.  It 
was,  in  fact,  one  of  the  purest  of  consti- 
tuencies; but  at  the  last  election,  for  the 
first  time,  head-money  had  been  given. 
He  did  not  accuse  the  learned  Serjeant, 
who  contested  the  borough,  with  being  a 
party  to  !the  practice  which  then  com- 
menced, but  the  fact  was  as  notorious  as 
the  sun  at  noon-day.  After  the  last 
election,  for  the  first  time,  payments, 
which  might  come  under  the  denomination 
of  head-money,  were  openly  made.  Any 
voter  who  had  plumped  for  the  Conserva- 
tive candidate  received  two  sovereigns, 
and  he  who  split  his  vote,  giving  one  to 
the  Conservatives,  received  one  sovereign. 
He  had  heard  one  of  the  parties  who  had 
received  two  sovereigns  charged  with  the 
fact,  and  he  admitted  it,  observing  that 
others  had  done  the  same.  These  pay- 
ments would  not  come  within  the  opera- 
tion of  this  clause,  as  head-money,  because 
they  were  not  made  ''  in  pursuance  of  any 
usage  or  practice ;"  nor  was  there  any 
previous  contract,  though  the  system 
might  have  been  begun  with  a  view  to 
future  elections.  Now,  he  should  wish  to 
introduce  words  which  would  meet  this 
evil;  and  this  might  be  effected  by 
making  the  clause  run  as  follows  :— "  In 
pursuance  of,  or  without  any  usage  or 
practice." 

Sir  R.  Peelf  doubted  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  leave  out  the  words  alto- 
gether, and  not  make  the  proof  of  the 
existence  of  a  usage  necessary  to  esta- 
blish the  offence.  He  did  not  think  it 
advisable,  because  they  could  not  do  all 
the  good  which  the  Legislature  might 
ultimately  effect  on  this  subject,  that 
therefore  they  should  omit  during  the 
present  Session  to  find  a  remedy  for  a 
great  practical  evil ;  and  when  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
gave  notice  of  this  bill,  he  stated  that  he 
thought  any  attempt  to  discourage  bribery 
would  be  ineffectual,  if  they  left  the  law  as 
to  treating  in  its  present  shape  ;  and  that 
if  during  the  present  Session  they  could, 
without  unnecessary  interference  with  the 
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fair  liberty  of  the  subject,  throw  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  treating,  they  would 
effect  a  great  practical  good.  To  mterfere 
with  the  exercise  of  innocent  hospitality 
would  be  carrying  the  attempt  to  put  down 
treating  too  far,  and  defeat  the  object ;  but 
at  thesame  time  he  must  say  that  one  of  the 
greatest  practical  abuses  was  the  corrupt- 
ing the  constituencies  by  means  of  ex- 
pensive treating.  This  system  introduced 
the  most  immoral  habits  among  the  con- 
stituency, the  effect  of  which  lasted  roych 
longer  than  the  period  of  the  elect ioh. 
In  the  second  place,  it  gave  an  unfair 
advantage  to  the  man  of  wealth,  who 
might  choose  to  spend  10,000/.,  12,000/., 
or  20,000/.  for  the  purpose  of  corrupting 
a  constituency ;  and  it  might  deter  a  man 
who  was  perfectly  competent  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
with  credit  and  satisfaction  to  the  country, 
but  who  had  no  money  to  spend  in  treat- 
ing, from  standing  a  contest,  tor  fear  of 
coming  into  competition  with  a  wealthy 
opponent,  £ven  if  a  man  had  the  com- 
mand of  money  he  might  recoil  from  the 
consequences  of  spendmg  it  for  a  period, 
perhaps,  of  five  weeks  before  the  election, 
and  occaiioning  continual  scenes  of 
drunkenness  in  the  borough  which  he  con- 
tested. He,  therefore,  should  not  at  all 
object  to  attempt  to  discourage  such  prac* 
ttces,  and  to  prevent  treating  for  the  pur- 
pose of  influencing  the  election.  Let  them 
consider  in  what  an  unsatisfactory  state 
the  law  was  at  present.  By  an  attempt 
to,  discourage  the  practices  he  had  alluded 
to  a  legislative  sanction  had  been  given  to 
tliemi  for  the  law  enacted  that  treating 
•her  a  certain  day  should  be  illegal. 
Those  who  passed  that  law  did  not  mean 
to  diminish  the  power  of  Parliament  to 
deal  with  corrupt  bribery  at  other  times 
than  that  of  the  election ;  but  the  mean- 
ing wus  to  draw  a  distinction  after  a  given 
day.  In  all  towns  there  might  be  corrupt 
bribery  previous  to  the  test  of  the  writ ; 
but  if  it  were  done  after  that  time  Mem- 
bers were  liable  to  lose  their  seats.  But 
he  did  not  find  it  laid  down  by  any  writer 
on  election  law  that  there  might  be  such 
treating  previous  to  the  test  of  the  writ. 
One  writer  said  :— 

*'  Neither  the  Treating  Act  nor  the  statutes 
against  bribery  were  ever  intended  to  cripple 
itie  po\ver8  of  the  common  law ;  for,  adroitiing 
tliat  corrupt  treating  is  briberyi  and  therefore 
an  oflfence  before  the  statute,  it  is  impossible 
-  irgue  that  because  the  statute  declares  all 


treating,  however  moderate,  after  the  writ,  to 
be  illegal,  it  impliedly  sanctions  any  treating 
before  the  writ  however  extravagant  and 
corrupt." 

He  durst  say,  that  that  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  law ;  but  the  practice  was 
corrupt  treating  before  the  test  of  the  writ. 
A  candidate  shrank  from  being  called  a 
niggardly  or  shabby  fellow,  and  this  prac- 
tice, whatever  might  be  the  intent  of  the 
law,  of  corrupt  bribery  did  prevail.  Now, 
suppose  it  were  possible  to  abolish  that  dis- 
tinction of  time  and  to  provide  that  corrupt 
treating  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  an 
election  should  be  illegal  as  well  before 
the  test  of  the  writ  as  afterwards;  he 
thought  it  would  be  an  improvement  of 
the  law,  because  they  would  make  such 
corrupt  treating  an  offence  for  which  a 
Meml>er  would  be  liable  to  vacate  his  seat. 
If  they  could  not  deal  satisfactorily  with 
intimidation,  but  could  do  so  with  bead- 
money  or  corrupt  treating,  in  his  opiaioo 
they  ought  not  to  allow  this  Session  to 
terminate  without  taking  some  cautioo 
against  that  which,  above  all  species  of 
bribery,  was  the  most  degrading  and  oor- 
rupting,  namely,  the  payment  of  suma  of 
money  spent  in  what  was  called  the  con* 
vivialitiea  of  an  election,  but  which  re* 
suited  in  the  most  brutal  scenes,  and  tlio 
immoral  effects  of  which  remained  long 
after  the  election.  It  was  wasting  money 
in  the  worst  possible  manner,  and  gave 
an  undue  influence  to  those  who  had 
wealth. 

Mr.  Hardy  said»  it  was  must  im- 
portant to  introduce  some  bill  of  this 
kind,  in  order  to  prevent  the  eipense  of 
bribery,  however  it  might  originate,  which 
now  gave  to  a  uiao  of  large  property  the 
chance  of  coming  into  Parliament,  which 
a  man  of  smaller  property  did  not  poe* 
sees.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  a  regn* 
latioo  with  regard  to  treating  might  be 
introduced  into  this  bill,  and  that  thb  flrst 
clause  might  not  be  passed  over.  The 
great  mischief  of  head-mooej  was  the 
expense ;  it  was  not  because  it  was  faffi* 
bery,  in  order  to  give  one  candklate  an 
influence  over  his  fellow-candidate,  bnt 
because  it  was  paid  by  each  candidain 
whether  he  won  or  loet*  It  was  a  aort  of 
regulation  which  had,  aa  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymooth  had  said,  been  adopted  in- 
stead of  giving  dinners ;  and,  if  they  en* 
tered  into  the  history  of  head-money,  they 
would  find  it  was  originally  half  a  gniiiMt 
then  a  f  uinea»  and  thesi  as  at  the  prsunt 
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time,  three  guineas.     It  was  so  iu  1 826 ; 
and  every  body  paid  it.     He  himself  had 
paid  it  as  a  losing  Member.    He  did  not 
give  it  as  bd  ioducement  for  his  election, 
but  because,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
Mr.  Daniel  Sykes,  when  he  came  into  the 
House,  said,  his  election  would  not  have 
cost  him  3002.,  but  there  was  a  certain 
i(nuueiudf>  at  Hull  to  pay  a  certain  sum 
10  the  electors  after  the  election,  and  there- 
ore  it  cost  htm  2,500/.    That  was  stated 
in  the  life  of  his  friend  Daniel  Sykes,  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  a  late  Member  of  that 
House,  Mr.  Pryroe.     He  therefore  hoped 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard 
would  take  care  that  this  clause  was,  at 
all  events,  inserted,  and  that  when  it  came 
to  pass  some  little  alteration  would  be 
made  in  it ;  for  now  it  was  proposed  to 
make  it  an  offence  to  pay  money  or  any 
other     valuable    consideration     to    any 
voter  at  the  last  preceding  election ;  but 
he  should  propose  that  it  should  be  at 
'*any"  preceding  election;  because  they 
very  well  knew  that  at  any  general  elec- 
tion there  might  be  a  petition,  and  one  of 
the  Members  at  that  election   might  be 
thrown  out,  and  then  came  another  elec- 
tion, and  one  of  the  Members  at  the  last 
election  might  take  advantage  of  the  head- 
money  that  was  paid  before.    He  thought, 
therefore,  the  word  *'  any*'  had  much  more 
importance  than  the  word  '*  last,"  because 
it  included  all  possible  inducements  under 
any  circumstances  to  give  any  money  to 
the  electors.     He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lis- 
keard would  not  follow  the  advice  that 
was  given  to  him  to  drop  this  clause,  but 
would  let  it  pass,  and,  with  the  little  alte- 
ration he  had  suggested,  he  thought  there 
could  not  be  a  ^tter  clause  to  prevent  the 
expense  of  laying  out  money,  which  was 
not  given  as  a  preference  for  one  candidate 
over  another,  but  which  was  an  expense 
that  a  person  who  might  stand  as  a  can- 
didate was  unable  to  pay. 

The  Solidtor- General  said,  that  the 
observations  which  had  just  been  made 
showed,  in  his  opinion,  the  distinct  ne- 
cessity that  existed  for  this  clause.  The 
hoD.  Member  for  Bradford  said,  that  head- 
money  was  not  thought  to  be  bribery. 
That  rendered  this  clause  necessary.  But 
it  was  far  better,  when  introducing  this 
clause  into  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of 
stating  that  certain  evil  practices  had  pre- 
vailed, and  that  various  doubts  had  been 
entertained  whether  they  came  within  the 


existing  law  of  bribery,  and  then  to  go  on 
to  state  that  such  practices  should   he 
considered  bribery,  to  recite  in  the  pre* 
amble  that  such  doubts  had  prevailed,  so 
that  it  might  not  be  considered  that  the 
Legislature,  in  passing  this  law,  intended 
to  give  anything  like  a  definition  of  bri- 
bery, because  if  they  did  and  anything 
were  excluded  from  the  clause  they  might 
be  considered  as  giving  sanction  to  that 
kind  of  bribery.     It  was  better  also  that 
the  clause  should  stand  in  some  other  part 
of  the  bill,  and  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  should  withdraw  it 
and  introduce  it  with  a  preamble  as  to  the 
doubts  and  practices  that  prevailed  at  the 
end  of  the  bill.     He  did  not  think  it 
wise  to  introduce  into  the  bill  anything 
as  to  the  payment  of  head-money  or  flag- 
money.      That  a  payment  of  money  to 
infiuence  a  party  to  give  his  vote  at  an 
election,  if  the  vote  were  given  upon  that 
payment,  was  bribery,  there  could  be  no 
question ;  but  if  they  stated  a  particular 
sort  of  bribery,  what  was  the  consequence  ? 
The  next  time  they  went  before  an  elec- 
tion committee  the  counsel  would  say— 
*'  You  have  defined  what  is  bribery,  and 
this  particular  case  does  not  come  within 
it."     As    to  the    suggestion    made    by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite^  he 
entirely    agreed    with    him  in    the    ad- 
vantage,    if    there  were    any   mode  of 
making  stringent  the  law  of  bribery.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  under  the  act 
of  Parliament  the  payment  of  money  after 
the  test  of  the  writ  must  be  in  order  to  be 
elected,  and  therefore  he  suggested,  that 
payment  either  before  or  after  the  test  of 
the  writ  should  be  considered   treating: 
but  the  construction  put  on  the  acf  of 
Parliament,  notwithstanding  the  words  of 
the  act,  was  not  that  the  object  of  the 
giving  had  been  considered  essential,  and 
they  had  known  instances  of  Members 
giving  refreshments  to  persons  coming  in 
from  the  country,  and  yet  that  was  con* 
sidered  sufiBcient  to  come  within  the  letter 
of  the  law,  and  Members  had  been  unseat- 
ed for  it.    It  was,  therefore,  most  difficult, 
whilst  putting  down  bribery,  not  to  put  an 
end  to  mere  hospitality.     But  it  might  be 
a  considerable  improvement  in  the  present 
clause  not  to  introduce  the  distinction  of 
time  before  the  test  or  after  the  test  of  the 
writ.     It  was  said  (hat  by  one  of  the  acts, 
if  the  bribery   were  before    the  test    of 
the  writ,   it  was  legal;    he  thought   it 
would  be  better  to  remove  that  distinction 
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as  to  time.  At  the  same  time,  it  should 
not  be  stated  that  simply  giving  was  treat- 
ing, but  the  object  and  iqtent  with  which 
it  was  given  should  be  stated ;  and  it  might 
be  considered,  between  this  time  and  the 
briogiog  up  of  the  report,  whether  it  would 
not  be  a  considerable  improvement  to 
have  a  clause  for  head-money  distinct 
from  bribery,  and  another  distinct  clause 
for  treating. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  must  say,  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  force  in  the  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  clause, 
and  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  that  whilst  they  were 
enacting  a  clause  against  head*money, 
they  were  liable  to  the  charge  of  sanction- 
ing other  modes  of  bribery,  which  were 
not  included  in  that  charge.  It  was  said 
that  they  were  commencing  a  bill  for  the 
better  discovery  of  bribery  with  defining 
and  prohibiting  one  species  of  bribery ; 
and  that  that  looked  as  if  that  was  all 
they  had  to  do  as  against  bribery.  Now, 
he  thought  that  would  be  obviated  by  the 
course  proposed  by  the  learned  Solicitor- 
general,  viz.,  that  in  the  first  place,  the 
clause  should  be  withdrawn  from  its  pre- 
sent prominent  position  in  the  bill ;  and 
that,  secondly,  there  should  be  a  preamble 
to  that  and  the  clause  referring  to  head- 
money,  and  to  the  doubts  that  prevailed 
on  the  subject,  and  the  necessity  of  clear, 
ing  up  those  doubts.  The  bill  would  then 
appear  to  be  a  bill  for  the  better  discovery 
of  bribery,  with  a  clause  at  the  end  as 
to  a  particular  kind  of  bribery  in  the  shape 
of  head-money.  He  was,  therefore,  happy 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  withdraw  this  clause, 
and  to  introduce  it  hereafter  with  a  pre- 
amble, stating  the  reason  for  the  clause 
when  the  report  was  brought  up.  Clause 
A  would  then  stand  the  first  clause  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  Etcoii  felt  very  strongly  the  im- 

tortance  of  this  clause.    It  appeared  to 
im  the  best  part  of  the  bill,  ana  the  only 
one  calculated  at  all  to  put  a  atop  to 
bribery  and  corruption. 
Clause  negatived. 
On  the  neit  clause, 

"Committee  authorised  to  ascertain  the  cause 
of  the  abandonment  of  charges  of  bribery,  and 
to  report,** 

Mr*  Bernal  begged  particularly  to  in- 
vite the  attention  of  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  to  a  point  which  suggested  to  bis 


own  mind  something  of  doubt.  The  claoie 
concluded  thus : — 

"  And  for  more  efiectual  discovery  of  the 
truth  of  the  matters  so  to  be  inquired  into,  full 
power  and  authority  is  hereby  given  to  suck 
committee  to  examine  the  sitting  Member  or 
Members,  or  candidate  or  candidates  at  the 
said  election,  and  their  several  and  respective 
agents,  and  all  other  persons  whomsoever, 
touching  and  concerning  such  matters." 

Now,  was  it  intended  under  this  pro- 
vision to  give  a  compulsory  power  of  ex- 
amining attornies  or  other  agents,  at  to 
matters  confided  to  them  by  clients  ? 

The  Atiomey-Qeneral  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  due  construction  of  the 
clause  was  this — it  gave  full  power  to  ex- 
amine sitting  Members,  over  whom  other- 
wise there  would  be  no  such  power;  or 
candidates,  over  whom  otherwise  also  there 
would  be  no  such  power ;  and  also^  "  seve- 
ral and  respective  agents,"* — "  all  other 
parties*'  being,  he  need  not  say,  super- 
fious.  But  it  appeared  to  him,  that  these 
words  left  the  rules  of  evidence  just  where 
they  at  present  stood  ;  and  but  for  a  sub- 
sequent enactment  (which  he  would  not 
anticipate),  the  rules  of  evidence  ordi- 
narily applied  to  examinations,  would  ap- 
ply to  the  examinations  of  sitting  Mem- 
bers or  candidates;  as,  for  instance,  a 
professional  man  would  not  be  called  upon 
to  disclose  any  secret. 

Mr.  Bernal  said,  what  he  meant  to  ask 
was,  whether  the  rule  of  law,  protecting 
professional  agents  from  examination  aa 
to  matters  intrusted  to  them  confiden* 
tially,  would  be  altered.  A  case  had  oc» 
curred  in  which,  on  an  election  petition,  the 
House  had  attempted  to  make  a  profes- 
sional man  disclose  matters  with  which  he 
had  been  confidentially  intrusted ;  and  for 
refusal  the  psrty  had  been  committed. 
He  only  wished  to  have  a  clear  under- 
standing on  the  subject. 

Sir  R.  InglU  doubted  not  whatever 
might  be  the  inclination  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  brought  in  this  bill,  or  the  learned 
Gentleman  who  was  conducting  it,  that 
the  effect  of  the  clause  as  it  stood  waa  to 
withdraw  the  protection  now  given  to  pro- 
fessional men.  Under  this  clause  cer- 
tainly, professional  agents  might  be  com- 
pelled to  disclose  matters  confidentially 
intrusted  to  them.  Words  could  not  w 
more  strongly  applied  than  were  those 
which  concluded  the  clause.  The  efledy 
palpably,  would  be  that  in  the  case  of  any 
borough^  the  sitting  members,  the  oaodi* 
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dates,  and  the  agents,  might  be  put  into 
the  box  and  compelled  to  disclose  all  they 
knew.  Now,  he  saw  no  reason  why  in 
these  investigations  the  old  and  ordinary 
principles  of  law  should  be  abandoned ; 
though  it  really  did  seem  to  him,  that  the 
proceedings  of  the  last  few  weeks  indi- 
cated a  feeling  on  the  part  of  too  many  in 
the  House  that  bribery  was  the  concen« 
trated  essence  of  all  crime,  and  that  next 
to  that  offence,  the  compromising  an 
inquiry  into  it  was  the  greatest  of  all 
iniquities.  If  the  rules  of  the  law  of  evi. 
dence  were  to  be  altered,  let  it  be  so  as 
to  other  matters  than  those  concerning 
bribery  at  elections.  He  objected,  then, 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  clause,  because 
he  saw  not  why  as  to  bribery  the  esta- 
blished principles  of  law  should  be  disre- 
garded. 

Mr.  0*Connell  wondered  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  should  treat  bribery  with  levity. 
The  offence  was  undoubtedly  one  of  the 
greatest  that  could  be  commited — it  was 
equivalent  to  usurping  power  over  the  lives 
and  liberties  of  the  subjects  of  the  realm, 
and  was  assuredly  a  most  atrocious  crime. 
Now,  he  had  not  understood  the  Attorney- 
general  to  lay  down  the  law  as  to  how  far 
the  privilege  of  agency  extended.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  cer- 
tainly said  this,  that  the  clause  altered 
not  the  law  thereupon;  but  the  privi. 
lege,  let  it  be  recollected,  was  the  pri- 
Tilege  not  of  the  agent,  but  of  the  prin- 
cipal; and  if  you  examined  the  princi- 
pal, surely  you  would  examine  the  agent* 
rrivilege  of  attorney  had  been  very  much 
limited,  and  was  restrained  to  communi- 
cations relative  to  a  suit ;  so  that  commu- 
nications made  extraneously  thereto,  and 
touching  the  election  itself,  could  not  in 
his  opinion  come  within  the  privilege. 
Nothing  could  be  more  useful  for  the 
suppression  of  bribery  than  the  compelling 
of  parties  to  disclose  their  transactions : 
indemnify  them  if  you  would,  but  give  the 
power  of  examining  them— that  would  be 
the  best  means  of  prevention. 

The  Attomey'Oeneral  did  not  appre- 
hend that,  according  to  the  law,  you  had 
the  right  to  examine  the  agent  wherever 
you  might  examine  the  principal.  If  a 
principal  in  a  court  of  law  could  not  be 
goi  at,  his  attorney  could  not  be  examined 
as  to  confidential  communications  and  so 
in  Chancery.  The  privilege,  too,  let  it  be 
observed,  was  neither  the  privilege  of  the 
principal  nor  of  the  agent :  but  it  was  a 


great  necessity  that  there  should  be  free 
and  unreserved  communication  between 
principal  and  agent,  in  order  that  affairs 
might  be  conducted  with  facility  and 
fidelity.  A  violation  of  this  confidence, 
then,  would  be  a  serious  blow  to  the  gene- 
ral relation  between  attorney  and  client, 
and  as  such  a  public  injury. 

Mr.  Shell  would  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  agent  who  conducted  the  elec- 
tion petiton  (and  whom,  of  course,  it 
would  not  be  just  to  examine),  and  the 
agent  who  had  acted  at  the  election  itself, 
and  had  been  employed  in  bribery  or  cor- 
ruption. He  called  that  not  confidential 
communication,  but  criminal  intercourse ; 
and  thought  it  would  be  monstrous  if  such 
parties  could  not  be  examined,  more  par- 
ticularly as  it  was  well  known  that  in 
Chancery  executors  and  trustees  were  daily 
examined  as  to  matters  confidentially  in- 
trusted to  them. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  wished  to  set  himself  right 
as  to  what  he  had  said  upon  bribery :  he 
had  spoken  of  it  in  no  tone  of  levity ;  on 
the  contrary,  the  other  night  he  had  used 
a  remarkably  strong  term — he  had  called 
it  a  "sin.''  But,  he  repeated,  that  he 
professed  not  such  a  degree  of  political 
purity  as  to  be  disposed  to  deal  with  bri- 
bery as  though  it  were  the  concentrated 
essence  of  all  iniquity ;  and  he  said  again, 
that  from  the  legislation  of  the  last  few 
weeks  an  impression  had  certainly  been 
created  that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was, 
that  so  long  as  bribery  was  exposed,  all 
other  things  were  of  perfect  indifference, 
however  important  in  point  of  law  and 
justice.  Bad  as  bribery  was,  there  were 
other  election  abuses  quite  as  detestable, 
and  for  which,  perhaps,  the  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  and  his  Colleagues  from  Ire- 
land would  do  well  to  frame  their  pure 
legislation — he  meant  bloodshed  and  inti- 
midation. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  desired  to  have  it  under- 
stood that  this  clause  had  nothing  to  do 
with  bribery,  but  compromises.  The  power 
it  gave  of  examining  sitting  Members, 
candidates,  or  agents,  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary, if  compromises  were  to  be  disco- 
vered at  all.  The  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  get  these  parties  before  the  committee ; 
it  did  not  express  what  they  were  to  say ; 
of  course,  he  meant  not  to  imply  that  they 
would  not  be  called  on  to  answer,  but 
what  he  said  was,  that  calling  them  before 
the  committee  would  be  of  no  avail  if  the 
mere  fact  of  being  a  party  to  the  matter 
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inquired  into  were  to  obstruct  the  exami- 
nation. It  was  well  known,  that  in  nearly 
all  CBies  the  compromitet  were  conducted 
by  agents;  the  Members  declared  they 
knew  nothing  of  the  matter,  everything 
being  left  to  the  agents.  So  that,  if  ihe 
inquiry  were  to  be  carried  out  at  all,  the 
agents  must  be  examined ;  nor  would  any 
professional  privilege  screen  them,  seeing 
that  in  respect  to  these  compromises  they 
were  principals. 

The  SoUeitor^General  said,  if  he  thought 
the  effect  of  this  clause  would  be  to  change 
the  law  as  to  confidential  agents,  he  would 
not  support  it ;  for  he  was  not  at  all  dis* 
posed  to  alter  the  law  of  evidence  on  the 
subject ;  but  he  did  not  understand  that 
the  clause  as  it  was  now  worded  would 
have  that  effect.  The  effect  of  the  clause 
had  nothing  to  do  with  bribery.  Suppose 
a  petition  presented  alleging  the  fact  of  a 
compromise :  the  committee  were  to  have 
the  power  of  examining  into  it,  and  (for 
that  end)  of  examining  principals  and 
agents.  Now,  as  to  privilege  of  agents,  it 
had  been  said,  that  it  would  not  extend  to 
die  agents  who  conducted  elections,  but 
only  to  agents  for  petitions.  The  fact 
was,  however,  that  the  privilege  did  not 
extend  to  any  save  purely  professional 
agency.  An  attorney  or  agent  might  be 
examined  as  to  acts  he  himself  had  done ; 
for  that  involved  not  the  betrayal  of  con- 
fidence, which  would  be  involved  in  the 
disclosure  of  confidential  communications. 
In  acceding  to  this  clause,  however,  he 
begged  to  guard  against  the  supposition 
that  ha  was  prepared  to  support  other 
olanses  in  the  bill,  or  to  assent  to  the 
principle  that  parties  most  conversant  with 
oiatters  ought  to  communicate  them,  how- 
ever criminatory. 

Mr.  Darbw  regretted  that  neither  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  nor  the  late 
Solicitor*general,  whose  names  were  to  the 
bill,  were  present.  There  occurred  to  his 
mind  this  difficulty :— That  after  a  charge 
had  been  withdrawn,  the  committee  might 
yet  go  on  investigating  not  mereW  an 
allei^  compromise,  but  a  charge  of  bri- 
bery—  the  expenses  of  the  committee 
going  on  all  the  tine  at  the  parties*  cost* 
Now,  if  this  must  be  done,  at  least  let  the 
Uw  be  altered  as  to  the  burden  of  paying, 
and  let  the  pnblio  take  up  the  proeecution ; 
that  waa  not  the  case  at  present,  and 
while  the  contrary  remained  the  fact,  and 
the  petitions  of  parties  were  viewed  in 
the  Ugbi  of  prifate  sniu,  it  did  seem  hard 


to  throw  on  the  parties  the  expense 
of  a  protracted  investigation  conducted 
against  their  will.  As  to  the  examination 
of  agents,  the  clause  was  nugatory  unlcm 
it  withdrew  some  protection  now  given  by 
law ;  and  if  this  were  so,  the  principles  of 
law,  as  regarded  the  rules  of  evidence, 
were  about  to  be  altered  in  a  manner  to 
which  he  could  not  assent. 

Mr.  Escoii  strongly  objected  to  dealing 
with  bribery  as  though  it  were  so  enormoua 
an  offence  that  the  suppression  of  it  would 
justify  the  most  enormous  violation  of 
liberty,  justice,  and  law.  It  was  contrary 
to  all  principle,  all  precedent,  all  law,  and 
all  justice,  to  trust  the  rules  of  evidence 
according  to  the  case  you  had  to  deal  with. 
The  rules  of  law  should  not  be  disturbed 
and  warped  in  order  to  meet  this  or  that 
particular  offence.  Were  the  case  that 
of  murder,  law,  and  justice  would  not  so 
monstrously  be  violated.  From  what  the 
Solicitor-general  had  said  about  the  danee 
not  referring  to  bribery,  it  would  seem 
that  if  the  hon.  and  learned  GentleoMn 
had  thought  differently  on  that  point,  he 
would  not  have  supported  the  clause.  But 
what  were  the  words  of  the  clause  ?— > 

*^  The  committee  shall  be  authorised  to  state 
in  their  report  anv  special  matter  relating  to 
the  said  charges  of  bribery." 

They  would  not  be  of  such  consequence 
if  it  were  at  all  anticipated  that  committees 
under  the  clause  would  act  as  one  com- 
mittee recently  had,  and  state  in  their 
reports  matter  not  at  all  subsuntiated  by 
the  evidence ;  but  as  there  was  no  reason 
to  expect  that  future  committees  would 
act  in  this  strange  and  illegal  manner,  the 
question  of  evidence  became  of  importance; 
and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  why  all  the 
old  principles  of  law  were  on  this  subject 
alone  to  be  utterly  set  at  nought. 

The  SoUeUar-Ueneral  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  could  not  have  read  the  clause 
accurately,  seeing  the  manner  in  which  he 
treated  it.  The  clause  was  not  a  clause 
for  appointing  a  committee  to  try  an  elec* 
tion  petition;  but  it  authorised  such  a 
committee,  when  any  election  petition  was 
abandoned,  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  the 
abandonment. 

**  If,  after  a  committee  shall  have  been  no* 
ninated  for  the  trial  of  an  election  petition, 
in  which  bribery  shall  be  chargtd  to  have  t>een 
committed,  the  petition  shall  be  withdrawn, 
or  the  charxes  of  brtbenr  therein  contained,  or 
any  other  charge  of  bribery  which  shall  have 
been  made  or  stated  t>efore  such 
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whether  io  support  of  any  petition  complaining 
of  the  returoi  or  by  way  of  recrimination,  or 
in  answer  to  any  petition,  shall  be  withdrawn, 
abandoned,  or  not  bona  fide  prosecuted  before 
the  said  committee,  it  shall  and  may  be  lawful 
for  such  committee  in  its  discretion  to  examine 
into  and  ascertain  the  circumstances  under 
which  sQch  withdrawal,  abandonment,  or  for- 
bearance to  prosecute  such  charges  as  afore- 
said shall  have  taken  place,  and  whether  the 
same  has  been  matter  of  compromise,  arrange- 
ment, or  understanding,  covert  or  otherwise, 
in  order  to  avoid  the  discovery  of  bribery  at 
the  said  election ;  and  the  said  committee 
shall  be  authorised,  if  it  shall  think  fit,  to  state 
in  their  report  upon  the  election  petition  any 
special  matter  relating  to  the  said  charges  of 
bribery,  and  the  cause  and  reason  of  the  aban« 
donment  or  forbearance  to  prosecute  the  same ; 
and  for  the  more  eflfectual  discovery  of  the 
truth  of  the  matters  so  to  be  inquired  into,  full 
power  and  authority  is  hereby  given  to  such 
committee  to  examine  the  sitting  Member  or 
Members,  or  candidate  or  candidates  at  the 
said  election,  and  their  several  and  respective 
agenta,  and  all  other  persons  whomsoever, 
touching  and  concerning  such  matters.*' 

Well,  that  was  giving  a  power  only  to 
inquire  into  the  cause  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  petition — nothing  more ;  but 
in  the  following  clause  it  was  enacted — 

'*  That  if  any  committee  nominated  to  try 
an  election  petition  shall  report  that  there  are 
grounds  for  oelieving  that  extensive  or  general 
bribery  was  practised  at  the  election  to  which 
such  report  shall  refer,  and  shall  recommend 
that  further  inquiry  and  investigation  should 
be  made  regarding  such  bribery,  in  that  ease 
the  Speaker  shall  nominate  an  agent  to  prose- 
cute the  investigation  into  the  matter  of  the 
said  bribery;  and  the  said  committee  shall, 
within  fourteen  days  from  the  time  of  their 
having  made  their  report  on  the  election  peti- 
tion, re- assemble,  and  shall  inquire  and  ascer- 
tain whether  bribery  was  or  was  not  practised 
al  the  said  election,  and  to  what  extent,  and 
shall  specially  report  to  the  House  all  such 
matters  relating  to  the  said  bribery,  and  the 
parties  implicated  or  concerned  therein,  as  to 
the  said  committee  shall  seem  expedient.*' 

So  that  the  committee  were  to  meet 
again  to  inquire  into  any  alleged  cases  of 
bnbery,  if  they  specially  reported  such 
cases,  and  recommended  inquiry  into 
them.  The  bon.  Member  for  Sussex,  to 
be  consistent,  ought  to  propose  that  the 
whole  clause  should  be  omitted.  The 
part  which  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
leave  out  was  absolutely  necessary,  and 
without  it  the  clause  would  be  inopera- 
ti?e ;  becsuse  the  object  being  to  inquire 
into  the  cause  of  the  abandonment  of  the 
pelilioDi  the  peraoni  mentioaed  were  the 


persons  who  alone  could  give  the  re- 
quired information.  He  should,  there- 
fore, vote  against  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Aglionby  was  afraid  that  by  these 
attempts  at  literal  definitions  the  bill  would 
be  altogether  shelved,  or  frittered  away 
until  it  became  valueless.  The  committee 
were  just  now  at  the  same  point  they  were 
at  more  than  an  hour  ago ;  the  discussion 
was  quite  tedious.  He  thought  the  Soli- 
citor-general was  mistaken  in  bis  view  of 
the  effect  of  the  two  clauses  he  had  cited. 
What  he  wanted  to  have  was  full  power 
for  the  committee  to  search  out  the 
truth ;  and  be  was  determined  to  do  all 
he  could  to  secure  that  power  for  them, 
for  his  object  was  by  all  means  to  put  down 
bribery,  and  that  power  he  conceived  to  be 
one  great  instrument  by  which  such  a  re- 
sult was  to  brought  about,  because  by  the 
exercise  of  that  power  it  was  that  bri- 
bery would  be  discovered.  Unless  it  were 
discovered,  it  could  not  be  put  down.  The 
committee  should  be  authorized  to  examine 
the  agents  and  every  party  concerned  in 
an  election ;  and  he  was  determined  to 
admit  no  words  into  the  clause  which 
would  prevent  professional  men  from  mak- 
ing disclosures  such  as  were  allowed  in 
courts  of  common  law.  If  the  candidates 
were  liable  to  be  examined,  the  agents 
should  not  be  allowed  to  escape.  It  might 
be  said,  *' You  may  examine  a  common 
agent  who  is  not  a  professional  man.** 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  that  ?  Low 
attorneys  would  be  employed  to  do  the 
dirty  work,  and  then  the  very  information 
that  was  most  wanted  would  be  withheld, 
and  the  questions  of  the  committee  would 
be  evaded,  on  the  ground  of  confidential 
communications  with  a  legal  adviser.  The 
evil  had  grown  to  an  enormous  extent, 
and  it  cried  aloud,  both  within  the 
walls  of  that  House,  as  well  as  beyond 
them,  for  extraordinary  measures  to  be 
taken  to  put  it  down.  He  would  have  no 
privileged  persons  in  these  matters.  He 
would  rather  raise  than  lower  the  charac- 
ter of  professional  men.  But  he  would 
ask  whose  privilege  it  was, — ^that  of  the 
professional  man  or  of  his  client  ?  He 
thought  it  rather  the  privilege  of  the  pub- 
lie,  because  they  were  interested  in  not 
having  every  communication  made  known 
upon  every  trial  that  took  place ;  therefore, 
unless  they  expressly  declared  in  the  bill 
that  no  attorney  or  professional  agent 
should  be  altowed  to  shelter  himself  under 
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the  plea  of  confidential  communications, 
such  a  person  might  go  about  and  tempt 
the  honesty,  and  sully  the  purity  of  his 
neighbours  with  impunity.  He  thought, 
perhaps,  that  the  words  of  the  clause  as 
they  now  stood,  would  be  sufficient  to 
secure  his  object,  and  therefore  he  should 
support  it. 

Mr.  Darby  said,  that  as  far  as  the  com. 
mittee  up  stairs  was  concerned,  it  was  most 
distinctly  understood  that  the  law  was  not 
to  be  altered.  He  was  decidedly  against 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor- general  seemed  to  ask  him  how 
the  committee  could  get  into  the  question 
of  bribery.  Why,  were  they  not  to  report, 
and,  having  examined  the  candidate  and 
the  agent,  what  could  prevent  them  from 
stating  in  their  report  what  they  heard 
from  the  witnesses  respecting  bribery? 
He  knew  that  he  was  going  against  a  high 
authority  when  he  diiiered  from  his  bon. 
and  learned  Friend  ;  but  how  did  the  case 
stand  ?  The  committee  would  first  inquire 
into  the  cause  and  reason  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  petition,  and  for  the  more 
effectual  discovery  of  the  truth  of  the 
matter  relating  to  the  case,  they  might 
examine  sitting  members,  candidates,  and 
agents,  and  make  a  special  report  respect- 
ing charges  of  bribery  ;  and  what  was  to 
prevent  them  from  fretting  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  bribery  ?  They  would  ask  a  can- 
didate why  he  compromised  ?  If  told  that 
bribery  prevailed,  and  a  compromise  was 
the  more  prudent  course,  the  committee 
would  naturally  inquire  how  many  voters 
were  bribed,  and  who  bribed,  and  thus  the 
whole  question  of  bribery  would  be  gone 
into  under  this  clause.  The  committee 
were  to  report  specially,  and  then,  under 
the  third  clause,  the  committee  having 
stated  the  grounds  of  their  belief  that 
bribery  existedi  a  second  committee  was  to 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  that  bribery. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  the  26th  clause 
would  obviate  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  He  did  not  wish  to 
carry  anything  by  a  side  wind.  Objection 
was  made  to  that  part  of  the  clause  under 
difcussion,  which  gave  power  to  examine 
the  candidates  and  their  agents ;  and  he 
•greed  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  there  were  words  in  the  clause  which 
conferred  that  power  in  regard  to  charges  of 
bribery.  He  would  shape  this  clause  so 
aiflsply  as  to  meet  Uie  particular  purpose 
ia  new,  namely,  that  it  should  have  refe« 


rence  to  matters  of  compromise  only; 
leaving  the  other  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
directly  by  clause  26.  He  was,  therefore, 
quite  ready  to  strike  out  all  the  words  that 
related  to  charges  of  bribery  ?  but  he  must 
insist  upon  the  committee  having  power  to 
examine  candidates  and  their  agents,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  absolutely  necessary ; 
without  it  the  bill  would  be  worth  nothing. 
He  would  therefore  suggest  that  the  words 
"  charges  of  bribery"  be  struck  out,  and 
that  the  last  word  **  matters"  be  put  into 
the  singular  number. 

Mr.  Bemal  observed,  that  the  bill 
ought  to  be  simplified  as  much  as  possible. 
During  the  present  Session  they  bad  seen 
how  many  references  had  been  made  to 
the  Speaker,  owing  to  the  indeterminate 
and  indefinite  position  in  which  matters 
were  placed  before  committees  up  stairs. 
This  was  acknowledged  by  all  to  be  an  im- 
portant bill ;  yet  they  were  discussing  it 
at  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  and  with  a 
very  thin  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cockermouth  had  very  pro- 
perly said  that  after  more  than  an  hour's 
discussion  they  were  just  where  they  were. 
It  was  time  they  knew  what  their  inten- 
tions were.  He  believed  that  a  large 
number  of  Members  did  not  know  that 
the  privileges  of  attornies  and  profeutonal 
men  were  to  be  infringed  by  this  bill. 

Mr.  Eicott  wished  to  have  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill  discussed.  The  ques- 
tion was,  whether  they  would  put 
down  a  new  offence  by  new  modes  of 
proof  7  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
not  touched  that  point;  be  had  merely 
stated  that  he  would  continue  those  new 
modes  of  proof  in  cases  of  compromise. 
Why,  if  there  was  any  meaning  in  the 
word  *'  compromise,*'  it  was  osed  to  sig- 
nify a  plan  for  concealing  bribery  and 
corruption.  Then  how  could  his  boo. 
and  learned  Friend  confine  these  new 
rules  to  cases  of  compromise  simply? 
Suppose  they  were  going  to  inquire  into 
all  the  circumstances  of  a  compromise 
between  A  and  B ;  the  first  question  pat 
to  A  was,  *'  Why  did  yon  make  a  compro- 
mise r  The  answer— «'  Whv,  there  wu 
so  much  bribery  practised  chat  we  were 
both  afraid,  and  in  order  to  avoid  expo- 
sure we  compromised."  Was  it  not  in- 
possible  to  avoid  getting  into  the  queslioii 
of  bribery? 

Mr.  C.  Butler  would  be  ready  to  discuss 
that  question  when  the  committee  arrived 
at  the  26th  claose.    Suppose  A  to  answer 
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as  described  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  pass 
on  to  the  26th  clause,  and  there  you  found 
power  given  to  inquire  into  bribery. 
Whether  the  committee  would  adopt  the 
26th  clause  or  not,  remained  to  be  seen. 

Mr.  Henley  thought,  there  would  be 
some  inconsistency,  supposing  the  com- 
mittee to  have  made  their  first  report,  and 
the  Members  to  have  been  seated,  if 
within  fourteen  days  afterwards  they  were 
to  re-assemble  and  take  information  to 
prove  bribery  against  them.  He  objected 
to  the  principle  of  this  bill,  because  it 
went  to  authorize  means  which  were  not 
resorted  to  in  cases  of  high  treason,  mur- 
der, or  felony.  Let  them  not  endeavour 
to  do  this  by  a  side  wind.  Let  them  not 
set  aside  all  the  rules  of  evidence  and 
justice,  to  effect  that  which  would  do  no 
good,  or  at  least  none  at  all  equal  to  the 
evils  it  would  produce.  They  were  about 
to  place  the  committee  in  a  position  to 
make  them  vote  black  one  day  and  white 
another.  Nay,  they  would  do  more  to 
destroy  confidence  in  that  House  than 
anything  else  they  had  done.  He  would 
rather  have  the  clause  struck  out  alto- 
gether. 

Mr.  Shell  said,  that  a  distinction  ought 
to  be  made  between  what  was  done  by  the 
agent,  and  what  was  done  by  the  client. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  ob- 
ject to  the  acts  of  the  agent  being  dis- 
covered. The  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  seemed  to  inti- 
mate that  he  conceived  the  agent  should 
not  be  asked  what  he  did.  Now,  it  was 
one  thing  to  ask  the  agent  what  he  did, 
and  another  what  directions  he  had  re- 
ceived from  his  client.  They  had  a  right 
to  ask  what  he  did;  but  he  might  be 
stopped  if  he  were  to  ask,  *'  Did  your 
client  direct  you  to  do  that?"  because 
that  would  be  trenching  on  a  privileged 
communication.  [The  Solicitor- General : 
Not  a  mere  common  direction.]  A  mere 
common  direction,  then,  would  not  be 
a  privileged  communication.  In  the  case 
of  the  inquiry  into  the  Bridport  election 
privilege  was  claimed  by  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses, and  there  it  was  an  obstruction  to 
the  development  of  the  truth.  Not  only 
should  the  parties  be  subjected  to  exami- 
nation, but  the  agent  should  be  asked  all 
that  he  did.  He  would  not  go  so  far, 
however,  as  to  ask  an  agent  what  his  client 
had  directed. 

The  Solicitor^Oeneral  said,  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  almost  to  have  forgotten  the 


real  subject  under  consideration,  and  he 
could  assure  his  hon.  Friends  who  were 
opposed  to  the  examination  of  the  sitting 
Member,  the  candidate,  or  the  agent, 
that  they  were  not  furthering  their  object 
by  discussing  it  on  that  clause.  It  was 
not  intended  to  do  away  with  the  privi- 
lege of  attornies  by  that  clause,  still  be 
was  most  anxious  to  make  it  as  clear  as 
possible.  The  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  inquire  into  and  find  out  compro- 
mises of  all  kinds  which  were  in  any 
way  connected  with  election  proceedings. 
Such  was  the  object  of  clauses  2,  3,  and 
4.  It  was  clauses  26  and  27  which  gave 
the  power  to  examine  generally,  and  when 
they  were  under  consideration  the  dis« 
cussion  in  which  they  had  been  engaged 
would  be  profitable.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  words  "  arrangement  or  under- 
standing" ought  to  be  put  in  place  of 
''matters,"  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  in 
order  to  show  clearly,  that  they  had  no 
intention  to  alter  the  law  of  evidence. 

Mr.  Darby  said,  if  the  words  suggested 
by  the  Solicitor-general  were  added,  he 
would  not  further  object  to  the  clause. 

The  Attorney' General  moved,  that  after 
the  words  "  committee  to  examine,"  the 
words  *'  as  witnesses  subject  to  the  ordi- 
nary rules  of  evidence*'  be  inserted.  The 
clause  would  then  read,  "committee  to 
examine  as  witnesses,  subject  to  the  ordi- 
nary rules  of  evidence,  the  sitting  Member 
or  Members,  or  candidate  or  candidates, 

&cr 

Mr.  C.  Butter  had  adopted  the  amend- 
ments which  had  been  proposed  merely 
because  he  did  not  wish  to  anticipate  the 
discussion  on  the  26th  clause.  If  the 
House  adopted  that  clause,  some  of  them 
must  be  omitted.  He  would  suggest  that 
if  he  agreed  to  adopt  the  proposed  words 
now,  they  should  be  expunged  on  the 
bringing  up  of  the  report,  provided  the 
House  agreed  to  the  26th  clause. 

The  Attorney 'General  was  anxious  for 
the  adoption  of  the  words,  in  consequence 
of  the  opinion  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth,  that  under  the  clause  as 
it  stood  attornies  would  be  compelled  to 
give  evidence  even  of  privileged  commu- 
nications. He  frankly  acknowledged  that 
he  would  offer  the  most  strenuous  opposi- 
tion in  his  power  to  the  26th  clause.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could 
induce  the  House  to  sanction  that  clause, 
he  would  have  no  difficulty  in  inducing 
them  to  strike  out  the  words  he  now  pro- 
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poiid  npoo  the  bringing  vp  of  the  re- 
port. 

Mr.  (fCmmell  fobnitted  to  the  kerned 
Attoroey-Geoerel,  tbet  the  effect  of  bk 
WpeodiBent  would  be  to  dettnij  ell  the 
lemainiDg  words  of  the  ehuise.  If  ihe 
aneodmeot  had  oolj  been  'Mbat  they 
ihall  be  ezammed  as  witnesses,"  he  woold 
have  had  no  objection.  The  silling  Mem- 
ber roigbt  be  a  party  in  the  case.  {^*  No, 
no.*^  Yet;  for  be  might  be  liable  to  the 
costs  for  a  frivolous  defence  of  bis  seat. 
Some  bon.  Members  seemed  to  stand  in  a 
sort  of  awe  of  that  rule  of  the  English  law, 
that  a  man  should  not  criminate  himself. 
Now,  that  was  a  rule  which  had  not  been 
adopted  into  any  other  code  of  laws  in  the 
world.  He  woold  not  compel  any  one  to 
give  evidence  under  the  pain  of  torture, 
DQt  he  thought  they  should  by  all  fair 
means  discover  the  truth.  The  troth 
would  not  criminate  an  honest  man,  and 
for  the  criminal  he  had  no  sympathy.  All 
the  witnesses  were  to  be  indemuified.  No 
indictment  could  lie  against  them;  the 
very  foundation  of  the  rule,  then,  was 
taken  away.  The  rule  was  laid  down  to 
save  the  partf  giving  evidence  from  any 
penalty  for  offences  disclosed  by  himself; 
ne  wu  to  be  indemnified  under  this  bill 
lliey  had  got  rid  of  the  cause  for  the  rule, 
they  ought  also  to  get  rid  of  the  effect. 
The  bon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R.  Inglii) 
seeiped  to  insinuate  that  he  wotild  not  be 
willing  to  do  away  with  intimidation.  He 
considered  intimidation  as  gross  a  breach 
of  morality  as  bribery.  If  the  bon.  Ba- 
ronet would  introduce  a  racMure  to  put 
the  practice  of  intimidation  down,  he 
should  have  his  earnest  and  anxious  sup- 
port.  One  means  of  doing  so  was  by  the 
oallot,  which  he  earnestly  advocated. 
Howeveri  as  he  had  made  that  sincere 
promise,  if  the  bon.  Baronet  did  not  in« 
troduce  uny  measure  for  putting  down  the 
practice  of  intimidation  he  must  no  more 
insinuate  that  he  favoured  it.  He  would 
suggest  the  omission  from  the  amendment 
of  the  words  "sul^ect  to  the  ordinary 
mies  of  evidence,** 

The  Atiorney^Oensral  wished  to  ex- 
plain what  he  conceived  would  be  the 
effect  of  the  insertion  of  these  words. 
Thejr  would  preclude  the  committees  from 
riceiving  hearsay  evidence,  from  requiring 
parties  to  make  statements  which  might 
criminate  themselves,  and  from  puttine  to 
the  witnesses  such  questions  aa  according 
to  the  ordinary  rulfsofevidenee  they  were 


not  bonnd  to  anewcr.     He 

sent  to  the  piopoaal  of  the  how.  Member 

for  Cork  for  striking  oat  theae  woida. 

Amendment  propoacd  by  the  Attomey* 
general  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  «*  thai  the  dmme  alaad 
part  of  the  bill, 

Mr.  Agiimibf  said,  it  was  hia  detefmi- 
nation,  when  they  caaae  to  the  36th  dense, 
to  divide  the  House  on  that  danae.  It 
appeared  to  him,  that  theie  waa  a  very 
general  disposition,  on  the  part  of  how. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  to  olgect  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  bill ;  and  he  ihonght  thai 
the  bon.  Gentleman  who  had  charge  of 
the  bill  manifested  a  very  conrilialory  dis- 
position, and  had  agreed  to  altcrationa 
which  materially  impaired  the  effideocy  of 
the  measure.  He  felt  ao  much  dissatisfied 
with  the  manner  in  which  this  bill  had 
been  conducted,  that  hia  interest  in  the 
measure  had  considerably  abated ;  and  it 
was  his  sincere  hope  that,  when  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  the  dty  of  London, 
who  waa  now  at  a  distance,  heard  of  the 
discussions  which  had  taken  place  to-night, 
and  ascertained  the  nature  of  the  altera* 
tions  which  had  been  made,  the  noUe 
Loud  woukl  determine  to  cut  the  Goadian 
knot  nest  Session,  by  bringing  Ibrwaid 
measures  for  the  extension  of  the  aofirafa 
and  for  the  establishment  of  vote  by 
ballot*  He  believed  it  was  only  by  the 
adoption  of  such  measures  that  the  bnbery 
and  intimidation  which  prevailed  ao  exten- 
sively could  be  effectually  suppressed. 
He  thought  it  was  evident  that,  when  thia 
bill  had  passed  through  the  committee,  it 
would  be  utterly  inefficient  to  accomplish 
the  purposes  for  whkrh  it  waa  deaigoedt 

Mr.  C.  BulUr  said,  after  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down,  he  must  beg  leave  I9  address  a 
few  words  to  the  House.  The  only  alte- 
ration in  the  bill  to  whieb  he  had  gi^tn  his 
consent,  was  one  suggested  by  the  Attor- 
ney-general ;  and  his  reason  for  agreeing 
to  that  alteration  was,  that  he  did  not 
with  to  anticipate  the  discnssion  which 
would  arise  upon  the  36th  dauae.  He 
conceived  it  was  not  advisable  to  tdce  the 
diKussion  on  the  principle  involved  in  that 
clause  incidentally,  but  that  the  best  oouiae 
was  to  take  it  00  the  clause  itself.  He  did 
not  plead  guilty  to  the  oharge  of  having 
made  any  improper  coneeesion,  or  of  having 
abandoned  any  important  prindpin  of  the 
bill.  He  begged  to  tell  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cockermouth  that,  in  the  26tb  clmni. 
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he  had  a  rock  on  which  he  would  take  as 
firm  a  ttaod  as  the  hen.  Gentleman  himself. 

Sir  R,  Inglii  said,  that,  on  no  former 
occasion,  hsd  so  little  party  spirit  been 
displayed  in  the  discussion  of  questions 
eonnected  with  this  branch  of  legislation, 
as  during  the  present  debate.  He  believed, 
indeed,  |hat  one  of  the  most  formidable 
opponents  of  the  measure  was  to  be  found 
en  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  He 
entertained  strong  objections  to  this  clause, 
which  raised  the  question,  whether  com- 
promise was  or  was  not  a  crime?  He 
wcHild  submit  to  the  hoc.  Gentleman  who 
had  charge  of  the  bill,  and  to  her  Majesty's 
Government,  whether  they  were  advanta- 
geously employing  the  public  time  in  con- 
tinuing the  discussion  on  this  bill,  unless 
there  was  a  reasonable  prospect  of  its 
speedily  becoming  law  ?  He  presumed  it 
was  not  intended  that  Parliament  should 
continue  its  sitting  until  this  bill  had 
paued  through  the  Legislature.  They 
had  now  been  engaged  for  three  hours  and 
a  half  in  discussing,  practically,  the  first 
clause.  The  bill  contained  forty-four 
elauses,  and  although  it  was  intended  to 
abandon  some  of  them,  the  remaining 
olauaes  would,  doubtless,  lead  to  consi- 
derable discussion.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Oentleroan  and  the  Government  would 
consider  whether  there  was  a  reasonable 
prospect  of  determining  this  question 
during  the  present  Session ;  for  if  there 
wat  not  such  a  prospect,  it  was  useless 
to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in  dis* 
eossions  which  oould  lead  to  no  beneficial 
vesnlt. 

Sir  R.  Peel  did  not  think  this  clause 
proceeded  on  the  assumption  that  com- 
promise was  a  crime.  Its  object  was  to 
provide  against  the  case  of  compromises, 
which  might  impede  those  inquiries  which 
it  was  sometimes  most  important  to  insti- 
tute, in  order  to  ascertain  whether  or  not 
bribery  had  existed.  It  was  not  necessary 
to  show  that  compromise  was  a  crime ; 
but  if,  by  compromise,  impediments  were 
thrown  in  the  way  of  inquiries  into  charges 
of  bribery,  a  sufficient  reason  was,  he 
thought,  afforded  for  endeavouring  to  pre. 
vent  snch  obstruction  of  inquiry.  No  one 
eoold  entertain  a  stronger  sense  of  the 
value  of  the  time  of  the  House  than  he 
did ;  and,  if  he  felt  satisfied  that  no  legis- 
lative remedy  could  be  adopted  to  meet 
Ifaeae  cases  during  the  present  Session,  he 
would  he  the  last  to  encourage  discussions 
wUek  only  consumed  the  public  tine. 


He  thought  the  provision  of  this  bill  which 
enacted  that,  if  a  compromise  was  entered 
into,  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted,  would 
have  a  most  salutary  eflfect  on  the  elections 
which  would  take  place  during  the  recess ; 
for  the  candidates  and  the  people  would 
be  aware  that,  in  the  case  either  of  bribery 
or  of  compromise,  strict  inquiry  would  be 
certain.  The  bill  contemplated  the  dis- 
franchisement, to  a  certain  eatent,  of  bo- 
roughs in  which  extensive  bribery  had 
prevailed.  He  thought  that  this  was  a 
proper  course  to  pursue,  and  be  was  pie- 
pared  to  state  his  reasons  for  supporting 
the  proposal,  when  the  clauses  respecting 
it  came  under  discussion.  He  thought 
the  adoption  of  a  measure  which  insured 
strict  inquiry  into  charges  of  bribery  and 
compromise  would  efiect  great  practioal 
good;  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
proceed,  as  speedily  as  possible,  with  the 
consideration  of  this  bill. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  clause  5  being  read, 

Mr.  Darby  said,  he  had  very  strong 
objections  to  this  clause.  By  this  clause, 
they  allowed  any  individual  in  a  borough, 
after  the  heat  of  a  contested  election,  to 
present  a  petition  against  the  return, 
and  the  only  security  taken  was  two  re** 
cognisances;  and  such  petition  was  not 
only  to  be  prosecuted  at  the  public  ex* 
pense,  but  the  witnesses  also  were  to  be  in- 
demnified. All  the  rules  of  evidetice  were 
to  be  overset.  He  thought  such  a  measure 
very  exeeptionable.  He  must  say,  that  the 
machinery  of  this  bill,  instead  of  elicting 
truth,  would  get  together  a  great  mass  of 
false  evidence.  He  thought  it  most  ob- 
jectionable that  any  individual  of  any  bo- 
rough should  be  able  to  present  these  pe- 
titions at  any  time.  He  could  not  but 
believe  that  every  sort  of  bad  feeling  would 
be  called  into  action  to  induce  men  to 
present  such  petitions,  and  that  men  would 
be  induced  to  present  them  from  feelings 
of  revenge.  He  thought  that  to  paiia 
soeh  a  clause  would  be  a  most  dangerous 
course.  If  the  clause  were  put  to  the  com- 
mittee, he  had  such  strong  objections  to 
it,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  the 
committee  sgainst  it. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  He  thought 
that  on  a  proper  petition  from  a  borough 
the  House  should  undertake  the  inquiry 
at  the  public  expense.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  all  the  learned  Gentleman's  objectieoa 
to  the  clause  were  because  of  the  facility 
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gifeD  by  it  to  presenting^  petitions.  The 
boD.  and  learned  Gentleman  objected  that 
this  clause  gave  the  power  to  a  candidate, 
or  to  any  one  elector  of  a  borooghy  to  pre- 
sent a  petition  to  be  carried  on  at  the 
public  expense.  He  must  say  that  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  bill  had  effectually 
guarded,  in  every  possible  way,  against 
the  evil  of  frivolous  petitions.  AH  election 
petitions  were  liable  to  the  same  charge. 
Any  individual  Member  of  a  borough 
might  present  one,  and  how  did  they  now 
guard  against  the  presentation  of  frivo- 
lous petitions?  By  requiring  the  indi- 
vidual presenting  a  petition  to  enter  into 
recognizances  to  prosecute  it,  and  by 
saddling  him  with  the  expenses  if  he  did 
not  succeed  in  his  petition.  The  same 
course  was  taken  by  this  bill.  The  indi- 
vidual presenting  a  petition  was  obliged 
to  enter  into  recognizances  to  prosecute  it, 
and  the  bill  gave  the  committee  power  of 
saddling  him  with  the  expenses  of  the  pe- 
tition if  it  were  a  frivolous  one ;  but  if  the 
individual  did  this  not  for  any  private  ad- 
vantage, but  for  the  sake  of  the  public,  in 
order  to  prove  an  extensive  system  of 
bribery,  then  the  expense  must  be  borne 
by  the  public  and  not  bv  him.  Under  the 
present  clause  no  one  who  presented  a  pe- 
tition could  gain  a  seat  by  it ;  the  only 
effect  of  the  petition  would  be  the  exposure 
of  an  abuse  fbr  the  public  good.  If  any 
person  presented  a  petition  from  private 
motives,  or  presented  a  frivolous  petition, 
be  could  still  be  saddled  with  the  expense 
of  it.  He  thought  it  rather  too  hard,  where 
a  party  presented  a  petition  with  no  private 
object  but  only  for  the  public  good,  that 
he  should  be  at  the  cost  of  that  petition. 
He  could  not  conceive  a  more  just  prin- 
ciple than  that  on  which  this  bill  went. 
He  thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  made  out  no  case  of  abuse  against 
this  clause. 

Mr.  Darby  said,  the  recognizance  to 
be  entered  into  by  a  party  petitioning  was 
no  security  at  all.  It  was  not  of  equal  se- 
curity as  if  he  were  liable  to  pay  the  costs, 
if  he  once  proceeded  in  it.    It  was  easy  to 

St  up  a  case  of  bribery.  A  witness  he- 
re one  of  the  election  committees  bad 
•aid,  "  Only  let  me  go  to  a  borough,  and 
I  will  get  evidence  to  prove  anything.** 
He  remembered  that  the  non.  Member  for 
Newark  had  stated  that  he  believed  from 
his  experience  that  the  greater  part  of 
these  cases  were  tried  on  false  evidence. 
He  did  not  feel  the  necenity  for  this 


bill,  nor  for  carrying  out  meainref 
that  were  only  dangerous.  He  believed 
they  had  already  done  that  which  would 
put  an  end  to  bribery  altogether,  and  he 
therefore  should  oppose  the  clause. 

Mr.  Hardy  thought  there  was  good 
reason  to  object  to  the  clause  altogether, 
if  they  looked  at  clause  13.  Xhe  I3th 
clause  rendered  it  improbable,  if  not  im- 
possible, to  expect  that  any  investigation 
could  take  place  under  the  provisions  of 
this  bill.  By  this  clause  they  said,  that 
if  a  petition  were  presented  after  the  time 
of  receiving  election  petitions,  if  presented 
within  three  calendar  months  after  any 
act  of  bribery  charged  therein,  an  inquiry 
should  be  entered  into.  Then  came  the 
13th  clause,  that  notwithstanding  what 
might  happen  in  consequence  of  any  in- 
vestigation of  this  kind,  no  seat  of  any 
Member  should  be  affected  by  such  in. 
quiry.  He  would  ask  any  hon.  Member 
if  he  ever  knew  of  any  election  petition 
being  presented  against  the  return  of  any 
Member,  but  with  the  view  of  obtaining 
his  seat  ?  If  the  parties  could  not  have  a 
chance  of  having  the  seat  for  themselves 
or  for  their  friends,  how  could  they  expect 
that  any  petition  would  be  presented,  or 
that  men  would  be  so  publio-spirited  aa 
to  present  petitions  asserting  acts  of  bri- 
bery, and  follow  them  up  for  the  public 
good  ?  They  took  away  the  temptation 
of  parties  to  inquire  into  all  these  matters, 
and,  therefore,  they  were  enacting  that 
which  would  be  totally  fruitless  as  to  any 
result;  because  no  one  would  volunteer 
such  an  inquiry,  eicept  for  the  purpose  of 
acquiring  a  seat  for  himself  or  his  mend. 

Mr.  Henley  thought  there  was  a  vast 
difference  between  vexatious  and  frivolous, 
and  **  reasonable  and  probable  ground  fbr 
the  allegations.'*  He  thought  there  was  a 
very  wide  margin  between  the  two  cases; 
and  he  thought  the  clause  would  be  open 
to  question  out  of  doors.  He  had  also 
another  objection  to  this  clause  — that 
they  would  be  setting  up  two  separate 
tribunals;  one,  an  election  committee, 
might  have  tried  a  petition  on  the  evidence 
before  them,  and  might  have  come  to  a 
decision  that  the  Member  petitioned 
against  was  rightly  seated,  and  that  no 
bribery  had  been  committed.  Almost  at 
the  same  time,  another  petition  night  be 
presented,  to  be  tried  by  a  separate  Cribo* 
nal,  and  with  different  evidence,  and  a 
different  report  might  lie  come  to;  and 
then  in  what  positioa  wonld  they  stand  ? 
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They  would  have  Members  littiog  there 
untouched,  at  .the  time  when  it  should  be 
reported  to  the  House,  that  bribery  had 
been  established  against  them,  and  that 
they  improperly  held  their  seats.  He 
thought,  if  a  complaint  were  msde  at  all, 
it  should  be  made  in  the  usual  limited 
time.  On  these  grounds  he  should  oppose 
the  clause. 

Mr.  Escott  said,  this  clause  would  lead 
to  an  unlimited  expenditure  of  public 
money.  An  individual  influenced  by  any 
animosity  bad  only  to  present  a  petition  to 
have  it  tried  at  the  public  expense.  It 
was  true,  that  individual  was  to  enter  into 
recognizances*  but  was  there  any  borough 
in  England  without  dissatisfied  parties 
with  money  enough  in  their  pockets  to 
pay  for  the  gratification  of  their  feelings, 
and  who  would  encourage  petitions  of  this 
kind  ?  He  trusted,  that  such  hon.  Mem- 
bers (if  any  should  be  found)  as  voted  for  this 
clause  would  one  day  or  other  suffer  under 
its  provisions,  and  he  was  convinced  that 
if  the  clause  were  to  pass,  there  would  be 
no  end  to  the  malicious  prosecution  of 
petitions,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  grati- 
fying private  and  party  spite. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  (5th)  stand  part  of  the 
bill: — Ayes  62;  Noes  15:  Majority  47. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Agliooby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Blackburn,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  H.  O. 
BrothertoD,  J. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Gallagfaan,  D. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cochrane,  A. 


Hardioge,  rt.hn.  Sir  H. 
Hawes,  B. 
HindLey,  C. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Jerroyn,  Earl 
Lincoln,  Garl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Morgan,  O. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
NichoU,  rt.  hon.  J. 
O'Brien,  J. 


Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E.  0*Connell^  D. 

Colquhoun,  J.  C.  Pakington,  J.  S. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Palmerston,  Visct. 

Cripps,  W.  Parker,  J. 

Douglas,  Sir  H.  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  £.  Pollock,  Sir  F. 

Duncan,  G.  Praed,  W.  T. 

Duncombe,  hon.  A.  Pulsford,  R. 

Dundas,  Adm.  Rushbrooke,  Col. 

Eliot,  Lord  Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Gaskell,  J,  Milnes.  Stanley,  Lord 

Gladstone|rt.hn.W.E.  Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Thompson,  Aid. 

Hamilton,  W.  J.  Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Harconrt,  G.  G.  Troubridge.  Sir  £.  T. 
VOL.LXV.    {EK} 


Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wnwn,  J.T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 


TELLERS. 

Buller,  C. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Arkwright,  G. 
Astell,  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Escott,  B. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Httssey,  T. 
Lowther,J.  H. 


Lvgon,  hon.  Gen. 
Alackinnon,  W,  A, 
Munday,  £.  M. 
Northland,  Visct. 
Polhill,  F. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 

TELLERS. 

Darby,  G. 
Hardy,  J. 


Clause  6,  regulating  the  proceedings 
in  case  an  election  petition  was  withdrawn 
before  a  committee  was  appointed  for 
trying  the  same,  was  agreed  to  without  a 
division. 

On  clause  7,  providing  that  the  peti- 
tioners be  required  to  enter  into  recogni- 
zances, being  put. 

The  Attorney-general  moved  to  increase 
the  amount  of  the  recognizances  from 
100/.  each  for  two  persons  to  250/.,  and 
from  200Z.  for  one  person  to  500/. 

Sir  Ji,  Peelf  although  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  the  select  committee,  bad  not 
been  able  to  be  present  when  this  particu- 
lar question  was  under  discussion.  He 
had  a  perfect  right  now  to  consider  the 
proposal  made  in  the  bill  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  recognizances  to  be  entered  into  by 
petitioners.  Upon  principle  be  must  say, 
that  while  Parliament  facilitated  inquiries 
and  investigations  into  charges  and  alle- 
gations of  bribery  and  corrupt  practices, 
it  ought  to  take  care  to  provide  against 
annoyances  through  vexatious  prpceed- 
ings.  At  present,  unless  the  return  of  a 
Member  was  questioned  within  fourteen 
days,  that  Gentleman  felt  secure  against 
any  future  annoyance,  but  under  this  bill 
ha  might  be  liable,  during  the  whole  of 
the  Parliament,  to  an  investigation  which, 
though  it  would  not  affect  his  return,  might 
affect  his  character  and  conduct  three  or 
four  years  before,  and  therefore  he  thought, 
that  due  security  ought  to  be  taken,  that 
whilst  the  door  was  not  shut  against  inves- 
tigation, still  that  hon.  Members  returned 
to  serve  in  Parliament  should  not  be  liable 
to  vexatious  proceedings  against  them* 
At  present  the  amount  of  recognisance 
was  one  person  in  the  sum  of  1,000/.,  or 
two  persons  in  500/.  each,  and  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  committee  had  now 
to  deal  with  the  case  of  a  mere  specula- 
tive attorney,  who,  to  affect  the  character 
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of  a  Member,  might  easily  get  up  recogni- 
zances to  the  amount  of  1002.  or  200/., 
especially  if  he  had  reason  to  belie?e  that 
the  inquiry  into  the  charges  alleged  might 
eventually  be  taken  at  the  public  expense. 
Again,  care  ought  to  be  taken  lest  the 
best  men  in  the  country  might  be  deterred 
from  coming  forward  for  a  seat  in  Parlia- 
ment on  account  of  keeping  over  their 
heads  a  vague  and  indefinite  inquiry. 
He  therefore  recommended  that  the 
amount  of  the  recognizances  should  be 
increased  in  this  bill  to  half  of  the  amount 
at  present  required,  as  proposed  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney- 
general. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  expressed  his  entire  con- 
currence in  all  that  had  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  and  should 
make  no  objection  to  the  alteration  pro- 
posed in  the  clause. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  clause  ordered 
to  stand  part  of  the  bill. 

On  clause' 14,  which  provided,  if  exten- 
sive  bribery  be  reported  by  an  election 
committee,  the  House  of  Commons  should 
address  the  Crown  to  issue  a  commission 
of  inquiry,  being  put, 

Mr.  0*Connell  said,  this  was  the  proper 
time  to  take  the  opinion  of  the  committee 
upon  the  constitution  of  the  commission  to 
be  appointed.  He  objected  to  the  pro- 
posal that  three  of  the  commissioners 
should  be  Members  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  Hawes  was  favourable  to  a  com- 
mission, but  not  to  one  constituted  as  that 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  all  that  he 
desired  was,  that  the  opinion  of  the  House 
might  be  taken  on  the  kind  of  commission 
described  in  the  bill,  which  he  regarded 
as  quite  unconstitutional. 

Mr,  Escott  had  always  understood  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  quite  compe- 
tent to  conduct  an  inquiry  of  this  sort, 
without  an  address  to  the  Crown  for  the 
appointment  of  a  commission.  Persons 
of  so  great  weight  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  had  discussed  and  determined  upon 
this  part  of  the  bill,  that  he  felt  a  hesita- 
tion in  stating  his  opinion  on  the  subject ; 
but  he  must  say^  that  he  had  not  heard 
one  word  in  favour  of  this  commission. 
At  this  period  of  the  Session,  the  fact  was, 
it  was  impossible  to  discuss  as  it  ought  to 
be  discussed  so  important  a  question  as 
this.  Hence,  if  he  heard  no  satisfactory 
reasons  why  he  should  support  the  clause, 


his  vote  should  be  given  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Cork,  for  he  con- 
sidered this  commission  quite  unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr.  AgUonhy^  having  attended  the 
committee  upstairs,  which  sat  on  this 
bill,  and  as  the  commission  had  been 
objected  to  by  many  Members,  and  him- 
self among  the  rest,  thought  it  right 
to  state  the  grounds  on  which  it  had  been 
introduced  into  the  measure.  It  was  sin- 
gular that  not  a  Member  of  the  committee 
was  in  the  House  but  himself,  and  he  was 
thus  left  to  state — which  he  wished  to  be 
understood  as  doing  without  adopting — 
the  arguments  that  had  been  urged  in  fa- 
vour of  a  mixed  commission.  It  bad  been 
said,  then,  that  if  you  found  it  necessary 
to  disfranchise  a  borough,  city,  or  county, 
you  could  not  do  so  except  by  a  bill  to 
which  you  must  procure  the  sanction  of 
the  House  of  Lords ;  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding being,  that  after  a  full  inquiry 
before  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Com* 
mons,  the  bill,  having  passed  the  House, 
was  sent  up  to  the  Lords,  where  a  com- 
mittee was  again  appointed,  who  again 
went  through  all  the  evidence  and  exa- 
mined all  the  witnesses.  Then  their 
Lordships  discussed  the  bill  in  their  House, 
and  having  agreed  to  it,  sent  it  down  to 
this.  Now,  it  was  said  the  effect  of  the 
clause  constituting  this  commission  would 
be,  that  all  these  proceedings,  by  way  of 
inquiry  and  examination,  would  be  done 
once  for  all,  and  that  if  a  committee  of 
the  other  House  sat  jointly  with  a  com- 
mittee of  this,  the  other  House  would 
have  no  objection  to  agree  to  the  bill 
on  the  evidence  so  taken.  He  confessed 
he  was  considerably  struck  with  the  force 
of  the  argument  that  a  great  loss  of  time 
and  a  vast  expense  arising  out  of  the  at- 
tendance of  witnesses  would  be  entirely 
saved  by  the  contemplated  plan,  and  that 
it  by  no  means  gave  the  Lords  the  power 
of  interfering  to  recommend  disfranchise- 
ment, as  the  initiative  in  that  respect 
would  still  remain  and  reside  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  fact,  he  felt  that  there 
was  so  much  weight  in  the  argument,  that 
he  should  not  have  interfered  to  oppose  the 
appointment  of  this  commission,  as  far  as 
regarded  the  question  of  disfranchisement. 
He  thought  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mission for  the  purpose  of  disfranchise- 
ment might  be  good;  but  he  could  not 
agree  to  their  having  the  power  to  recom- 
mend a  suspension  of  the  writ  for  a  twelve- 
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moDtb,  as  was  given  by  a  subsequent 
clause  of  the  bill.  He  was  loth  to  extend 
the  power  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
latter  respect.  That  recommendation 
ought  not  to  come  from  any  mixed  com- 
mission. 

Mr.  Mackinnon  said,  that  the  upshot  of 
the  arguments  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Aglionby)  was, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  were  to  give 
up  their  privileges  for  the  purpose  of  sav- 
ing the  House  of  Lords  the  trouble  of 
examining  witnesses  in  support  of  a  dis- 
franchisement bill,  because  they  would 
take  for  granted  that  the  examination  and 
inquiry  would  be  properly  conducted  by 
this  mixed  commission.  He  begged  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  would 
he  give  up  the  right  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  be  judge  of  its  own  privileges, 
merely  to  save  the  time  of  the  House  of 
Lords?  [Mr.  Aglionby  \  Certaimly  not.] 
He  did  not  agree  in  the  propriety  of  hur- 
rying such  inquiries.  He  said,  that  if 
matters  came  to  a  question  of  disfranchise- 
ment, the  more  time  they  took,  and  the 
more  maturely  considered  and  sifted  such 
a  subject,  by  going  fully  into  the  evidence, 
the  better.  Therefore,  for  the  very  reason 
that  this  commisssion  would  have  the 
effect  of  bringing  the  inquiry  to  a  quick 
determination,  was  be  opposed  to  it.  He 
wished  that  the  Lords  should  be  left  to 
their  separate  inquiry,  and  he  should  op- 
pose the  clause. 

Mr.  Roebuck  begged  to  state  some  ob- 
jections which  he  had  to  passing  this  bill 
at  the  present  time.  The  whole  matter  of 
election  law  would  come  into  inquiry  next 
Session;  bat  apart  from  the  matter  of 
election  law  stood  the  administration  of 
that  law — the  form  and  substance  of  that 
which  should  put  that  law  in  execution. 
There  were  two  separate  questions  into 
which  the  subject  resolved  itself:— one 
was  the  question  whether  the  right  to  the 
seat  belonged  to  one  party  or  the  other; 
the  second  was,  whether  certain  transac- 
tions, as,  for  instance,  bribery  under  this 
bill,  had  taken  place  in  the  borough,  city 
or  county  which  sent  the  Members.  Now 
this  mode  of  dealing  with  the  latter  ques- 
tion appeared  to  him  to  be  operose  in 
the  extreme ;  because,  if  they  got  what  he 
would  call  a  perfect  system  of  judicature 
for  the  investigation  of  the  first  inquiry, 
that  would  be  a  perfectly  sufficient  ma- 
chinery, in  his  opinion,  to  conduct  the 
second.    He  thought  the  method  pointed 


out  by  the  bill  an  operose  proceed ingr. 
They  were  about  next  year  to  consider  if 
they  could  find  a  good  election  judicature; 
but  in  this  bill  they  were  called  upon  to 
determine  on  a  separate  system  of  judica- 
ture for  the  investigation  of  bribery  under 
the  bill ;  so  that,  having  determined  by 
one  system  of  investigation,  to  be  settled 
hereafter,  as  to  who  should  be  the  sitting 
Member,  they  would  next  have  to  put  in 
motion  the  large  machinery  given  by  this 
bill  before  they  could  get  at  the  question 
of  bribery.  For  such  an  object,  he  asked 
the  House  and  the  country,  whether  it 
were  wise  to  establish  this  remarkable  sys- 
tem? Suppose  that  next  Session  the 
House  was  to  find  that  it  would  be  proper 
(as  he  thought  that  they  would)  to  dele- 
gate their  powers  to  certain  parties  who 
should  be  quallBed  to  discharge  the  func- 
tions committed  to  them,  and  who  should 
be  beyond  the  reach  of  party  spirit  and 
party  feeling,  would  it  not  be  much  wiser 
to  trust  to  the  judge  or  the  tribunal  so 
constituted  the  duty  of  inquiringi  nto  the 
second  matter  of  inquiry?  Was  it  not 
much  better  to  determine  beforehand  on 
a  permanent  judicature,  which  would  not 
have  the  character  of  a  party  polemical 
tribunal,  as  would  be  the  case  if  this  bill 
became  law,  than  to  leave  it  to  the  Crown, 
that  was  the  Minister,  to  determine  upon 
the  parties  who  should  constitute  the  tri- 
bunal in  each  case?  Such  a  tribunal 
could  not  be  beyond — it  could  be  above — 
party  spirit.  He,  therefore,  entreated  the 
House  not  to  agree  to  pass  this  bill  in  this 
form  at  present.  Why  should  they  hurry 
—why  should  thev  run  to  a  conclusion  ? 
What  injury  could  arise  from  delaying 
till  next  Session  ?  Not  more  than  two  or 
three  elections  in  all  probability  could 
occur  in  the  interval.  If  they  delayed, 
her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
time  to  give  its  mind  to  the  question. 
Between  this  and  next  year  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  devise  some  means 
how  to  attain  a  judicature  which  should 
be  impassive  and  not  liable  to  political  in- 
fluence. He  believed,  that  the  House  of 
Commons  was  quite  unfit  for  this  sort  of 
inquiry,  and  he  did  not  think  that  their 
incompetency  would  be  corrected  by  taking 
to  their  aid  a  portion  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  Lords  bad  political  feelings 
as  well  as  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  House  of  Commons  was  or 
Qught  to.  be  the  people's  House,  but  it 
could  not  be  so,  at  least  as  to  its  constitu- 
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tion«  if  the  decision  in  its  constitution  was 
to  be  taken  by  means  of  the  intervention 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  entreated  the 
House,  therefore,  to  delay  this  measure  for 
the  two  or  three  months  of  the  recess.  He 
thought  that  if  they  could  find  a  tribunal  ! 
composed  of  persons  qualified  for  the  due' 
discharge  of  these  functions  to  which  to 
delegate  their  powers,  it  would  settle  and 
render  stable  the  election  law  of  Parlia- 
ment, by  an  uniform  course  of  decisions  ; 
it  would  be  attended  and  watched  by  a 
competent  bar ;  it  would  not  be  induced  to 
swerve  from  its  course  by  party  considera- 
tions or  for  party  purposes ;  it  would  be  im- 
passive ;  it  would  be  judicial ;  it  would  be 
legal.  The  tribunal  described  in  this  bill 
never  could  be  any  of  the  three. 

Sir  R,  H,  Inglis  said,  it  was  his  good 
fortune  to  concur  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Roebuck)  in  every 
word  that  he  had  uttered,  and  the  more  so 
as  part  of  what  the  hon  and  learned  Mem- 
ber bad  suggested  he  had  on  a  former  oc- 
casion taken  the  liberty  of  impressing  on 
the  House — he  meant  the  proposition  of  a 
tribunal  with  separate  functions.  If, 
however,  the  clause  was  to  be  part  of  the 
machinery  of  the  bill,  he  should  greatly 
prefer  that  it  should  be  made  imperative 
that  the  commission  should  be  directed 
to  three  of  the  judges  of  the  superior 
courts  of  Westminster  in  the  first  in- 
stance, so  that  some  of  those  venerable 
persons  should  always  form  a  part  of  the 
judicature  to  be  established.  It  was  true 
that  the  House  had  partially  surrendered 
its  jurisdiction  over  these  matters  by 
passing  the  Orenville  Act,  but  it  did  not 
follow  that  they  ought  to  go  further,  and 
agree  to  the  gratuitous  surrender  of  pri- 
vileges, which  the  bill  now  onder  dis- 
cussion proposed.  He  concurred  in  the 
wish  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bath,  that  the  subject 
should  be  postponed  till  neit  Session ; 
but,  should  that  wish  not  be  acceded  to 
by  the  House,  he  wot^d  then  feel  it  his 
duty,  on  their  coming  to  the  next  clause, 
to  move,  as  he  had  done  in  the  committee 
above  stairs,  that  the  commission  should 
include  three  judges  of  the  superior 
courts  of  law  (or  any  other  number  that 
might  be  thought  fit)  together  with  the 
members  of  the  commissioD  specified  in 
the  clause. 

*9ir  it.  Peel  thought  it  was  rather  un- 
fortunate that  they  should  be  discussing 
"waii  in  fact,  a  new  subject*matter 


in  the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
introduced  the  bill,  of  the  late  Solicitor- 
general,  and  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee upstairs.  With  regard  to  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House,  he  still  retained  hit 
opinion,  that  if  the  clauses  already  agreed 
to  were  passed  into  law,  a  great  improve- 
ment would  be  effected,  and  he  denied 
that  the  appointment  of  the  commission, 
as  proposed  by  the  bill,  would  involve  any 
surrender  of  the  privileges  of  that  House. 
The  object  for  which  the  commission  was 
to  be  appointed  appeared  to  have  been 
mistaken.  If  it  were  proposed  to  give  to 
that  commission  the  nght  to  interfere  iq 
the  peculiar  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Commons — to  give  to  it  the  right  of  sat- 
pending  a  writ  or  of  determining  the  te- 
nure of  a  seat  in  that  House — then  he 
•should  be  prepared  to  object  to  such  an 
infringement  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House  as  strongly  as  any  man ;  but  the 
jurisdiction  proposed  to  be  given  to  the 
commission  did  not  relate  to  the  special 
privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons  at 
all,  it  related  to  a  matter  purely  of  legis- 
lation— one  in  which  that  House  was  not 
able  to  proceed  a  single  step  without  the 
concurrence  of  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
House  of  Commons  had  the  right  to  de- 
termine whether  a  particular  writ  should 
issue,  or  whether  a  particular  seat  should 
be  held  or  vacated  by  any  individual ;  but 
as  to  pronouncing  on  the  disfranchisement 
of  a  borough,  it  had  no  more  right  to  do 
so  than  it  bad  to  pass  an  act  of  Parlia- 
ment proposing  a  new  tax  without  the 
consent  of  the  Lords.  In  calling  on  the 
House  of  Lords,  therefore,  to  assist  that 
House,  not  in  determining  whether  a  l)0- 
rough  should  be  disfranchised,  but  to  in- 
stitute a  preliminary  inquiry,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  simplifying  the  proceedings  which 
were  necessary  before  pronouncing  opoo 
the  disfranchisement  or  non-disfrancbise- 
ment  of  a  borough,  they  were  not,  he  ap- 
prehended, in  any  way  surrendering  the 
rights  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
question  was  solely  which  was  the  best 
mode  of  conducting  the  inquiry  that  was 
necessary  before  a  borough  could  be  dis- 
franchised; and  if  it  were  proposed  to 
give  to  the  report  of  the  commission  an 
absolute  power  of  disfranchisement  be 
would  be  the  first  to  object  to  it  The 
sole  object  of  the  appointment  of  the 
commission  was,  that  they  ahoald  collect 
such  a  body  of  evidence  as  miglit  iodoce 
the  House  of  Commons,  without  any  fur- 
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Iher  inqoiry,  to  consider  whether  they 
would  or  would  not  disfranchise  a  par- 
ticular borough ;  and  some  such  proceed- 
ing was  rendered  necessary  by  the  com- 
jilicated  nature  of  the  proceedings  of  both 
Houses  with  regard  to  cases  of  disfran- 
chisement* An  inquiry  of  that  kind  in 
the  House  of  Commons  generally  lasted 
through  the  greater  part  of  a  Session,  so 
that  the  bill  did  not  get  up  to  the  Lords 
till  June.  The  Lords  then  were  accus- 
tomed to  disrea;ard  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore the  committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  not  having  been  taken  on  oath, 
and  declined  to  proceed  with  the  bill  un- 
less they  themselves  heard  evidence  also. 
This  drove  the  bill  on  to  the  next  Session, 
and  when  that  time  came,  the  heat  of 
party  excitement  having,  in  the  mean 
time,  passed  away,  it  was  found  that  evi- 
dence so  much  less  strong  was  given  before 
the  Lords  than  had  been  given  before  the 
Commons,  that  the  Lords  determined  that 
there  existed  no  grounds  for  the  disfran- 
chisement. It  was  to  put  an  end  to  so 
complicated  and  unsatisfactory  a  system 
that  the  present  proposition  was  made,  and 
he  certainly  thought  that  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  intrust  the  preliminary  inquiry  to  be 
entered  upon  by  a  commission  composed 
of  Members  of  both  Houses  jointly,  than 
to  leave  it,  as  now,  to  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  ihe  University  of  Oxford,  that  the 
judges  should  be  included  in  the  commis- 
sion, he  must  say,  that  unless  the  report  of 
the  judges  were  to  be  considered  as  final 
he  did  not  see  what  would  be  the  use  of 
such  an  arrangement.  Suppose  the  judges 
found  that  out  of  a  constituency  of  500 
100  had  been  bribed,  and  that  therefore 
the  borough  ought  in  their  opinion  to  be  dis- 
franchised, was  it  not  very  likely  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  such  a  case,  would 
desire  to  institute  a  new  inquiry?  The 
House  of  Commons  might  say,  that  in  a 
matter  involving  a  legislative  proceeding 
they  were  not  satisfied  with  the  report  of 
the  judges.  With  regard  to  the  power  of 
appointing  the  commission,  although  if 
the  question  came  to  a  division  he  cer- 
tainly should  be  in  favour  of  giving  the 
power  of  appointment  to  the  Crown,  yet 
he  thought  it  much  better  that  they  should 
take  the  division,  if  they  divided,  upon 
the  abstract  question  of  whether  there 
should  be  such  a  commission  or  not,  and 
to  leave  out|  for  the  present,  the  question 


whether  or  not  it  should  be  appointed  by 
the  Crown. 

Mr.  Bernal  put  it  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  whether  he  would  proceed 
with  the  other  clauses  at  this  advanced 
period  of  the  Session,  when  he  could  not 
entertain  any  reasonable  hope  of  their 
being  carried.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opp^osite,  that  the 
appointment  of  this  mixed  commission 
would  produce  great  advantage,  but  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  also  thrown  out 
that  the  House  would  not  be  bound  by 
its  report.  Now,  if  that  were  the  case, 
of  what  possible  use,  for  the  purpose  of 
facilitation  or  acceleration,  would  be  the 
appointment  of  such  a  commission — of  a 
tribunal  so  singular  and  novel  ?  On  the 
contrary,  if  the  object  was  to  get  rid  of  a 
troublesome  and  complicated  inquiry,  he 
thought  there  ought  to  be  some  provision 
binding  that  and  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament to  be  guided  by  the  report  of  the 
commission.  But,  as  the  whole  subject 
involved  a  serious  constitutional  question, 
he  did  hope  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  postpone  the  rest  of  the  bill  until 
next  Session.  At  the  same  time  he  hoped 
that  next  Session  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  himself  be  prepared  with  some 
large  and  efficient  measure  to  meet  the 
difficulties  to  which  the  present  bill  was 
addressed;  and  also  those difiiculties  con- 
nected with  treating,  and  those  other 
enormities  of  which  they  had  lately  heard 
so  much,  by  which  the  constituencies  of 
this  country  were  now  so  corrupted  and 
disgraced. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  hoped  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  not  hastily  consent 
to  defer  this  clause.  At  the  same  time 
he  must  admit,  that  they  were  discussing 
the  bill  under  great  disadvantages,  for  of 
all  those  on  his  side  of  the  House  who 
were  on  the  committee  (including  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Devonport),  the  only  Members  now  pre- 
sent were  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  and  himself.  The  whole  onus  of 
the  bill,  indeed,  seemed  to  rest  upon  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  and  he  was 
really  fighting  the  battle  so  well  that  he 
would  suggest  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  throw  it  over  to  him  altogether. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  privileges  of 
that  Hoase  were  at  all  affected  by  this 
clause,  which  was  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  away   with  the  necessity  of  that 
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MOCMid  iofcsligatioo  which  ihe  Hoo«e  of 
Lords  were  accoftoaicd  to  go  ioto  before 
thej  would  agree  to  a  difffaocbiaeeieBt  bill. 

Mr.  Etcott  ioqoired  what  was  the  me 
of  the  appoiotmeot  of  aoch  a  commiaMOD 
as  this  when  the  House  of  Lords  or  the 
House  of  Commoos  woold  never  sit 
jadiciallj  vpon  their  report,  hot  most 
bare  the  witoesies  before  theas?  The 
commission  coold  not  legally  disfranchise 
a  boroogh ;  then  of  what  ose  was  it  ?  It 
most  be  ioeflTective  altogether.  WhQe 
it  was  nncoDstitntional  in  its  character, 
it  coold  do  no  good  whatever. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  if  the  hon.  Member 
maintained  that  that  House  could  not 
disfranchise  without  hearing  evidenoe  at 
the  Bar,  how  was  it  that  he  had  been  a 
party  to  the  Sudbury  Disfiraochisement 
bill,  where  there  had  been  no  eTideoce  at 
the  Bar? 

Mr.  P.  Hmoard  was  of  opinion  that  a 
measure  of  such  importance  ought  not  to 
be  persisted  in  at  a  time  when  not  above 
a  fifth  of  the  Members  were  in  town*  If 
the  clauses  were  pressed  he  should  be 
obliged  to  vote  against  them. 

Mr.  C.  BvUer  supposed  he  must  say 
something,  though  really  he  had  very 
little  to  say ;  for  whilst  he  felt  a  great 
interest  in  the  general  principle  of  this 
billy  this  was  a  part  of  it  to  which  he  must 
confess  that  he  had  not  given  much  con- 
sideration. His  own  wish  on  the  present 
occasion  was  to  defer  himself  to  the  gene- 
ral opinion  of  the  House,  and  throughout 
this  conversation  he  had  been  anxiously 
listening  for  opinions,  with  a  view  to  form 
a  judgment  of  how  far  the  bill  would  be 
prejudiced  by  either  omitting  or  retaining 
the  particular  part  of  it  they|  were  now 
considering.  Certainly  he  should  prefer 
to  have  a  distinct  expression  of  the  opinion 
of  the  House  before  be  consented  to  with- 
draw these  clauses;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
if  they  would  in  any  way  prejudice  the  fate 
of  the  measure,  he  should  be  sorry  to  per- 
sist. If  the  opinion  of  the  House  were 
taken,  and  proved  to  be  against  them,  the 
clauies  would  of  course  be  expunged; 
but  even  if  there  was  only  a  small  majority 
in  their  favour,  he  did  not  think  the  friends 
of  the  bill  would  wish  him  to  press  them 
forward. 

Mr.  V.  Smith  would  rote  for  the  com- 
mission, but  would  not  support  the  clauses 
under  which  it  wu  proposed  to  be  coosti* 
tuted.  He  thought  that  part  of  the  pro- 
position whimsical  and  strange. 


Sir  R.  Peelwened  that  the  aefedioo  of 
th  ree  Pccfs  and  four  Cosamooers  appeared 
to  have  been  somewhat  whimsicaCy  asade. 
With  respect  to  what  had  irflea  from  the 
boo.  Member  for  LUeard,  he  eertainly 
thought  that  there  aeemcd  to  be  ao  much 
difierence  of  opinion  on  theae  danses  that 
to  perust  in  them  m^t  be  to  eodanger 
the  passiuf  of  the  biO,  whilst  it  would 
probably  be  aecnre  of  paasii^  if  they  ad« 
dressed  themselves  to  the  first  tlmtccn 
clauses  only.  Althoi^,  therefore,  he 
should  certainly  support  the  clauses  if  they 
went  to  a  divnion^  he  thought  that  on  the 
whole  it  might  be  well  to  withdraw  them. 

Mr.  C.  BmUer  thanked  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  for  the  advice  he  had  given,  with-^ 
out  which  he  should  perhaps  scarcely  have 
had  courage  enough  to  have  taken  on 
himself  the  responsibility  of  withdrawing 
these  clauses.  On  the  whole,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  concur  in  the  soundness  of  the 
advice,  and  putting  aside  altogether  the 
consideration  of  their  princifrie,  it  cer- 
tainly seemed  to  him  that  he  should  do 
well  to  act  on  it.  He  would,  therefore, 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  clauses  from  14 
to  25  inclusive. 

Clauses  negatived. 

On  the  question  that  clause  26  (parties 
to  be  examined  though  answers  may  tend 
to  criminate  themselves)  the  references  to 
the  commission  were  struck  out,  stand 
part  of  the  bill, 

The  Attomey-Qeneral  suggested  that 
as  this  clause  affected  the  existing  law  of 
evidence  it  would  be  advisable  to  postpone 
its  consideration  until  the  hon.  Member 
for  Worcester  could  be  present. 

Mr.  C  Butler  had  no  reason  whatever 
to  believe  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Worcester  had 
any  doubts  or  misgivings  as  to  the  subject 
of  the  clause.  In  his  opinion  this  ought 
not  to  be  looked  upon  as  a  question 
merely  afiectiog  two  parties  who  were  con- 
testing their  right  to  seats  in  that  House ; 
the  paramount  interest  of  the  public  was, 
that  the  seats  should  be  filled  by  those 
who  hsd  been  properly  elected  by  the 
people.  He  felt  satisfied  they  would  do 
little  to  facilitate  investigations  into  acts 
of  bribery  if  they  allowed  tbemielves  to  be 
thwarted  by  the  refusal  to  give  evidence 
by  those  who  could  mainly  supply  it, 
screening  themselves  under  the  pretence 
that  they  were  interested.  The  unduly 
elected  Member,  bis  agent,  and  the 
corrupt  voter,  were  all  interested  parties. 
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and  if  the  committee  were  deprived  of 
their  evidence,  how  was  it  possible  to 
come  to  a  proper  decision  of  such  ques- 
tions? In  conducting  sach  public  inqui- 
ries they  must  not  regard  the  comparatively 
unimportant  interests  of  individuals,  nor 
even  the  practice  at  common  law,  which 
was  never  meant  to  protect  such  cases  as 
these.  He  really  considered  this  the  most 
valuable  clause  in  the  bill,  and  he  certainly 
could  not  consent  to  its  abandonment. 

Mr.  Darby  regretted  the  absence  of  the 
noble  I^rd,  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Lord  J.  Russell),  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Halifax  (Mr.  C.  Wood),  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Worcester 
(Sir  T.  Wilde),  who  were  all  Members  of 
the  committee,  because  now  that  they  had 
struck  out  the  clauses  appointing  the  com- 
mission, it  was  proposed  that  parties  should 
be  compelled  to  give  evidence  criminatory 
of  themselves,  without  being  allowed  to 
appear  by  their  agents,  before  the  re- 
assembled committee— a  privilege  to  which 
they  would  have  been  entitled  under  the 
commission.  A  most  serious  question  was 
involved  in  this  clause^namely,  that  they 
should  get  rid  of  all  the  principles  of  evi- 
dence upon  which  every  court  in  this 
country  had  hitherto  acted,  and  without 
any  sufficient  reason,  for  none  could  be 
found  to  compel  parties  to  give  evidence 
criminating  themselves,  without  allowing 
them  to  appear  before  the  committee  by 
their  agents.  He  certainly  would  divide 
the  committee  against  this  clause ;  and  if 
he  were  defeated  in  his  opposition  to  it, 
he  should  then  move  that  the  twenty-third 
clause,  allowing  parties  to  appear  by  their 
agents,  should  be  restored.  If  it  was 
just  to  give  parties  the  means  of  defence 
before  the  commission,  why  not  before  the 
committee,  on  whose  report  the  question 
of  disfranchisement  would  be  brought  be- 
fore the  House  ? 

The  Attomey^Gemereii  was  decidedly 
opposed  to  the  clause,  which  broke  in  on 
the  general  rules  of  evidence  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice  in  every  court  in  the 
kingdom.  Beyond  all  doubt  it  called  upon 
every  person  compalsorily  to  give  evidence 
tending  to  criminate  himself,  while  it  held 
out  to  him  a  prospective  indemnity.  He 
begged  distinctly  to  state,  that  he  had  a 
roost  serious  objection  to  a  prospective  in- 
demnity. If  the  House  found  itself  en- 
tangled in  an  inquiry  it  was  compelled  to 
institute  with  regard  to  acts  already  com- 
mitted, he  could  understand  why  an  in- 


demnity should  be  held  out  to  witnesses ; 
but  he  could  not  be  a  party  to  the  encou- 
ragement of  prospective  crime  in  order 
that  it  might  afterwards  be  divulged.  Ir- 
respective of  that  objection,  he  never  could 
sanction  the  principle  of  the  present  clause, 
which  broke  in  on  some  of  the  great 
maxims  of  our  law  of  evidence.  It  clearly, 
beyond  all  doubt,  made  persons  liable  by 
compulsion  of  being  sent  to  prison  if  they 
refused  to  answer  questions  tending  to 
criminate  themselves ;  and  he  believed  it 
also  infringed  upon  the  secrecy  and  con- 
6dence  of  professional  men.  Why  should 
a  different  rule  be  applied  in  the  investi- 
gation of  these  cases  as  contrasted  with 
trials  for  treason  or  murder  ?  It  had  been 
said  in  the  course  of  the  evening,  that  no 
tenderness  should  be  shown  to  those  who 
were  guilty  of  bribery,  and  that  in  these  in- 
vestigations the  public  had  a  higher  interest 
in  screwing  out  reluctant  testimony  than 
in  the  protection  of  the  witness  who  gave 
his  evidence.  He  denied  that.  The  rea- 
son why  they  did  not  compel  persons  to 
answer  questions  tending  to  criminate 
themselves  was  not  merely  because  they 
would  not  be  guilty  of  tyranny  in  com- 
pelling them  to  do  so,  but  because  the 
source  from  which  their  testimony  came 
was  such  as  they  could  npt  rely  on  for 
judicial  purposes.  There  were  some  rules 
of  evidence  which  he  admitted  it  would  be 
quite  right  and  proper  to  get  rid  of,  but 
this  was  one  which  he  was  decidedly  of 
opinion  ought  not  to  be  dispensed  with. 
He  was  aware  that  there  were  many  per- 
sons of  modern  times,  and  amongst  them 
the  eminent  philosopher  Bentham,  who 
were  of  opinion  that  you  should  ask  any 
personal  question,  no  matter  whether  he 
bad  an  interest  in  the  matter  or  not ;  nay, 
more,  that  you  ought  to  listen  to  the  hear- 
say evidence  of  private  life.  His  expe- 
rience, he  confessed,  did  not  go  along  with 
that  doctrine.  The  object  of  all  our  rules 
of  evidence  was  to  get  upon  the  whole  that 
species  of  testimony  upon  which  you 
could  safely  rely,  and  to  exclude  that  upon 
which  you  could  not  safely  rely,  as  not  being 
from  a  legitimate  source,  and  therefore 
insufficient  to  furnish  grounds  upon  which 
you  could  confidently  come  to  a  decision. 
He  doubted  whether  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Liskeard,  was 
correct  in  representing,  as  he  under- 
stood him  to  do,  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Worcester, 
approved  of  this  clause  as  it  now  stood. 
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He  knew  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Worcester  entertained  a 
strong  opinion  against  breaking  in  upon 
the  rules  of  evidence  in  other  case8»  and 
the  bill  that  had  been  brought  in  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  in  the  other  House, 
and  which  had  been  confided  to  hira  (the 
Attorney-general)  in  that  House,  was  being 
held  over  in  order  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  might  have  an  opportunity  of  op- 
posing it,  because,  as  he  conceived,  it 
overlooked  that  great  security  which  the 
law  required  for  those  who  were  called 
upon  to  elucidate  the  truth.  He  opposed 
the  clause  because  it  appeared  to  him  to 
suggest  a  course  inconsistent  with  justice, 
and  founded  on  the  tyrant's  plea,  which 
would  introduce  a  new  rule  for  a  special 
purpose,  which  would  break  in  upon  the 
laws  of  evidence  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  some  specific  object. 

Mr.  O^Connell  did  not  think  the  laws 
of  evidence  so  very  perfect  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney-general  seemed  to 
represent.  If  a  roan  were  worth  1,000,000/., 
and  happened  to  have  an  interest  in  the 
case  to  the  value  of  Is,  however  honour- 
able and  trustworthy  he  might  be,  he  was 
absolutely  excluded  from  giving  evidence. 
That  was  not  consistent  with  common 
sense;  neither  did  the  law  recognise  the 
question  of  whether  it  were  probable 
that  men  not  excused  by  some  legal  or 
technical  reason  would  tell  the  truth. 
This  clause  gave  power  to  compel  all  per- 
sons to  be  examined  before  the  committee, 
and  was  on  that  account  opposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney-general,  and 
yet  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
allowed  a  precisely  similar  clause  to  pass 
the  House  during  last  Session.  The  bill 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London, 
which  opened  this  question  of  bribery, 
contained  at  present  only  one  clause, 
which  clause  compelled  the  committee  to 
go  into  evidence  of  bribery  without  proof 
of  agency  ;  but  as  it  passed  that  House  it 
contained  another  clause,  similar  in  prin- 
ciple to  the  one  under  consideration,  and 
which,  but  for  the  opposition  of  a  noble 
Lord  in  the  other  House,  would  now  be 
the  law  of  the  land.  The  Attorney-ge- 
neral said,  that  the  great  question  was, 
whether  they  should  encourage  or  discou- 
rage crime,  at  the  same  time  expressing  it 
as  bis  opinion  that  they  would  encourage 
crime  by  compelling  the  discovery  of  it. 
He  conceived  that  men  would  be  much 
less  likely  to  commit  the  crime  of  bribery 


when  they  knew  that  by  the  process  pro* 
posed  the  discovery  of  it  could  be  com* 
pelled  —  when  they  knew  that  every 
person  concerned  in  it  could  be  called 
upon  to  give  evidence,  and  could  be  in- 
demnified on  doing  so.  On  the  other 
hand,  what  greater  protection  could  be 
given  to  bribery  than  the  absence  of  any 
power  to  compel  those  who  alone,  perhaps, 
were  cognizant  of  it  to  give  evidence? 
The  way  to  prevent  crime  was  to  allow  the 
disclosure  of  it ;  the  way  to  excite  to  crime 
was  to  prevent  its  disclosure.  The  Crown 
was  enabled  to  get  at  the  truth  in  cases  of 
high  treason  by  granting  a  pardon — why 
not  act  upon  the  same  principle  in  this 
case  ?  He  must  observe,  however,  that  to 
"  crimiuate"  oneself  did  not  necessarily 
involve  any  moral  turpitude;  it  only  ren- 
dered the  party  liable  to  a  legal  punish- 
ment. The  indemnity  in  this  case  follow- 
ing the  evidence  put  an  end  to  the  rule. 
It  was  no  longer  a  rule  of  evidence,  and 
therefore  no  rule  of  evidence  was  violated 
in  compelling  a  witness  to  criminate  him- 
self, he  being  indemnified.  Similar  clauses 
had  been  introduced  into  various  bills,  and 
without  such  a  clause  this  bill  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  wholly  worthless. 

Mr.  Parker  supported  the  clause,  as  he 
considered  that  all  the  proceedings  of  the 
committee  would  be  quite  nug^atory  with- 
out it.  If  professional  men,  for  instance, 
who  were  generally  those  who  either  bribed 
or  regulated  how  and  by  whom  the  bribery 
was  to  be  effected,  could  not  be  examined* 
he  did  not  think  that  the  committee  could 
ever  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 

Mr.  Roebudk  said,  that  though  tbb 
question,  of  a  man  criminating  himself,  at 
appeared  to  be  contained  in  the  present 
clause,  had  for  a  long  time  been  a  vexed 

Juestious  still,  from  his  own  experience,  be 
id  not  consider  it  safe  or  expedient  to 
subject  persons  to  any  form  of  mental  tor- 
ture, and  he  had  been  opposed  to  such  a 
principle ;  but,  taking  the  clause  in  coo- 
nexion  with  that  which  followed  it,  it 
would  be  seen  that  the  party  compelled  to 
give  evidence  would  not  be  liable  to  any 
punishment  to  which  such  evidence  would, 
under  other  cirenmstancet,  sabject  him. 
If  the  party  under  examinatioo  told  tha 
truth,  he  would  have  the  benefit  of  having 
done  so  without  any  damage  to  himself; 
and  when  the  indemnity  clause  pasted, 
there  would  be  no  hardship  in  conpelltng 
evidence,  at  the  witnett  could  no  loocer 
be  said  to  criminate  htmtelf  in  giving  hie 
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evidence.  There  was  one  peculiarity  in 
the  law  as  it  at  present  existed,  namely, 
that  a  professional  man  could  claim  im- 
munity, whilst  a  mere  agent  was  exempt 
from  the  privilege  which  an  agent,  if  an 
attorney  could  claim.  This  was  an  ano- 
maly which  was  opposed  by  Lord  Tenter- 
den,  and  to  which  he  also  objected. 

Mr.  Darby  was  of  opinion,  thatthe  House 
should  not  depart  from  those  rules  of  evi- 
dence by  which  the  ordinary  tribunals  of 
the  country  were  guided. 

Viscount  Palmerston  supported  the 
clause.  If  there  were  but  two  parties  to 
an  alleged  case  of  bribery,  it  might  be  pre- 
sumed that  they  would  run  the  risk,  in 
consequence  of  no  punishment  being  at- 
tached ;  biit  where  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons were  engaged  in  an  act  of  bribery,  it 
could  not  be  supposed  that  if  one  gave 
evidence  the  whole  could  escape  with  im- 
punity. The  clause,  then,  viewing  it  in 
this  light,  could  not  be  said  to  hold  out 
encouragement  to  bribery.  As  to  the  ob- 
jection made  to  the  source  from  which  the 
information  was  derived,  it  was  analogous 
to  our  whole  system  of  evidence,  which 
frequently  availed  itself  of  the  testimony  of 
an  accomplice:  and  if  that  were  so  in 
other  cases,  why  should  it  not  be  so  in 
this  ?  As  the  object  of  the  hill  was  not 
to  effect  the  punishment  of  individuals, 
but  to  promote  the  public  interest,  it  was 
not  inconsistent  with  the  object  In  view, 
nor  with  analogy,  to  take  evidence  from  a 
source  which  in  some  degree  might  be  sup- 
posed to  be  polluted. 

The  Solicitor' Oeneral  conceived,  that 
as  a  new  principle  of  evidence  was  about  to 
be  introduced  by  the  clause,  it  required 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  House. 
With  respect  to  what  his  hou.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath  had  said  of 
the  efficacy  of  the  ballot  for  the  prevention 
of  bribery,  he  could  not  but  think  that  his 
hon.  Friend,  if  he  had  seen  the  working  of 
the  ballot  in  other  countries,  would  have 
acknowledged  that  it  was  not  well  calcu- 
lated  to  aid  in  the  attainment  of  truth.  He 
believed  that  our  own  system  was  far  better ; 
and  now  what  was  the  House  asked  to  do? 
All  admitted  that  bribery  was  a  great  crime, 
but  certainly  it  was  not  greater  than  many 
others  known  to  the  criminal  law  of  this 
country.  It  was  proposed  to  compel 
persons  to  answer  any  questions  which 
might  tend  to  criminate  themselves  of 
bribery,  and  at  the  same  time  to  give  a  pro- 
spective indemnity.  That  was  a  proceeding 


entirely  new  in  this  country,  and  he  asked 
the  House  to  consider  its  effect.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork 
observed  that  in  cases  of  high  treason  the 
Crown  could  always  procure  the  evidence 
of  any  witness  by  granting  him  a  pardon  ; 
but  he  must  be  well  aware  that  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown  did  not  extend  to 
pardon  future  offences.  No  such  power 
was  known  to  the  Crown,  although  it  had 
the  power  to  pardon  offences  when  com- 
mitted; but  this  clause  would,  in  fact, 
grant  a  prospective  pardon.  It  said  that 
a  man  might  go  down  to  any  borough, 
and  bribe  as  much  as  he  pleased ;  but,  if 
examined  before  the  committee,  that  he 
should  be  indemnified  from  the  conse- 
quences of  the  crime.  If  such  a  principle 
were  introduced  in  respect  of  this  crime, 
he  did  not  see  why,  acting  on  this  prece- 
dent, it  might  not  be  introduced  into  the 
case  of  other  crimes,  and  why  any  other 
offender  might  not  be  told  that  if  he  gave 
evidence  against  his  accomplices  he  would 
be  indemnified  from  the  penalty  attached 
to  his  offence.  He  was  not  at  all  sure 
that  such  a  provision  as  that  contained  in 
the  clause  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
encouraging  the  very  crime  sought  to  be 
put  down.  Such  encouragement  might 
be  held  out  if  parties  knew  that  they  would 
be  freed  from  all  the  penal  consequences 
attaching  to  bribery  by  merely  presenting 
a  petition,  and  coming  forward  to  make  a 
disclosure  of  the  circumstances  before  a 
committee.  There  was  nothing  in  the  law 
analogous  to  such  a  principle  as'  this,  by 
which  it  would  be  established  that  any 
man  might  go  and  bribe  to  any  extent  and 
afterwards  be  entirely  indemnified  by 
giving  information.  He  thought  it  would 
be  much  better  that  they  should  entirely 
repeal  all  laws  against  bribery,  and  deal 
with  it,  when  it  was  committed,  as  an 
offence  cognizable  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons alone ;  but  if  they  treated  it  as  a 
crime,  rendering  the  parly  liable  to  in- 
dictment, then  it  would  be  entirely  con- 
trary to  what  justice  required  to  tell  a 
party  beforehand  that  he  might  commit 
the  crime,  and  yet  escape  all  its  conse- 
quences. He  thought  the  mischief  flowing 
from  this  principle  would  outweigh  any 
advantages  it  might  have.  Another  ob- 
jection was  that  the  clause  would  compel 
the  revelation  of  confidential  communica- 
tions to  attornies.  On  these  grounds  he 
must  object  to  the  principle  of  this  clause. 
Be  believed  that  the  bill  passed  last  Ses- 
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•ioD,  which  had  thown  that  it  was  impoi- 
lible  to  commit  bribery  withoot  haTing  the 
case  ioTeatigated  by  a  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  would  go  farther  than 
anything  else  to  put  a  stop  to  the  practice* 
In  every  case  in  which  a  petition  had  been 
presented  during  the  present  Session,  and 
fHroceeded  with,  it  haa  been  successful  in 
unseating  the  person  against  whom  it  was 
directed. 

Mr.  Aglumby  said,  it  was  an  entire 
mistake  to  suppose  that  this  clause  at  all 
affected  or  made  any  regulations  on  the 
subject  of  confidential  communications  to 
attornies.  He  did  not  think  it  could,  by 
any  construction,  in  the  slightest  degree 
touch  what  were  called  professional  pri- 
vileges. It  was  solely  applicable  to  the 
cases  of  parties  refusing  to  answer  on  the 
ground  that  the  question  might  criminate 
themselves,  and  would  never  force  an  at- 
torney to  give  an  answer  which  would  in- 
volve a  breach  of  confidential  communi- 
cations with  his  client.  He  regretted  that 
it  did  not  go  so  far  as  the  Sollici tor-gene- 
ral supposed,  and  wished  that  it  did  enable 
questions  to  be  put  to  professional  agents 
regarding  transactions  into  which  inquiry 
was  being  made;  but  he  was  aware  that 
the  time  for  that  proposition  was  past. 
He  hoped  the  committee  would  adopt  the 
clause. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  if  this  clause  was  not 
allowed  to  pass  they  might  as  well  throw 
the  bill  overboard.  If  the  law  remained 
as  it  was  at  present,  a  candidate  had  only 
to  have  two  agents,  one  for  all  legal  pur- 
poses of  the  election,  the  other  for  illegal ; 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  bring  the 
proof  of  bribery  home,  for  the  agent  would 
have  nothing  to  do  but  merely,  when  the 
question  was  asked  if  he  were  the  agent, 
to  reply  that  it  would  criminate  himself  to 
answer.  In  bribery  there  were  none  of 
those  collateral  circumstances  which  in 
other  cases  indicated  guilt,  but  it  was  of 
a  nature  to  which  necessarily  only  two 
persons  were  privy — the  payer  and  the 
payee ;  so  that  unless  these  parties  could 
be  examined,  the  inquiry  would  be  futile. 
With  regard  to  indemnity,  it  was  only  to 
be  given  where  it  appeared  to  the  com- 
mittee or  commission  that  the  party  had 
made  a  full  and  faithful  diKlosore.  The 
truth  could  easily  be  discovered  in  this,  as 
in  other  cases,  by  separate  examinations 
of  the  parties.  The  rules  of  evidence  had 
already  been  relaxed  to  a  ^reat  extent  in 
severs!  cases,  as  in  that  of  interested  par>  | 


ties,  where  the  exclusion  of  testimony  had 
formerly  been  founded  on  the  notion  of  a 
temptation  to  perjury.  His  firm  belief 
was,  that  vnleaa  this  clause  stood,  the 
measure  would  be  useless. 

Mr.  Sheii  thought  the  whole  diflSculty 
might  be  got  over  by  airoply  providing 
that  no  answers  given  before  the  com- 
mittee or  commission  should  be  given  in 
evidence  against  any  parties  examined. 
Surely  that  would  meet  every  difficulty  ? 
[*'  No,  no.'^  Why,  where  was  the  objec- 
tion? Was  not  the  sole  reason  of  pro- 
tecting parties  from  self-crimination  the 
danger  of  prosecution?  And  if  that 
danger  were  effectually  removed,  where 
could  be  the  injury  in  extorting  the  dis- 
closure of  everything?  How  would  the 
party  be  damnified,  directly  or  indirectly? 
Undoubtedly  it  might  happen  that  other 
inquiries  might  arise  out  of  the  evidence 
thus  elicited;  but  what  objection  was 
there  to  that,  seeing  that  it  reaUy  was 
the  practice  in  the  case  of  answers  to  bills 
filed  in  Chancery  against  trustees,  for 
instance?  The  clause  had  been  agreed  to 
by  the  House  last  Session,  and  was  essen- 
tial to  the  efficiency  of  the  bill. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill  :-^ 
Ayes  39 ;  Noes  80 :  Majority  41. 
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Aglionby,  H.  A. 

O'Connett,  D. 

Aldam,  W. 

O'  Conner  Don 

Bowring,  Dr. 

Palroerstoo,  Visct. 

Brotherton.  J. 

Parker,  J. 

CalUghan,  D« 

Pechell  CapC. 

Cobden,  R. 

Plamridge,  Capt. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 

Proiberoe,  £. 

Crawford,  W.  S. 

Pulsfoid,  R. 

DttDcan, G. 

Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Dancombe,  T. 

Sbeil,  rt.  Hon.  R.  L. 

Dandas,  Adm. 

Thomely,  T. 

Ebrington,  Viact. 

Tnfbell,  U. 

Gibson,  T.  M. 

Turner,  £. 

Hawes.  B. 

Vane,  Lord  H. 

Htndley.  C. 

Wawn,  J.  T. 

HoUond,  R. 

WilUams,  W. 

Home,  J. 

Wood,B. 

Butt,  W. 

Wood,  G.  W. 

Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Morris,  D. 

Boiler,  C. 

Napier,  Sir  C. 

Hardy,  J. 

JUst  of  ike  Noxa. 

AUix,J.P. 

isanng,  u.  o» 

Aotrobus,  E. 

Batesoo,R. 

Ashley,  Lord 

Blackbome,  J.  L 

AsteU,  W. 

Blackstooc,  W.  S. 

Baird,  W. 

Boldero,  H.  0. 

Baring,  bon.  W.  B. 

BramstOB,  T.  W. 

725 


Bribery  nt 


{July  27} 


Ekeiions. 


726 


firoadlev*  H. 
Bruce,  Lotd  £. 
Bailer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
CftmpbeU^  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  G* 
Gocklmni,Tt*hii.SirO. 
Colquhoun,  J«  C. 
Coriy,  rt.  hoD.  lEI. 
CrippSyW. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Dovg^asy  Sir  C.  E. 
Dancombe,  hon.  A* 
EatoDy  R.  J. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,SirW.W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Freemantle,  Sir  T. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milues 
Gladstone,Tt.bn.  W.E. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton,  W.  3: 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.SirU. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hussey,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 


Jones,  Capt. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £• 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Masterman»  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Neville,  R. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholly  rt.  hon.  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Polhill,  F. 
PoUodc,  Sir  F. 
Praed,W.T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Sandon^  Visct. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Darby,  G. 
Henley,  J. 


On  the  27 tb  clause  being  put. 

The  Solicitor  General  said,  as  the  26th 
clause  had  been  rejected,  the  27th  clause, 
granting  indemnity  to  witnesses  would  be 
withdrawn  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  Aglionby  said,  that  though  the 
committee  had  rejected  the  clause  obliging 
persons  to  criminate  themselves  he  saw  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  allow  persons 
to  criminate  themselves  if  they  thought 
fit,  and  in  that  case  the  present  clause 
ought  to  be  retained. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  vote  he  had 
given  on  the  26th  clause  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  intimation  he  had  made  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London.  He  had  acquainted  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  had  great  doubts  as  to  the 
policy  of  compelling  parties  to  criminate 
themselves,  and  as  to  the  policy  of  giving 
a  prospective  indemnity  to  witnesses. 
Any  one  who  had  read  an  article  in  a  late 
quarterly  publication  would  derive  great 
information  from  it  with  respect  to  the 
difference  of  the  law  in  France  and  in 
England  as  to  the  obligation  of  parties  to 
criminate    themselves.      Though    truth 


night  oecasionally  be  elicited  by  the 
practice  in  the  former  country,  yet  it  was 
at  the  expense  of  great  principles,  and 
when  parties  were  compelled  to  criminate 
themselves  it  became  a  question  whether  a 
great  temptation  was  not  held  out  to  per- 
jury. The  article  he  alluded  to  related  to 
the  case  of  Madame  Laffarge.  He  did 
not  know  what  was  ths  impression  of  the 
committee  in  rejecting  the  26th  clause, 
but  it  was  his  impression  that  he  was  de- 
ciding on  both  clauses,  the  26th  and  27th. 
If  the  hon.  Member  thought  otherwise,  it 
was  undoubtedly  competent  to  him  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  27th 
clause.  By  this  clause  a  witness,  if  he  told 
the  truth  had  an  absolute  right  to  receive 
an  indemnity  from  the  committee,  though 
that  witness  might  have  been  summoned 
not  by  the  committee  but  by  another  party. 
This  appeared  to  him  a  dangerous  provi- 
sion,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  it  should 
be  retained  after  the  rejection  of  the  26th 
clause.  He  had  told  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  could  not  support  him  upon  these  two 
clauses,  and  he  did  not  think  their  omis- 
sion would  diminish  the  advantage  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  C.  Buller :  After  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  could  not 
press  the  27  th  clause,  which  he  considered 
as  subsidiary  io  the  26th.  He  thought 
the  omission  of  those  clauses  prevented  the 
means  of  getting  at  bribery,  but  he  hoped 
the  vaulnable  clauses  which  had  already 
been  carried,  would  have  a  great  effect  in 
checking  that  corrupt  practice.  He  fur- 
ther promised  that  this  would  not  be  the 
last  discussion  of  the  matter ;  for,  if  the 
present  bill  were  not  found  efficient, 
another  Session  would  not  pass  over  with- 
out a  further  measure  being  introduced. 
He,  therefore,  proposed  to  withdraw  the 
27th  clause. 

Mr.  S,  Crawford  could  not  consent  to 
withdraw  this  clause,  as  its  omission  would 
upset  the  importance  of  the  bill.  He 
should  divide  the  committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recording  his  own  opinion,  as  with- 
out this  clause  he  considered  the  bill 
would  be  delusive. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  bill : — 
Ayes  28 ;  Noes  70 ;  Majority  42. 

[The  principle  involved  in  this  division 
being  the  same  as  in  the  preceding  one,  we 
do  not  repeat  the  names.] 

Remainder  of  the  bill  gone  through. 

House  resumed. 
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Billiepoftad.  Repoct  to  be  fbrthcr  coa* 
sidered. 

COROVEBS     FOR      LaVCASHIRX     AVD 

WARWiCKtHiRK-l  OrdcT of  the  Dtj  tctd 
for  going  into  the  adjoamed  debate  oo  the 
second  reading  of  the  Goronen%  &c. 
(Warwick  and  Lancaster)  BilL  On  the 
question  that  the  bill  be  ootr  read  a  second 
tim§  being  pot. 

Dr.  Bawrimg  moved  theadjoornmentof 

the  debate. 

Mr.  BrotherUm  seconded  the  motion. 

The  House  divided  on  the  qoeslioo 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned :— Ayes  19 ; 
Noes  51 ;  Majority  32. 

Lisl  of  the  Atss. 


Tke  Tmnf. 
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Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dancan»  6- 
Dnncombe,  T. 
Ebriogton,  Visct. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hull.  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Palmerston,  ViscU 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 


Philips,  M. 
Scott,  R. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tttffhell,  H. 
Taroer,  E. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wood,B. 
Wood,  G.  W. 

TELLBBS. 

BrothertoD,  Bftr. 
Bowrings  Dr. 


Lut  of  the  Noes. 


AgUooby,  H.  A. 
AUix,  J.  P. 
Baiid,  W, 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Bateson,  R. 
BUckbume,  J.  L 
Boldero,  U.  G. 
Bruce,  Lord  B, 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  CoL 

Darby,  G. 
Duncorobe,  hon.  A. 

Eliot,  Lord 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.  W.E. 
Goulburo,  rt«  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greene,  T. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Uardinge,  rt.hn.SirH. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 


Hnssey,  T. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Capt. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Dncoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Mondy,  E.AL 
Nicboll,  rt.  boo.  J. 
O'Conor,  Don 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stuart,  U. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
Wortley,  hoo.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TCLLiaS. 

Doaglas,  SirC 
FoibesyW. 


Bill  read  asecond  time. 
Adjourned. 


<■■##>—»»» 


Prsparatioh  of  Ezchbquxs-Biuj.1 
The  Duke  of  WdHmgUm  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Prepantion  of  Eichequer- 

lulls  m 

Lord  Broi^Aaaihegffedtocall  theattei»» 
turn  of  hisnoUe  Friod  the  noble  Duke,  to 
what  appeared  to  him  to  be  an  anenal j  in 
thisUll.  The  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
was  appointed  by  the  Grown,  and  could 
not  be  removed  by  the  Treasury.  ThaS, 
he  admitted,  was  as  it  should  be.  It  was 
not  right  that  an  oflker  who  had  the  con- 
trol of  the  public  expenditure  to  a  great 
extent,  should  be  under  the  authority  of 
that  board  whose  expenditure  amongst 
others,  he  was  to  control ;  but  this  hill 
recognised  an  Assistant-Controller  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  was  to  do  the  duty,  and 
was,  in  fact,  the  controller  in  the  ahaenea 
of  his  prindpaL  Yet  this  officer  was  to  be 
appointed,  and  to  be  remorable  at  the  will 
of  the  Treasury  board— that  was,  of  the 
body  whose  expenditure  he  was  appointed 
to  control.  He  was  sure  that  su^  power 
would  not  be  exercised  by  the  Treasuiy, 
except  for  some  act  of  misconduct ;  but  stUl 
he  thought  it  an  anomaly  that  the  Tre»> 
sury  should  haTe  the  power  of  appointing 
and  removing  the  officer  who  was  to  con- 
trol iu  expenditure. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

CosTOMs'  Act  AiiENDitaivT  —  Tan 
Tariff.]  The  Earl  of  Rxpom  moved  the 
third  rnding  of  the  Customs*  Act  Amend- 
ment BilL 

Lord  MonUttglt  said,  that  it  must  be  a 
matter  of  pride  and  satisfaction  that  this, 
which  daimed  the  first  rank  amongst  com- 
mercial nations,  should,  with  the  approval 
of  each  party  in  the  State»  adopt  soch 
[changes  b  the  tariff  as  fisvoored  the  exten- 


729 


Counsel^ 


{July  28}       Membert  of  Parliament.      730 


81011  of  trade,  the  removal  of  prohibitions^ 
and  the  diminution  of  duties.    There  were 
two  articles  on  which,  howeveri  according 
to  the  principles  of  the  tariff  itself,  and 
certainly  in  consonance  with  the  interests 
of  our  manufacturers,  the  duty  on  the  raw 
material  should  have  been  abolished-^he 
meant  cotton  and  wool.     He  should  say  a 
word  on  the  article  of  com.     They  knew 
that  a  considerable  amount  of  foreign  com 
was  now  in  bond,  and  it  was  calculated  by 
noble  Lords  opposite  that  a  considerable 
portion  was  likely  to  be  released  for  home 
consumption.      He  should  rejoice  if  that 
were  the  case ;  but  he  should  rejoice  at  it 
still  more  if  it  came  out  through  the  natu- 
ral  operations  of  trade,  and  not  when  it 
was  subjected  to  little  or  no  duty.    Any 
man  who  looked  at  the  subject  dispassion- 
ately must  see  that,  whether  the  1,200,000 
quarters  in  bond  paid  duty  or  no  duty,  the 
result  to  the  consumer  must  be  the  same ; 
because  the  price  would  be  regulated  not 
by  the  amount  or  the  absence  m  duty^  but 
the  amount  of  com  in  the  market  as  com* 
pared  with  the  means  of  the  people  to  pur* 
chase  it     The  difference  in  the  amount  of 
duty  could  have  no  effect  on  the  price  to 
tiie  consumer,  but  would  go  into  the  pockets 
of  the  holders  of  the  com,  whether  foreign- 
ers or  not.  All  their  Lordships,  particularly 
those  connected  with  the  agricultural  inte. 
rest,  contemplated  the  admission  of  foreign 
com  when  the  price  was  high,  as  more  en- 
durable than  when  it  was  low.    In  the  one 
case  it  tended  to  mitigate  the  evils  of  a 
scarcity,  and  in  the  other  it  was  regarded 
as  an  unmixed  eviL    Now,  what  was  the 
consequence  of  the  present  duty  ?    Why,  it 
produced  just  the  opposite  results  to  diose 
which  he  had  mentioned.     If  there  should 
be  an  anticipation  of  a  rise  in  price,  not  a 
dngle  quarter  would  be  introduced ;  but, 
if  the  state  of  things  were  such  as  to  show 
the  probability  of  a  fall  in  price,  whether 
from  an  abundant  harvest  or  any  other 
cause,  the  market  would  be  glutted  by  the 
introduction  of  this  foreign  com.     So  that 
the  English  producer  must  contend  with 
two  impediments  to  a  high  price— 4he  state 
of  the  harvest  at  home,  and  the  importation 
of  com  from  abroad.    There  could  not  be 
a  more  complete  refutation  of  the  princi- 
ples on  which  the  existing  Cora-law  was 
founded,  though  he  must  admit  that  his 
objections  did  not  apply  to  the  present 
Com-biU,  but  to  every  measure  founded  on 
the  principle  of  a  sliding^-scale.  There  were 
some  questions  which  he  should  like  to 
have  answered  by  his  noble  Friend  oppo- 


sitOf  and  by  which  he  should  conclude  his 
remarks.  He  wished  to  know  in  what  state 
our  treaty  with  Portugal  stood.  It  was 
well  known  from  public  information  that  a 
treaty  was  to  be  entered  into.  He  thought 
such  a  treaty  not  only  important  in  itself, 
but  as  it  affected  our  relations  with  other 
countries.  His  second  question  related  to  . 
the  expiration  of  our  treaty  with  Brasil. 
He  knew  not  whether  the  two  Govern- 
ments agreed  on  the  construction  of  the 
treaty  with  regard  to  that  event,  but  he 
wished  to  be  acquainted  with  the  interpre- 
tation which  our  Government  put  on  it. 
He  next  wished  to  know  whether  the  Go- 
vemment  had  made  any  remonstrance  in 
consequence  of  the  steps  taken  by  the  King 
of  Belgium,  in  accordance  with  the  scale  of 
prohibitory  duties  imposed  on  English 
linens  by  the  French  ? 

The  Earl  of  Ripon :  As  to  the  mode  in 
which  foreign  com  was  taken  out  for  con- 
sumption, the  noble  Baron  would  soon 
have  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  the 
point  exactly  \  for  the  noble  Earl  behind 
him  had  moved  for  a  return,  which  must 
show  in  what  proportion,  and  under  what 
circumstances,  the  com,  which  had  hitherto 
paid  duty,  had  been  brought  into  consump- 
tion. It  was  perfectly  true  that  her  Ma- 
jestv's  Govemment  were  in  negotiation 
with  Portugal,  with  the  object  of  placing 
all  the  essential  branches  of  our  trade  with 
that  country  on  a  satisfactory  footing.  He 
could  only  say,  that  if  our  Govemment  was 
disposed  to  act  in  a  spirit  of  perfect  fairness, 
and  as  they  were  likely  to  be  met  in  a  re- 
ciprocal manner,  he  had  great  gratification 
in  anticipating  a  satisfactory  result.  As  to 
the  question  respecting  the  period  of  the 
termination  of  our  treaty  with  Brazil,  the 
present  Government,  as  well  as  the  late, 
thought  it  would  not  cease  until  November 
1844,  while  the  Brasilian  Grovemment 
contended  that  it  would  expire  in  Novem- 
ber, 1842.  Our  commercial  regulations 
with  that  Government  were  the  subject  of 
pending  negodations,  to  which  he  could  not 
further  allude.  As  to  the  representations 
on  the  subject  of  the  French  ordonnance, 
our  Govemment  had  made  such  as  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  seemed  to  require. 
Though  the  King  of  Belgium  seemed  to 
act  in  accordance  with  the  measures  taken 
on  the  part  of  France,  his  measures  were 
not  decisive  without  the  confirmation  of  the 
legislature. 
Bill  read  a  third  time. 
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Lord  Campbell  said,  that  his  nohle  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor), 
having  resumed  his  seat  on  the  Woolsack, 
he  would  now  suhmit  the  motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice— 

<*  That  no  one  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  this 
House,  as  counsel  for  or  against  any  bill  de- 
pending in  this  House,  who  is  a  Member  of  the 
Commons  House  of  Parliament." 

He  was  fully  aware  of  the  great  import- 
ance of  the  question  which  he  was  about  to 
submit  to  their  Lordships.     He  knew  the 
importance  of  making  any  addition  to,  or 
alteration  of  the  Standing  Orders  by  which 
their  proceedings  were  regulated,  and  that 
no  such  alteration  or  addition  should  be 
proposed,  unless  a  strong  case  were  made 
out  for  its  necessity.     When,  however,  such 
necessity  could  be  established,  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  hesitate  to  interfere  with 
the  rules  of  their  proceedings.    From  the 
votes  of  the  House  of  Commons,  of  which 
their  Lordships  could  take  notice,  it  ap- 
peared that  some  short  time  back  leave  was 
given  to  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  a 
Member  of  that  House,  to  appear  at  their 
Lordships'  Bar,  in  support  of  a  bill  which 
had  been  sent  up  from  it  for  disfranchising 
the  borough    of   Sudbury.      It  was  not 
stated  that  that  leave  had  been  granted 
under  peculiar  circumstances;  it  was  not 
stated  that  it  was  to  be  drawn  into  a  prece- 
dent, but  leave  seemed  to  have  been  given 
as  a  matter  of  course;   and  unless  their 
Lordships  interfered,  there  was  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  practice  would  be- 
come common;  and  that  in  all  bills  coming 
from  the  Commons'  House  of  Parliament 
in  support  of,  or  against  which,  counsel 
might  be  heard  at  their  Lordships'  Bar, 
that  a  Member  of  that  House  would  ap- 
pear as  counsel  for  or  against  such  bills.    It 
appeared  to  him  that  such  a  practice  would 
b3  extremely  inconvenient  and  injurious ; 
and  that  it  was  one  which  should  be  strictly 
prohibited.    He  rejoiced  that,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  case  of  this  nature  which  was 
now  pendinfff  no  party  fedinss  could  influ- 
ence their  Lordships  in  coming  to  a  deci- 
sion.    He  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Roebuck)  to  whom 
leave  to  plead  at  the  Bar  of  this  House  had 
been  given.    He  had  had  opportunities  of 
knowing  him  in  his  professional  character, 
and  could  bear  testimony  to  his  great  utUity, 
zeal,  and  learning;  indeed,  he  knew  no 
one  who  would  perform  his  duty  in  a  more 
upright  and  disinterested  manner.     But 
they  were  not  then  to  regard  individuals. 


but  to  look  to  the  system.    Inhere  oould  be 
no  doubt  of  the  power  of  their  Lordships  to 
regulate  what  dass  of  persons  should  be 
heard  as  counsel  at  their  Bar ;  this  power 
belonged  to  all  tribunals,  high  and  low, 
and  different    courts,  at  difierent  times, 
established  rules  upon  the  subject.     The 
constitutional  powers   of  their  Lordships 
in    this  respect  had    been  several   times 
exercised.    In  the  year  1685  a  Standing 
Order  was  made,  excluding  the  Attorney- 
general  and  the  King's  servants  from  prac- 
tising at  their  Lordships'   Bar  in  certain 
cases ;  this  rule  was  modified  in  the  year 
1742,  and  afterwards,  in  1797  and  1798, 
other  changes  were  made.    But  if  certain 
persons  were  at  one  time  excluded  from 
pleading  at  the  Bar  of  their  Lordships' 
House  in  certain  kinds  of  judicial  businesa, 
it  was  still  more  important  that  the  rule 
should  be  strict  in  matters  of  legislation. 
The  power  of  their  Lordships  upon  the 
point  being  undoubted,  it  became  a  ques- 
tion of  expediency  whether  it  was  for  the 
dignity  and  honour  of  this  House,  and  for 
the  general  good,  that  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  should  or  should  not 
be  permitted  to  plead  at  their  Lordships' 
Bar.    With  regard  to  judicial  proceedings, 
he  thought  tbt  no  objections  oould  be 
taken  to  granting  such  permission.      In 
judicial  matters  this  House  was  the  supreme 
court  of  justice  of  the  realm.     With  these 
proceedings,  as  such,  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  had  nothing  to  do ;  and  there  was  no 
more  objection  to  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mons House  of  Parliament  pleading  at  their 
Lordshipi^  Bar,  while  sitting  as  a  judicial 
body,  than  there  was  against  such  Mem. 
her  pleading  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  or 
the  Court  dT  Queen's  Bench,  nor  was  there 
any  greater  objection  to  a  Member  of  the 
Commons  pleading  at  theit  Lordships'  Bar 
at  the  trial  of  a  Peer  upon  an  indictment  of 
their  Lordships ;  but  the  case  was  other- 
wise when  such  trial  was  founded  on  an 
impeachment  for  high  treason  or  misde- 
meanour brouffht  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, in  which  case  a  Member  of  that 
House  oould  not  appear  as  counsel  at  their 
Lordships*  Bar.   In  legislative  proceedings, 
however,  the  rule  should  be  very  different 
from  that  which  obtained  in  judicial  busi- 
ness.   As  a  legislative  body,  Uiey  were  not 
administering  laws,  but  making  them  in 
conjunction  with  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament—And there  seemed  to  him  to  be 
something  decidedly  wrong  in  allowing  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  ap- 
pear at  their  Lordships'  Bar  as  the  counsel 
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for  any  particular  party.  As  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  his  duty  was  to 
think  and  act  to  the  best  of  his  judgment. 
As  a  counsel,  his  private  opinion  was  of  no 
consequence  whatever ;  he  must  be  guided 
by  the  instructions  of  his  client,  and  should 
do  the  best  he  could  for  the  interest  of 
that  client,  from  whom  he  received  his 
fee.  Suppose  a  bill,  began  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  for  or  against  which  coun- 
sel might  plead  with  advantage  at  their 
Lordships*  Bar,  an  influential  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  would  at  once 
receive  a  retainer  to  support  or  oppose  the 
passage  of  the  bill  through  their  Lordships' 
House ;  and  could  it  be  said  that  if  this 
retainer  was  left  at  the  Member^s  cham- 
bers before  the  bill  came  on  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  Member  could  be  called 
upon  to  exercise  his  judgment  independent- 
ly and  impartially  upon  it?  He  had  at 
great  a  respect  as  any  person  for  the  order 
to  which  he  belonged ;  but  lawyers  were  men, 
and  ought  not  to  be  thrown  unnecessarily 
into  the  way  of  temptation.  If  they  were 
ever  so  pure,  would  it  be  satisfactory,  he 
asked  their  Lordships,  that  they,  with  such  a 
retainer,  should  support  or  oppose  the  bill 
in  its  progress  throueh  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  fiut  supposing  a  bill  to  originate 
in  their  Lordships'  House,  a  similar  re- 
tainer would  be  sent,  the  services  of  an 
influential  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ensured,  and  how  would  it  be  with 
him  when  the  bill  on  which  he  was  em- 
ployed came  to  be  sent  down  to  the  House 
of  which  he  was  a  Member  ?  Would  it 
be  contended  that  it  would  be  proper,  or  a 
decorous  proceeding,  in  him  to  adopt  a  dif- 
ferent course  in  the  House  of  Commons 
from  that  the  adoption  of  which  he  had 
urged  in  the  House  of  Lords  ?  It  was  not 
optional  when  a  retainer  was  sent  for  the 
counsel  to  accept  it  or  not  as  he  pleased. 
He  was  bound  to  accept  it.  What  was  the 
remedy  in  such  a  caser  Should  the 
counsel,  because  he  had  pleaded  at  their 
Lordships'  Bar,  be  disqualified  from  vot- 
ing in  the  House  of  Commons?  Al- 
though he  thought  that  such  a  practice 
would  find  no  defenders,  yet  it  might  be  said 
that  it  was  the  affair  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons—that that  House  should  consider 
what  was  most  for  its  own  dignity  and 
honour.  In  that  opinion  he  could  not  con- 
cur. If  a  practice  in  its  consequences  was 
injurious  to  the  public,  their  Lordships 
had  a  right  to  use  the  power  which  they 
undoubtedly  possessed  against  it  with  the 
best  effect  they  could  ;  and  if  this  mixture 


of  the  duties  of  a  legislature  and  an  ad- 
vocate was  injurious  and  vicious,  they  had 
not  only  a  right,  but  were  bound  to  inter- 
fere and  prohibit  it  At  all  events  they 
had  a  right  to  consider  whether  the  duties 
of  a  counsel  could  or  could  not,  in  certain 
cases,  be  satisfactorily  performed  at  their 
Lordiships'  Bar;  and  he  thought  that  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  plead- 
ing on  a  bill  with  which  he  was,  or  would 
be,  further  concerned  in  another  capacity, 
could  not  be  expected  so  satisfactorily  to 
perform  the  duties  of  an  advocate  as  a  per- 
son who  was  not  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  not  connected  otherwise 
with  the  bill.  They  expected  from  a  coun. 
sel  calmness,  but  xeal— they  expected  that 
he  should  follow  his  instructions,  that  he 
should  be  guided  by  his  brief,  and  that  he 
should  not  exceed  his  duty.  But  could 
they  expect  at  all  times  that  there  should 
be  that  nice  performance  of  an  advocate's 
duty  if  the  advocate  was  a  Member  of  the 
other  House,  and  in  that  character  had 
opposed  or  intended  to  oppose  or  support 
the  bilL  Let  him  suppose  that  the  Mem- 
ber had  introduced  the  bill — that  it  was 
one  on  which  he  had  staked  his  reputation 
—that  it  was  a  measure  with  the  beneficial 
effects  and  importance  of  which  he  was 
deeply  impressed — ^was  it  proper,  was  it 
satisfactory,  that  he  should  appear  at  the 
Bar  of  this  House  as  a  counsel  to  plead 
against  that  measure  ?  But  if,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  came  to  support  it,  was  there  not 
some  danger  that  he  might  bring  with  him 
a  warmth  in  favour  of  the  measure  very 
natural  in  an  author,  but  by  no  means  be- 
coming in  a  mere  counsel,  doing  his  duty 
as  an  advocate.  Suppose  the  noble  Lord, 
who  introduced  the  Mines  and  Collieries 
biU,  should  be  retained  by  some  parties  to 
plead  for  the  employment  of  females  in  pits 
— to  enlarge  upon  the  desirableness  of  the 
labour,  and  their  own  satisfaction  in  per- 
forming it  ?  Could  it  he  supposed  that  he 
would  ever  support  or  favour  such  a  propo- 
sition? or  if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  was 
retained  to  plead  for  his  bill,  would  not  the 
noble  Lord's  feelings  in  its  favour  prevail, 
and  his  duties  as  a  counsel  be  lost  in  his 
eagerness  to  advance  the  causes  which  he 
conceived  so  replete  with  justice  and  benefit 
to  a  gteat  body  of  his  fellow-subjects? 
Ther^ore,  it  seemed  to  him  that  looking 
to  the  dukes  of  a  counsel,  they  could  not 
expect  that  they  should  be  performed  so 
satisfactorily  by  a  Member  of  the  other 
House  as  by  a  person  unconnected  with  it. 
Another  point  was,  that  there  could  not  be 
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on  the  part  of  their  Lordships  the  same 
freedom  in  dealing  with  a  counsel  who  was 
a  Member  of  the  Commons.  Suppose,  for 
instance,  that  a  Member  of  the  other  House 
had  pleaded  before  their  Lordships  on  the 
question  of  the  Printed  Papers  Bill,  it  was 
obvious  there  could  not  be  the  same  free- 
dom in  dealing  with  a  Member  coming  be- 
fore them  as  a  counsel  to  support  a  biU 
affecting  the  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons  as  there  would  be  if  he  could  not 
claim  any  privilege  as  a  Member  of  that 
House.  There  were,  then,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  see,  grave  reasons  why  the 
practice  in  question  should  no  longer  be 
permitted  to  exist.  It  was  not  said  that 
there  were  any  circumstances  to  take  the 
case  out  of  the  ordinary  rules  by  which  it 
should  be  judged,  or  that  any  other  counsel 
could  not  do  his  duty  just  as  well  as  a 
Member  of  the  Commons.  He  would  now 
refer  to  the  precedents  on  the  subject.  After 
very  considerable  research  he  could  only 
find  three  instances  in  which  any  attempt 
of  this  kind,  to  mix  the  two  capacities  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
counsel,  had  ever  occurred.  The  first  of 
these  was  not  very  generally  known;  it 
was  the  case  of  Sir  H.  Thynne,  in  1661, 
who  was  appointed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, on  a  bill  of  his  own,  counsel  to  sup- 
port it  before  the  House  of  Lords  It  was 
an  estate  bill,  and  the  probability  was  that 
it  merely  went  before  a  committee,  attract- 
ing no  sort  of  public  interest,  and  that 
counsel  never  appeared  at  their  Lordships' 
Bar  at  all.  That  precedent,  therefore,  could 
not  be  entitled  to  the  slightest  weight. 
There  was  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  which  required  that  when 
leave  was  given  to  a  Memberof  that  House  to 
plead  at  the  Bar  of  their  Lordships,  that 
the  name  of  the  case  should  be  mentioned— 
whether  it  was  a  writ  in  error  or  an  appeal ; 
but  it  seemed  never  to  have  been  thought 
possible  that  a  Member  of  the  Houw  o^ 
Commons  should  plead  before  their  Lord 
ships  when  the  subject  was  one  of  a 
legislative  character;  and  in  fact»  of 
ninety  instances  of  leave  having  been 
given  by  the  Commons  to  Members  to  plead 
at  the  Bar  of  the  House  of  Lords,  the  case 
of  Sir  Henry  Thynne  was  the  only  one  out 
of  these  ninety  in  which  leave  had  been 
given  to  plead  in  the  case  of  a  bill.  Nothing 
of  the  sort  occurred  after  1693  for  more 
than  a  century,  until  the  celebrated  case 
of  the  bill  brought  in  to  dissolve  the  mar* 
riage  of  Oeoige  4th  with  Queen  Caroline. 
Leave  was,  on  that  oocasiun  given  to  his 


noble  and  learned  Friend  near  him  (then 
Mr.  Brougham),  and  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Chief  Jimtice  of  England  (then 
Mr.  Denman),  to  appear  at  their  Lordships' 
Bar  as  counsel  against  the  bilL  But  that 
case  could  not  be  considered  as  a  precedent 
in  favour  of  allowing  Members  of  the  other 
House  who  had  voted  for  a  bill  in  that 
House  to  plead  as  counsel  for  it  in  this 
House.  In  the  present  case  it  appeared 
from  the  votes  of  the  other  House  that 
none  voted  against  the  Inll;  therefore  a 
Member  of  the  other  House  who  was 
present  must  have  voted  for  the  bill,  and  it 
was  now  proposed  that  one  of  those  Mem- 
bers should  be  heard  in  support  of  the  bill 
at  the  Bar  of  this  House.  In  the  case  of 
Queen  Caroline  the  drcurostances  under 
which  Mr.  Brougham  and  Mr.  Denman 
appeared  at  their  Lordships'  Bar  were  very 
peculiar.  Those  Gentlemen  were  the  At- 
torney and  Solicitor  general  of  her  Majesty; 
they  had  defended  her  from  the  beginning; 
they  were  in  her  confidence,  and  it  was 
impossible  that  she  could  have  transferred 
her  confidence  to  any  others,  and  no  others 
could  so  well  have  discharged  the  office  of 
council  against  the  bill.  But  in  that  case, 
as  he  understood,  there  was  a  stipulation, 
that  if  the  bill  came  to  the  Commons, 
those  Gentlemen  being  Members  of  the 
House  who  pleaded  against  the  bill  at  the 
Bar  of  this  House  should  not  be  permitted 
to  vote  upon  the  bill.  He  found  that  Mr. 
Brougham  was  reported  to  have  said  in  the 
House  of  Commons-* 

**  Supposing—an  event  which  he  could  not 
anticipate — the  bill  came  down  to  that  House, 
he  should  have  to  request  for  hmself  and  bis 
learned  Friend  permission  of  the  House  not  to 
vote  on  any  stage  of  it '' — 

so  that  there  was  a  pledge  and  condition. 
Lord  Castlereagh  said— 

**  He  conceived  the  same  privilege  should  be 
conceded  to  the  other  side,  if  Gentlemen, 
Members  of  that  House,  were  called  on  to 
exercise  their  talents  in  support  of  this  import- 
ant bill :  in  that  case  it  would  be  proper  that 
the  individuals  thus  selected  should  exercise 
their  functions  in  that  House  with  the  same 
reserve  and  with  the  same  understanding  that 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  would  exercise  theirs ; 
namely,  that  they  should  discuss  the  question 
professionally,  and  not  interfere  by  giriog  any 
vote  on  it.** 

And  he  moved  that  his  Majesty's  Attorney 
and  Sdlicitor-genersl  should  be  allowed 
the  same  leave  as  was  granted  to  the  At- 
torney and  Solicitor  genml  of  her  Majesty. 
Mr.  Williams  said,  that 
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''The  noble  Lord  had  not  coupled  with  his ' 
motion  any  statement  that  the  King's  Attorney 
and  Solicitor-general  should  not  vote  upon  the 
Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties  in  that  House,  if 
such  a  bill  we^e  brought  down  from  the  other 
House  of  Parliament." 

Lord  Castlereagh  said^  that 

''  He  had  stated  at  the  outset  that  such  was 
the  distinct  understanding/' 

So  that  tLexe  was  a  distinct  understand- 
ing that  no  vote  should  be  given  for  or 
against  the  bill  by  any  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  who  pleaded  at  their 
Lordships' Bar.  This,  therefore,' was  not 
a  case  in  point  as  a  precedent,  because  the 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement  Bill  had  come 
from  the  House  of  Commons.  The  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  had  already  voted  for  it, 
and,  therefore,  on  the  principle  for  which 
he  was  contending,  they  had  disqualified 
themselves  from  pleading  at  their  Lordships' 
Bar.  But  he  would  go  still  further.  He 
regretted  that  his  noble  Friend  near  him 
{Ix)rd  Brougham)  had,  upon  the  occasion 
referred  to,  abandoned  his  original  intention 
of  quitting  the  House  of  Commons  al- 
together, in  order  to  plead  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House  of  Lords — a  plan  of  procedure 
which  he  considered  more  satisfactory 
than  that  which  had  taken  place.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  as  well  as  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
were  then  very  popular,  and  might  have 
been  sure  of  being  re-elected;  and  he 
therefore  thought  it  would  have  been  better 
if  they  had  carried  into  execution  their 
intention    of   retiring    from   Parliament. 

The  only  other  case  was  in  1830^- 
that  of  Sir  Jonah  Barrington,  the  Judge 
of  the  Admiralty  Court  in  Ireland, 
against  whom  a  charge  of  malversation  in 
his  oflSce  has  been  brought  by  commissioners 
of  inquiry.  In  the  first  instance  certain 
resolutions  were  come  to  by  the  House  of 
Commons  I  those  resolutions  were  .com- 
municated to  their  Lordships  with  an  ad« 
dress  to  the  Crown  for  the  removal  of  Sir 
Jonah,  in  which  this  House  was  asked  to 
concur.  When  the  resolutions  were  com- 
municated to  their  Lordships,  an  inquiry 
took  place  at  the  Bar  of  this  House,  and  the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor-general  were  de- 
sired to  attend,  to  examine  the  instances  in 
which  Sir  Jonah  was  alleged  to  have  been 
guilty  of  the  ofience.  But  that  was  not  a 
bill  of  pains  and  penalties;  if  it  had  been,  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  who  had 
voted  for  it  would  not  have  been  allowed  to 
plead  in  its  support  at  their  Lordships'Bar. 

VOL,  LXV.    {S^} 


Mr.  Macqueent  in  his  History  and  Prac^ 
tice  of  the  House  of  Lords,  stated,  that 

*^  Counsel  being  themselves  Members  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  may  plead  in  all 
matters,  except  such  as  are  of  a  legislative 
character,  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  of  Lords.*' 

He  added — 

**  The  reason  of  the  exception  is  obvious  ; 
in  all  proceedings  of  a  legislative  character 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  have  a 
right  to  vote,  and  therefore  it  is  inexpedient 
for  them  to  act  as  counsel  in  either  House, 
which  would  be  inconsistent  with  that  inde- 
pendence and  impartiality  of  opinion  which 
are  essential  to  their  position  as  Members  of 
Parliament/' 

This  was  written^  after  Sir  Jonah  Bar- 
rington's  case.  According  to  authority  and 
precedent,  therefore,  the  practice  could  not 
be  for  one  moment  allowed.  The  order  of 
the  House  of  Commons  by  which  leave  was 
given  was  not  binding  on  this  House,  and 
die  House  of  Commons  could  not  object  to 
their  Lordships  not  allowing  one  of  its 
Members  to  be  heard  at  their  Bar.  The 
order  of  that  House  was  merely  **  that  he 
have  leave  to  plead,  if  he  think  fit,  and 
if  their  Lordships  think  fit  to  hear 
him."  It  would  be  no  want  of  courtesy 
on  the  part  of  their  Lordships  to  decline 
hearing  him  \  so  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  not  have  the  smallest  reason  to 
be  ofiended  if  leave  were  refused :  and 
fox  these  reasons  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  refuse  permission.  He  regretted 
that  a  Peer  of  more  experience  and  weight 
in,  the  House  had  not  brought  this  subject 
before  their  Lordships ;  but  they  would  look 
at  the  merits  of  the  question  itself.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  resolution  stated  at  the  beginning 
of  his  speech. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  I  trust  your 
Lordship  will  excuse  my  troubling  you  with 
a  few  observations  on  the  subject  of  this 
motion.  I  certainly  cannot  bring  my  mind 
to  agree  to  support  it.  It  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  follow  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
through  the  extensive  details  into  which  he 
has  thought  it  right  to  enter  on  this  occa- 
sion, particularly  the  details  in  the  very 
early  part  of  his  speech  ;  because  nobody, 
for  a  moment,  can  doubt  your  Lordships' 
authority  and  power  to  receive  or  to  refuse 
to  hear  any  counsel  at  your  Lordships'  Bar. 
It  is  absolutely  in  your  Lordships  power  to 
do  in  that  matter  what  you  think  proper. 
I  agree  with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
that  there  is  a  possibility  of  inconvenient 
results  arising  from  hearing  Members  of 
2B 
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the  other  House  of  Parliament  in  support 
of  a  bill  at  your  Lordships*  Bar.  But  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  have  sat  for  a  long 
time,  and  counsel  have  appeared  at  your 
Lordships'  Bar  under  the  circumstances  to 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
adverted,  but  no  such  inconvenience,  in 
point  of  fact,  has  arisen.  Another  argument 
of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  was,  that  if 
you  allow  Members  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  to  appear  at  your  Lordships'  Bar 
to  advocate  or  oppose  a  biU  pending  in  Par- 
liament, it  may  lead  to  a  species  of  direct 
bribery;  it  might  lead,  according  to  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  argument,  to 
bribery,  in  the  shape  of  a  retainer  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  House,  affecting  them  in 
the  exercise  of  their  legislative  duties. 
Now  considering  that  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  is  a  Member  of  the  legal  profession, 
that  he  practised  in  it  so  long,  and  with  so 
much  distinction,  I  think  he  might  have 
known  the  character  of  those  who  plead 
at  the  Bar  too  well  to  suppose  that  a 
case  of  that  description  could  take  place,  or 
to  cast  an  imputation  on  the  Bar  generally 
which  it  so  little  deserves.  It  does  appear 
to  me  that  one  inconvenience  may  arise, 
that  the  practice  of  Members  of  the  other 
House  being  heard  at  the  Bar  might  have  a 
tendency  to  confine  to  such  persons  business 
of  a  certain  class  which  ought  to  be  extended 
equally  to  all*  There  may  be  a  tendency  to 
a  slight  inconvenience  of  that  description, 
but  after  the  experience  of  many  years  we 
know  that  no  practical  inconvenience  has 
been  felt,  and  we  may  feel  doubtful  of  the 
policy  of  adopting  any  affirmative  measure 
on  the  subject.  I  have  heard  it  suggested 
at  different  times,  that  Members  of  the 
other  House  should  not  appear  at  your 
Lordships'  Bar,  under  the  circumstances 
that  have  been  referred  to,  in  support  of  or 
in  opposition  to  a  bill.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  referred  to  instances  of 
exception — remarkable  instances,  in  which 
no  objection  was  made.  One  was  the  case 
of  the  Queen's  trial.  Now  whatever  passed 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  that  occasion 
is  no  guide  to  your  Lordships.  On  that 
occasion  Membm  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  pleaded  on  the  one  side  and  the 
other  without  any  objection  being  urged  by 
your  Lordships.  I  have  heard  that  objec- 
tions  were  then  surmised,  and  intimated, and 
whispered,  but  so  far  as  public  acts  are 
concerned  no  objection  was  made.  I  also 
heard,  and  every  one  of  your  Jjord- 
ships  may  have  heard,  that  the  permis- 
sion to  Members  of  the  other  House  was 


attended  with  some  inconvenience.  I  need 
not  allude  to  the  particular  circumstances^ 
they  are  gone  by.  It  may  be  said  that 
suffering  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  plead  in  that  case  may  have  occa- 
sioned great  excitement,  and  may  have  led 
to  conduct  which  was  attended  with  some 
inconvenience.  I  answer  that  I  am  sure  it 
led  to  no  inconvenience.  If  your  Lordships 
had  objected  to  those  individoals  pleading 
for  or  against  the  Queen,  the  consequence 
would  have  been  that  they  would  have 
relinquished  their  seats  in  Parliament,  and 
the  same  individuals  would  have  appeared 
to  conduct  the  case,  in  the  same  manner, 
with  the  same  temper  and  spirit  as  it  actu- 
ally was  conducted  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  time.  That  precedent  shows  that 
your  Lordships  have  laid  down  no  certain 
rule  for  the  exclusion  of  Members  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  in  the  case  of 
bills  pending  in  this  House.  Another  case 
alluded  to  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  conducted  much  more  temperately  and. 
calmly.  It  was  in  substance  a  bill,  being 
a  prooeedine  to  remove  a  judge,  which  can 
only  be  effected  by  an  address  in  which 
bom  Houses  of  Parliament  concur.  The 
present  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland— 
who  were  then  Attorney  and  Solicitor- 
general — appeared  in  that  case,  and  without 
any  consequent  inconvenience.  I  am  per- 
suaded that  careful  investigation  would 
discover  other  instances  in  which  the  same 
proceeding  had  taken  place  without  any 
greater  inconvenience.  If  your  Lordships 
think  proper  to  change  the  rule  of  the 
House,  do  so,  but  let  the  change  be  the 
result  of  careful  and  diligent  investigation 
and  inquiry.  You  should  first  of  tdl  mi- 
nutely inquire  into  what  has  taken  place 
in  former  times.  After  such  inquiry,  if 
you  think  fit  to  lay  down  a  general  rule, 
you  will  consider  maturely  what  it  should 
be— -whether  there  should  be  any  exception, 
and,  if  any,  what  exception — whether  it 
should  extend  only  to  public  bills,  or  to 
private  biUs  also — in  short  with  what  qua- 
lifications and  distinctions  it  ought  to  be 
adopted.  I  am  quite  sure  you  ought  not  to 
proceed  rashly  or  hastily  to  a  decision  with- 
out considering  the  subject  in  all  its  bearings 
or  without  adopting  the  usual  precaution, 
in  cases  of  this  nature,  of  referring  it  to  a 
select  committee.  But,  my  Lords,  I  have 
another  objection  to  the  motion  of  my  noblo 
and  learned  Friend.  I  do  not  like  a  motion 
of  this  kind  which  is  general  in  form,  but 
which  is  directed  against  a  particular  indi- 
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vidoal*  and  intended  for  a  particular  occa- 
sion. It  may  be  said  that  it  is  a  general  rule^ 
and  you  wish  to  lay  it  down  as  a  general 
rule  for  the  conduct  of  the  House,  it  is  so 
in  terms,  and  it  is  true  that  the  individual 
ia  not  named ;  hut  who  will  not  see  that 
the  motion  is  directed  against  that  indivi- 
dualj  and  against  that  individual  alone?  I 
call  upon  your  Lordships  not  to  make  a 
rule  on  this  ground.  It  would  be  unworthy 
of  the  House,  unworthy  of  your  Lordships' 
character  and  station,  to  make  such  a  parti- 
cular case  the  ground  for  such  an  order  as 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  proposes.  On 
this  ground  I  oppose  the  motion.  If  it 
be  thought  proper  further  to  consider  the 
question,  I  would  recommend  that  it  be 
brought  forward  early  next  Session,  and 
that  a  select  committee  be  appointed  for  its 
investigation.  I  do  not  wish  to  see  it 
adopted  hastily,  on  the  spur  of  the  occasion; 
and,  above  all,  adopted  with  reference  to  a 

rirticular  individuaL  Having  stated  what 
have  submitted  for  your  Lordships'  con- 
sideration, I  wish  to  state  facts  connected 
with  the  employment  of  counsel  in  the 
particular  case  of  the  Sudbury  Disfranchise- 
ment Bill.  The  moment  I  was  informed 
that  a  number  of  witnesses  were  to  be  exa- 
mined at  your  Lordships'  Bar,  I  did  what 
every  one  holding  my  situation  does^- 
direct  an  application  to  be  made  in  the 
usual  way  to  the  Treasury  for  the  attend- 
ance of  counseL  The  eentleman  named 
by  the  Treasury  was  Mr.  Waddington. 
If  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Marquess, 
who  has  the  conduct  of  the  bill,  thidcs  it 
necessary  to  have  other  forensic  aid,  appli- 
cation should  be  made  for  it.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  have  no  objection  to  the  employ- 
ment of  another  counsel,  but  I  would 
suggest  to  my  noble  Friend,  that  in  such 
cases  it  is  usual  to  be  as  parsimonious  with 
regard  to  expense  as  possible.  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  give  this  explanation  of 
the  facts,  in  order  that  if  one  gentleman 
should  be  preferred,  it  should  not  be  ascribed 
to  any  cause  but  that  Mr.  Waddington  was 
appointed  before  the  name  of  any  other 
gentleman  was  suggested.  I  have  only  to 
add,  that  for  the  reason  I  have  stated  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  oppose  the  motion  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  I  deem  it  my  duty 
to  add,  that  my  clear  and  unhesitating 
opinion  agrees  with  what  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  just  stated.  Undoubt- 
edly my  noble  and  learned  Friend  who  made 
this  motion  stated^  and  I  most  willingly 


and  entirely  believe  him,  that  he  was  fully 
aware  of  the  gravity  and  importance  of  a 
proposition  of  this  description  for  altering 
or  extending  a  Standing  Order.  But  I  am 
sure  it  is  omy  because  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  asserts  this  that  I  believe  it,  for  I 
do  not  perceive  in  the  course  he  has  taken, 
any,  the  slightest^  indication  of  his  being 
aware  of  the  gravity,  the  importance,  or, 
permit  me  to  say,  the  delicacy,  of  the 
question  which  he  has  undertaken  to  bring 
before  the  House.  But  as  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  informed  your  Lord- 
ships that  he  is  aware  of  it,  of  course  I  am 
bound  to  believe  him,  and  1  do  believe  tbat 
at  least  he  thinks  so ;  but  his  conduct  is 
entirely  at  variance  with  any  possibility  of 
having  been  so  aware.  My  Lords,  to  pro- 
pound a  Standing  Order  m  any  generally 
important  matter  is  one  of  the  rarest,  and 
permit  me  to  add,  one  of  the  most  difficult 
tasks  which  any  of  your  Lordships  can  take 
upon  you  to  perform.  I  had  the  honour  of 
sitting  in  this  House,  in  the  place  now  much 
more  worthily  occupied  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor),  for 
four  years.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  succeeded  me  was  there  upwards  of  five 
years.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend  who 
sat  on  the  Woolsack  during  the  inter- 
mediate period  sat  altogether  during,  I  be- 
lieve, six  sessions  of  Parliament.  Not  one 
of  us,  with  a  single  exception,  during  the 
whole  of  that  period,  during  the  twelve  or 
thirteen  years  that  we  filled  the  place  of 
Speaker  of  this  House,  ever  thought  it  be- 
coming that  we  should  so  far  go  out  of  our 
way  as  to  alter  or  extend  any  of  your 
Standing  Orders.  The  exception  to  which 
I  allude  furnishes  an  illustration  of  what 
has  been  said  both  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  and  myself.  I  hud 
the  honour  of  proposing  a  set  of  Standing 
Orders  in  the  year  183%  I  did  not  get  up 
and  give  notice  on  Friday  that  I  should 
move  them  on  Monday  in  consequence  of 
some  circumstance  which  just  then  became 
known,  and  afterwards  postpone  them  for 
a  few  days  only  in  consequence  of  the  ill- 
ness of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The  subject 
was  fully  opened  to  your  Lordships.  There 
was  much  consultation  held  with  all  the 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House  who 
take  a  part  in  law  cases.  There  were  pri- 
vate consultations  on  them  before  proceed- 
ing further.  The  result  of  that  deliberate 
consideration  waft  explained  to  your  Lord- 
ships, but  I  did  not  move  their  immediate 
adoption.  Such  propositions  become  law 
2  B  2 
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by  9  single  act  Withoat  going  throogli 
the  stages  of  different  readings,  committee, 
and  report,  they  acquire  immediately  and 
by  a  single  step  the  force  and  authority  of 
law.  That  immediate  legislation  was  net 
proposed  in  1837.  Bot  that  is  the  course 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  being 
aware,  as  he  says,  of  the  gravity  and  im- 
portance of  the  occasion^  that  is  the  course 
which,  to  show  that  he  is  so  aware,  and 
that  he  is  acting  under  the  influence  of 
that  feeling,  and  under  the  control  and 
restraint  which  it  is  calculated  to  impose, 
has  thought  meet  to  propose  for  your  Lord, 
ships'  adoption.  What  was  done  in  1837? 
The  subject  was  discussed  in  this  House. 
A  select  committee  was  appointed  to  con- 
sider it  and  report  their  opinion  to  the 
House.  It  was  attended  by  mv  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite, 
and  by  all  accustomed  to  take  a  part  in 
such  proceedings.  The  committee,  after 
full  deliberation,  made  a  report.  The 
report  was  circulated  amongst  your  Lord- 
ships, and  your  Lordships,  having  again 
considered  the  matter,  did  at  last  adopt 
those  Orders.  On  another  occasion  a  simi- 
lar course  was  taken.  In  1715  it  was  re- 
ferred to  a  committee  to  consider  the 
Standing  Orders  generally,  and  the  judges 
were  summoned  to  attend  it,  so  important 
and  so  difficult  was  it  felt  to  interfere  with 
the  Standing  Orders.  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  feally  cannot  see  anything  so  much  a 
matter  of  course  in  the  present  proposal — 
I  cannot  think  it  such  an  exception  to  all 
proposals  of  this  description  as  to  induce 
roe  to  depart  from  that  cautious,  circum- 
spect course  which  your  Lordships  have 
always  adopted  in  dealing  with  such  ques- 
tions. I  think,  if  I  were  to  go  over  the 
whole  speech  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend^  and  take  one  after  another  of  his 
instances  and  his  arguments,  I  can  hardly 
conceive  that  stronger  reasons  could  be 
urgeJ,  or  stronger  instances  cited,  for  the 
purpose  of  inducing  your  Lordships  to 
negative  the  motion  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  than  such  a  recapitulation 
of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend's  own 
speech  would  exhibit.  Does  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  not  perceive  —  with  his 
acuteness  on  all  other  subjects,  which  is  so 
great  where  his  mind  is  not  unhappily 
warped  by  some  preconceived  idea,  some 
feeling  of  a  kind  of  necessity  from  which 
he  cannot  escape,  of  meddling  with  the 
Standing  Orders  and  propounding  new 
ones«-<loes  he  not,  witn  qis   acuteness, 


never  until  now  at  fiuilt— perceive  that 
every  one  of  his  argnments  applies  to  a 
different  question,  to  a  different  matter 
from  that  which  is  before  your  Lordships, 
and  to  another  place  than  your  Lordships' 
House  ?  He  says,  if  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  comes  here  to  argue 
a  bill,  whether  about  to  be  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons  from  this  House,  or 
brought  up  thence,  the  greatest  incoo- 
venienoe  and  most  mischievous  consequence 
must  ensue.  How?  Where?  To  whom  ? 
To  this  House,  where  alone  your  Lord« 
ships  have  anything  to  do  with  the  con- 
sideration of  mischievous  consequences? 
Not  at  all.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
does  not  afllect  to  say  so.  He  cannot 
descry  the  most  remote  or  distant  glim- 
mering of  such  an  inconvenience.  He 
said  a  Member  appearing  at  this  Bar,  upon 
a  bill  about  to  go  down  to  the  other  House, 
might  have  his  judgment  as  a  legislator 
warped  with  regard  to  it.  If  it  were  a 
bill  about  to  come  up  from  the  other  House, 
a  Member  might  likewise  be  unduly  af- 
fected by  having  a  retainer  in  his  pocket. 
Whose  concern  is  that  ?  It  is  the  business 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is  for  them 
to  protect  themselves.  That  there  may  be 
an  inconvenience  I  do  not  deny— there 
may  be  a  warping  of  the  judgment — there 
may  be  bribery,  or  what  has  the  same 
effect,  I  do  not  deny  it,  but  it  is  a  matter 
for  the  House  of  Commons  to  consider.  It 
is  for  them  to  keep  their  Members  from 
anything  which  may  interfere  with  the 
discharge  of  their  duty— to  take  care  that 
the  forensic  zeal  produced  by  a  retainer, 
may  not  enter  into  their  legislative  delibe- 
rations. My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
said,  that  if  a  Member  of  the  other  House 
receives  a  retainer  to  appear  at  your  Bar, 
it  may  influence  him  here.  Why,  that  is 
the  proper  office  of  a  retainer.  It  is  for 
that  it  is  given.  The  more  it  influences 
his  conduct,  the  more  he  is  under  its  sway 
—the  more  zealously,  in  consequence  of  it, 
he  performs  his  duty,  the  better.  Better 
for  whom  ?  For  the  client  who  has  retained 
him,  and  not  the  worse  for  the  court  before 
whom  his  client  has  sent  him  to  argue. 
Does  it  do  your  Lordships  any  harm  that 
he  shows  zcad  in  consideration  of  that  re- 
tainer, and,  for  aught  I  know,  in  propor- 
tion to  it.  No  such  tbin^  It  is  exactly 
what  he  is  here  to  do  To  turn  to  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend*  motion  —  it 
furnishes  an  instance  of  the  consequences 
of  that  rash  and  hasty  legislation,  without 
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the  circumspection  or  caution  which  I  took 
leave  to  recommend  a  few  nights  affo — an 
illustration  of  that  headlong  impatience  for 
alteration  which,  where  the  ordinary  guards 
and  preventiyes  of  rashness  and  crudeness 
are  absent — the  different  stages  of  first, 
second,  and  third  reading,  committee,  and 
report — and  where  one  motion  upon  one 
speech,  however  eloquent  or  convincing, 
acquires  in  an  instant  the  force  of  law, 
may  altogether  fail  to  accomplish  the  ob- 
ject it  has  in  view.    My  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  who  is  so  well  aware  of  the  gravity 
and  difficulty  of  the  subject,  and  of  the 
caution  and  circumspection  which  it  needs, 
thinks  it  necessary  to  prevent  Members  of 
the  other  House  from  pleading  before  your 
Lordships.    What  is  the  Standing  Order 
which  he  proposes  ?     That  they  shall  not 
be  allowed  to  plead  at  the  Bar.     Would 
this  prevent  them  from  going  before  com- 
mittees.^    The  same  mischiefs  and  incon- 
veniences might  arise  before  a  committee 
to-morrow,  even  if  this  order  were  adopted 
to  night.     Perh^s  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  be  willing  to  alter  and  amend 
hi9  own  Standing  Order,  but  what  a  proof 
this  is  of  the  deliberation  with  which  it 
has  been  framed.     There  was  a  case  in 
1792,  when  a  set  of  Standing  Orders  were 
adopted  on  a  short  notice,  and  a  short  time 
after  it  was  found  necessary  to  suspend 
them  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session, 
that  case  is  a  beacon  to  warn,  and  not  a 
safe  haven  to  attract.    1  speak  with  great 
distrust  of  my  own  feelings,  but  with  no 
distrust  of  my  own  recollection,  when  I 
come  to  that  part  of  my  noble  Friend's 
statement,  in  which  he  made  allusion  to 
the  case  of  the  Queen.    It  turns  out,  at 
the  end  of  two-and-twentv  years — I  was 
not  before  aware  of  it— out  it  does  so 
happen,  that  my  noble  Friend  thinks  we, 
who  were  concerned  in  that  case,  ought  to 
have  adopted  another  course  than  that 
which  we  did  take,  and  instead  of  main- 
taining our  seats  in  the  other  House,  we 
ought  to  have  quitted  them,  to  discharge 
our  professional  duties.      My   noble  and 
learned    Friend  has    been    inconceivably 
careless  in  his  statement  of  the  facts  re- 
ferring  to  that  occasion,  and  not  less  so  in 
the  inferences  he  has  drawn  from  them. 
First,  as  to  the  facts.     He  says,  the  rea- 
son why  an  exception  was  made  in  grant- 
ing leave  to  the  present  Chief  Justice  and 
myself  was,  that  we  held  the  offices  of  her 
Majesty's  attorney  and  Solicitor  general. 
But  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  is  not 


aware  that  Dr.  Lushington  held  no  office 
under  her  Majesty— that  Dr.  Lushington 
was  a  Memb^  of  the  other  House— that 
he  had  a  common  retainer  as  counsel  for 
the  Queen,  and  that  leave  was  given  to 
him  in  the  same  way,  and  the  same  words 
in  which  it  was  given  to  the  Chief  Justice 
and  mvself.  So  much  for  the  fact  Now 
as  to  the  inference.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  have  advised  us  to  vacate  our 
seats  at  that  time.  We  had  not  then  the 
benefit  of  his  counsel,  and  were  obliged  to 
act  on  the  light  we  had.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  says,  we  should  have  been 
easily  restored  to  our  seats.  This  shows 
how  the  most  acute  and  subtle  minds  who 
have  not  taken  time  to  consider  a  subject 
may  mistake  where  much  humbler  capa- 
cities by  proper  consideration  can  see 
clearly.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
says,  that  I  had  great  popularity,  which 
would  have  secured  my  re-election.  Great 
popularity  would  have  been  of  ^reat  use  in 
one  of  the  closest  boroughs  in  all  England. 
In  the  ignorance  which  my  noble  Friend 
labours  under — God  knows  it  is  no  fault 
of  his — ^he  says,  I  ought  to  have  retired 
from  Parliament.  If  I  had  retired  from 
the  borough,  some  one  must  have  taken 
my  place.  What  would  have  been  the 
consequence  ?  I  could  not  ask  that  person 
to  retire  again.  That  being  the  case,  I 
had  resolved  to  go  out.i^  I|had  resolved  to 
retire  from  Parliament,  and  announced, 
on  bringing  forward  certain  motions,  that 
I  did  so  with  that  view.  But  I  had  as- 
certained, that  I  could  not  come  in  again. 
I  announced,  too,  before  the  House  granted 
leave,  as  also  had  Mr.  Denman  my  inten- 
tion to  refrain  from  taking  any  part  in  the 
discussions  upon  any  bill  which  might  be 
brought  before  the  House  with  respect 
to  the  subject  upon  which  I  was  to 
be  heard  at  your  Lordships'  Bar.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Brougham 
continued)  said,  that  the  Queen's  Soli- 
citor-general could  again  be  returned  if 
he  had  resigned  before  pleading  at  the 
Bar — for  where  ? — ^for  Nottingham  !  Re- 
turned again  for  Nottingham,  after,  per- 
haps, a  severe  contest  had  taken  place  .^ 
Could  the  retiring  Member,  no  longer 
wishing  to  be  out  and  again  desirous  of 
being  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, so  easily  displace  his  successor? 
That  was  a  question  which  he  would  leave 
their  Lordships  to  judge  of.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  not  the  fiunilty  of  perceiving 
that  the  election  was  so  certain  or  easy ; 
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but,  perhaps,  it  was  a  question  which  the 
successor  of  Mr.  Denman  could  best  de- 
cide. '*  Oh !  but !"  said  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  *'  what  was  more  easy 
than  to  go  back  and  be  reelected?*'  The 
present  fkcts,  with  respect  to  that  borough, 
would,  perhaps,  show  that  it  was  not  so 
yery  easy  to  go  back.  What  atom,  what 
particle  of  difference  would  it  have  made 
if  all  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
Queen's  case  as  retained  advocates,  and 
had  taken  part  in  the  judicial  proceedings 
relating  to  her — what  atom  of  difference 
would  it  have  made  if  they  had  abandoned 
their  seats  whilst  those  proceedings  were 
pending,  and  returned  to  them  again  im- 
mediately after  by  means  of  a  re-election  ? 
What  difference  would  such  a  course  ha?e 
made  as  to  the  inconvenience  and  mischiefs 
which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  ap- 
prehended !  The  only  possible  difference 
which  he  could  see  was,  that  in  the  one 
case  they  would  have  gone  out,  and  that 
in  the  other  they  had  remained.  The 
only  portion  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  argument  which  related  to  their 
Lordships — ^for  that  which  related  to  the 
inconvenience  which  might  arise  in  another 
place  from  Members  of  the  other  House 
pleading  at  their  Lordships' Bar  was  for 
that  other  House  to  consider — the  only 
portion  of  the  argument  which  related  to 
their  Lordships  was,  that  they  might  not 
be  able  to  exercise  the  same  power  over 
those  who  could  plead  the  privilege  as 
over  persons  who  could  not.  This,  how- 
ever, he  denied.  He  would  stand  up  for 
the  privileges  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  he  denied  that  they  could  not  main- 
tain them  with  the  same  power,  whether 
the  persons  heard  at  the  Bar  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  House  or  not.  Let  any 
Member  of  the  other  House  pleading  at 
that  Bar  show  a  want  of  respect  for  the 
privileges  of  that  House,  let  them  presume 
to  say  or  do  anything  which  would  not  be 
warranted  in  an  ordinary  Member  of  the 
Bar,  and  their  Lordships  would  soon  visit 
the  breach  of  their  privileges,  either  with 
an  appropriate  censure  or  with  some  other 
form  of  their  displeasure  which  they  might 
deem  called  for.  Nay,  he  would  proceed 
further  and  say,  that  they  would  be  want- 
ing in  the  proper  respect  which  was  due  to 
themselves  if  they  faUed  to  show  to  any 
Member  of  the  other  House  who  might 
plead  at  their  Bar  that  any  breach  on  his 
part  of  the  privileges  of  theu*  House  would 
be  visited  with  the  same  punishment,  nei- 


ther going  further  nor  falling  short  of 
that  which  would  be  dealt  to  an  advocate 
who  was  not  a  Member  of  the  other  House. 
It  would  then  be  seen  how  little  was  to  be 
apprehended  by  their  Lordships  from  that 
privilege  of  Parliament  which  had  been 
so  absurdly  set  up  in  support  of  the 
present  motion.  For  his  own  part,  nei- 
ther he  nor  any  of  those  engaged  with 
him  at  the  trial  of  Queen  Caroline  pre- 
sumed on  the  privilege  of  Parliament 
when  heard  at  the  Bar  of  that  House. 
There  were  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
other  House  twice  repeated — once  in  1693, 
and  again  in  1695 — prohibiting  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  from  plead- 
ing at  their  Lordships'  Bar  without  the 
permission  of  that  House ;  and  there 
would  be  found  on  its  journals  abundant 
instances,  even  to  overflowing,  to  prove  the 
rule,  by  pointing  out  the  particular  occa- 
sion upon  which  leave  had  been  granted. 
Let  the  House  of  Commons  then  deal  with 
their  own  Standing  Orders.  He  did  not 
see  any  harm  that  could  result  to  that 
House  from  the  Members  of  the  Commons 
being  there  to  plead  upon  bills.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  he  thought  it  was  ill- 
advised  in  the  other  House  to  give  such 
permission.  In  the  first  place,  their  doing 
so  was  unfair  to  the  profession  ;  and, 
secondly,  it  must,  almost  of  necessity,  be  an 
interruption  of  the  duties  of  Members. 
Unless,  therefore,  good  cause  was  shown, 
he  thought  such  leave  should  not  be  granted 
at  all ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  this  was  an  aflkir  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  not  of  their  Lordships ; 
that  they  had  nothing  to  do  with  it, 
and  ought  not  to  discuss  it ;  indeed, 
the  only  points  on  which  he  differed  at  all 
from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  was,  that  he  did  not  for  a  mo- 
ment anticipate  a  period  when  the  consi- 
deration of  the  subject  ought  to  be  re- 
newed in  their  Lordships'  House.  One 
word  more,  and  he  would  conclude.  The 
noble  Lord  who  brought  forward  this  mo- 
tion declared,  that  whilst  he  raised  the 
question  for  the  more  delicate  dealing  with 
cases  which  might  immediately  occur,  he 
did  not  intend  in  any  way  to  direct  its  ap- 
plication to  the  particular  case  of  Mr.  Roe^ 
buck.  Now,  he  could  not  at  all  see  how 
it  was  possible  to  disconnect  the  two  pro- 
ceedings—the proceeding  of  the  Com- 
mons, namely,  with  respect  to  Mr.  Roe- 
buck, and  the  proceeding  of  the  noble  Lord 
with  respect  to  the  Standing  Order.    If, 
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indeed,  this  motion  had  been  brought  for- 
ward, not  only  after  Mr.  Roebuck's  re- 
tainer had  been  sent,  and  after  he  had  ob- 
tained leave  to  appear  at  their  Lordships' 
Bar,  but  after  the  cause  was  over  respecting 
which  such  leave  had  been  granted  to  him 
— then  there  might  have  been  some  pre- 
sumptive proof  in  support  of  the  noble 
Lord's  declaration ;  but  the  fact  was,  that 
notice  was  given  of  the  motion  imme- 
diately after  Mr.  Roebuck  had  obtained 
leave,  and  before  he  could  have  been  heard, 
and  the  noble  Lord  timed  the  motion  just 
so, — that  his  noble  Friend,  the  noble 
Marquess  to  whom  the  bill  was  committed, 
having  given  notice  that  he  should  move 
its  second  leading  on  Friday  night, — ^what 
did  the  noble  Lord  do  but  get  up  and  put  off 
his  motion,  not  to  a  day  subsequent  to  that 
on  which  Mr.  Roebuck  would,  in  course, 
have  appeared  at  their  Bar,  but  to  this  very 
day,  this  particular  Thursday,  being  the 
one  day  previous  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  bill  and  to  Mr.  Roebuck's  making  his 
appearance  as  counsel  in  support  of  it. 
The  evident  object,  therefore,  was  to  make 
a  sort  of  ex  post  facto  law  to  meet  a  parti- 
cular case— the  particular  one,  no  doubt, 
of  Mr.  Roebuck's  appearing  at  the  Bar  of 
their  House.  Whatever  might  be  the 
noble  Lord's  design,  it  was  accordingly 
clear  that  this  motion  would  have  the 
inevitable  tendency  of  preventing  the  at- 
tendance of  Mr.  Roebuck,  of  whom  he 
must  say,  that  a  man  of  more  inflexible  in- 
tegi'ity>  public  and  private,  he  had  never 
known — ^in  addition  to  which  he  might 
further  add,  that  he  had  rarely  met  with 
one  of  larger  information  or  of  greater 
ability. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  believed 
he  must  take  it  to  himself  that  any  neces- 
sity had  arisen  for  discussing  this  motion, 
for  in  undertaking  the  charge  of  the  Sud- 
bury Disfranchisement  Bill  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  he  had  thought  it  desirable 
that  some  one  should  attend  at  the  Bar  to 
support  it,  and  after  concert  with  others  it 
seemed  to  him  that  Mr.  Roebuck  was  a 
very  proper  person  to  hold  the  brief.  He 
(Lora  Clanricarde)  had,  however,  certainly 
never  contemplated  the  difficulty  which 
had  arisen,  but  it  having  occurred,  he  was 
bound,  after  mature  consideration,  to  say 
that  he  did  not  see  that  any  reason  had 
been  shown  why  their  Lordships  should 
interfere.  The  matter  seemed  to  him  to 
be  peculiar  to  the  Commons,  and  he  thought 
that  branch  of  the  Legislature  should  be 
left  to  deal  with  it  as  they  pleased. 


Lord  Campbell,  in  reply«  observed  that 
he  had,  with  respect  to  tliis  motion,  a  very 
formidable  opposition  to  encounter  in  the 
combination  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Lord 
High  Chancellor,  on  the  Woolsack,  and  the 
noble  ex-Chancellor  who  sat  behind  him. 
When  their  Lordships  recollected,  however, 
that  both  those  noble  Lords,  being  then 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  had 
on  a  former  occasion  been  the  very  parties 
to  appear  as  counsel  in  a  criminal  proceed- 
ing at  their  Lordships'  Bar,  he  did  think 
that  they  would  not  look  upon  them  as 
very  high  authorities  on  this  subject,  but 
that  they  would  rather  consider  their  judg^ 
ment  to  be  warped  by  their  position  than 
to  be  perfectly  and  entirely  impartial.  He 
had  been  severely  censured  by  both  the 
noble  Lords  for  what  they  termed  his  pre- 
cipitation with  regard  to  this  motion.  It 
had  been  said,  in  the  first  place,  that  he 
should  have  moved  for  a  select  committee. 
Surely,  however,  no  select  committee  was 
required  to  consider  a  Standing  Order.  His 
order  would  be,  perhaps,  of  three  lines  in 
length;  there  would  be  nothing  complicated 
about  it,  nothing  opposed  to  precedent, 
nothing  that  their  Lordships  might  not 
consider  and  decide  on  in  the  course  of  a 
few  minutes.  Where,  then,  was  the  neces- 
sity for  a  select  committee,  which  was  only 
usually  appointed  in  cases  of  extreme  diffi- 
culty,  or  where  research  or  consideration 
was  made  peculiarly  desirable  ?  But  then 
it  was  said,  he  was  actins  with  disrespect 
to  Mr.  Roebuck,  and  that  lie  ought  to  have 
waited  until  that  gentleman's  case  had  been 
heard.  As  to  the  disrespect,  he  disclaimed 
any  such  intention  as  that  imputed  to  him, 
but,  on  the  other  point,  what  would  have 
been  the  consequence  if  he  had  waited 
until  Mr.  Roebuck  had  been  heard?  Why> 
the  mischief  would  have  been  done ;  the 
very  fact  that  he  had  appeared  at  their  Bar 
would  have  been  construed  into  a  prece- 
dent, and  would  have  been  an  irresistible 
argument  against  his  motion.  The  noble 
Lord  the  ex-Chancellor  of  England  was,  in 
his  own  person,  the  self-constituted  guard- 
ian of  the  purity  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  no  one,  even  among  the  very  Mem- 
bers of  the  lower  House,  was  so  seemingly 
anxious  for  the  purity  of  that  House  as  the 
noble  Lord.  Now,  let  him  ask  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  he  think  it  would  be  inde- 
cent and  indecorous  for  any  Member  of  that 
House  to  vote  on  a  bill  concerning  which 
he  had  received  a  retainer,  and  must  there- 
fore be  taken  to  be  an  interested  party  ? 
Would  not  the  noble  Lord  assist  in  putting 
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down  such  a  practice  if  he  law  it  acted  oo? 
and  would  not  their  Lordships  exercise 
their  undoubted  right  of  interposing  where 
they  saw  a  public  evil  following  from  such 
a  practice  ?  But  the  noble  Loid  said^  why 
interpose  in  this  particular  case  ?  why  not 
have  taken  such  a  step  before^  or  else  why 
not  watt  until  this  case  had  been  heard  ? 
He  (Lord  Campbell),  replied  to  this,  that 
up  to  the  present  time  there  never  had  been 
an  instance  paraUel  to  the  present.  In  the 
Queen's  case  it  was  distinctly  declared  by 
the  resolution  of  the  Commons  that  the 
Members  named  should  have  leave  to  attend. 

"Under  the  pecaliar  circumstances  of  the 
case;  but/'  it  was  added,  ''such  leave  is  not 
to  be  drawn  into  or  construed  to  be  a  prece- 
dent." 

The  noble  Lord^  indeed^  himself  set  this 
part  of  the  question  at  rest>  for  he  had 
owned  to  them  that  he  intended  to  resign 
his  seat  for  Winchelsea,  but  that  a  difficulty 
having  arisen  as  to  his  getting  reseated  for 
that  borough^  he  had  made  a  point  of  ob- 
taining leave  of  the  Commons  to  appear. 
The  fact,  therefore,  of  the  noble  Lord's 
being  likely  to  lose  his  seat  for.Winchelsea 
seemed  to  have  been  the  cause  of  his  change 
of  opinion.  If  he  could  readily  have  got  m 
again  when  the  trial  was  over,  he  would 
not  have  appeared  at  their  Lordships*  Bar 
in  the  joint  character  of  the  Queen's  Attor- 
ney-general and  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  But  there  was  still  another 
strong  point  with  reference  to  this  part  of 
the  case.  An  express  stipulation  was 
made  in  the  Queen's  case  that  the  counsel 
engaged  should  not  vote  upon  the  bill;  but 
in  the  case  adverted  to,  Mr.  Roebuck  had 
voted  on  the  bill.  According  to  all  esta- 
blished usage>  no  man  could  be  Judge  and 
advocate  in  the  same  cause.  In  the 
Queen's  case  the  noble  Lord  was  not  to  be 
a  judge,  but  in  this  case  Mr.  Roebuck  had 
absolutely  acted  as  a  judge  already.  With 
respect  to  the  other  cases,  Sir  Henry 
Thynne's  was  the  case  of  a  private  bill ; 
Sir  Jonah  Barrington's  was  the  case  of  an 
address  from  the  Houses  of  Parliament  for 
the  removal  of  a  judge.  Looking  at  all  the 
facts  and  precedents,  therefore,  he  must  say 
that  he  tnought  he  had  made  out  a  case 
for  the  adoption  of  [his  motion;  but  whe- 
ther their  Lordships  were  inclined  to  ame 
to  it  or  not,  one  thing  he  must  beg  them 
distinctly  to  bear  in  mud,  and  that  was, 
that  if  they  did  not  now  adopt  the  Standing 
Order,  the  opportunity  of  domg  so  woula 
soon  for  ever  have  sone  by* 

Motion  negatived. 


LfMlTATlOH    OF    AcnOMB     (IsSLANn).^ 

On  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Limitation  of  Actions  (Ire<* 
hmd)  BiU, 

The  Earl  of  GlengaU  objected  to  the 
bill.  It  was  a  measure  of  an  important 
character,  and  a  memorial  signed  by  700 
noblemen  and  gentlemen,  representing  the 
hardships  that  would  be  inflicted  by  the 
bill  had  been  presented  against  it  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor. 

The  Archbishop  of  Armagh :  The  ob- 
ject of  the  bill  which  is  now  on  your  Lord- 
shipa'  Table,  is  to  extend  to  Ireland  the 
provisions  of  an  act  which  was  adopted  nine 
years  ago,  respecting  advowsons  in  thia 
country.  The  bill  proposes  to  limit  the 
time  within  which  quare  impedii  actions 
may  be  brought.  It  is  founded  on  a  prin- 
ciple recognised  distinctly  and  of  old  by  the 
laws  of  England — which  principle  is  this, 
that  a  long  period  of  adverse  possession 
gives  an  indefeasible  right  to  the  property 
which  has  been  so  held.  The  act  to  which 
I  allude  was  passed  in  1833,  and  had  refe- 
rence to  both  real  and  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty. Its  provisions  with  regard  to  the 
former,  extended  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to 
England ;  but  from  the  benefit  with  r^ard 
to  the  latter,  the  patronage  of  advowsona— 
Ireland  was  excluded.  The  design  of  the 
present  bill  is  to  assimilate  the  law  of  the 
two  countries,  and  to  give  to  Ireland  the 
advantage  of  that  measure,  which  was 
deemed  requisite  for  the  quieting  of  titles 
to  church  patronage  in  England.  The 
same  weighty  reasons  which  oonvinoed 
your  Lordiiups  of  the  propriety  of  passing 
the  act  of  1833,  apply  with  equal  force  to 
induce  your  Lordshira  to  extend  its  pro- 
visions to  Ireland.  The  provisions  which 
this  bill  contains  are  most  equitable:  tbey 
assign  as  a  limit  the  term  of  sixty  years  ad- 
verse possession,  or  three  successive  incum* 
bencies.  But  they  enact  that  in  no  case 
shall  a  possession  for  100  years  be  dis- 
turbed, although  there  may  not  have  been 
three  incumbencies  in  that  lengthened  pe- 
riod. Noble  Lords  are  not  to  imagine  that 
this  bill  is  framed  so  as  to  work  exclusively 
for  the  advantage  of  the  Prelates  of  the 
Church,  in  securing  to  them  the  patronage 
to  which  they  lay  daim*  On  the  oontraiyi 
I  know  mysdf  an  instance  in  which  it  will 
operate  in  favour  of  a  noUe  Lofd  on  the 
opposite  ride  of  the  House,  by  preventing 
the  Bishop  of  a  diocese  adjoining  my  own 
from  endeavouring  to  recover  the  presenta- 
tion to  a  valuable  benefice  to  which  he 
thinks  he  has  a  right,  though  his  predccct- 


763 


Limitation  of 


{July  28}  Actions  (Ireland).  154 


son  hare  been  unable  to  establisb  it ;  and, 
doubtless,  there  are  many  similar  cases. 
The  measure^  however,  was  one  which, 
after  mature  deliberation,  and  the  adrice 
of  the  most  learned,  impartial,  and  upright 
judges,  was  thought  to  be  fair  and  equitable 
as  regarded  such  property  in  England.  We 
take  those  provisions  just  as  thej  stand,  no 
matter  for  whom  or  against  whom  they 
may  operate ;  and  we  ask  you  to  apply 
them  to  Ireland,  for  the  quieting  of  titles 
to  property  there,  in  the  same  manner  as 
they  have  quieted  titles  here.  A  memorial, 
I  have  heard,  has  been  presented  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  by  some  noble  Lords 
against  the  passing  of  this  bill,  on  the 
ground  of  their  ancestors  having  been  Ro- 
man Catholics,  whose  titles  to  advowsons 
had  been,  as  they  represent,  usurped  daring 
t  e  incompetency  of  their  true  patrons. 
But  I  would  observe,  that  there  is  not  one 
of  the  noble  Lords  who  have  presented  that 
memorial  against  the  passing  of  the  bill, 
who  is  himself  a  conformist  from  Popery, 
and  now  beginning  for  the  first  time  to  in- 
quire into  the  rights  which  appertained  to 
his  ancestors.  No,  every  one  of  them  was 
bom  and  brought  up  a  Protestant ;  and  it 
is  too  hard  that  the  patronage  of  the  Church 
should  be  left  unsettled  for  the  mere  pur- 
pose of  enabling  the  next  generation,  or 
the  generation  after  that,  to  disturb  this 
property,  when  neither  the  memorialists 
nor  their  fathers  thought  fit  to  take  the 
proper  steps  during  the  last  fifty  years,  for 
trying  their  titles  thereto.  Had  such  a 
principle  as  that  which  is  put  forward  by 
the  memorialists  been  adopted,  had  it  found 
any  favour  in  your  Lordships'  House,  had 
it  been  thought  to  be  fair  and  equitable, 
the  act  of  1833  would  never  have  been 
passed  by  the  Legislature.  The  benefits 
conferred  on  this  country  by  the  provisions 
of  that  act  are  acknowledged  by  all;  I 
therefore  wish  them  to  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land ;  and  would  in  treat  your  Lordships  to 
give  your  support  to  the  bill  before  the 
House ;  for  the  second  reading  of  which  I 
shall  now  give  my  vote. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  that 
on  a  future  occasion  it  would  be  necessary 
to  have  much  more  discussion  than  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  seemed  to  contemplate. 
They  should  look  to  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
perty to  be  affected  by  this  measure.  He 
had  himself  instituted  many  actions,  and 
never  failed,  except  in  one  case  where  a 
nonsuit  was  directed.  He  hoped  the  sub- 
ject would  be  allowed  to  stand  over  for  the 


present,  and  that  some  mode  would  be 
adopted  of  settling  titles  equitably. 

The  Earl  of  WickUm  said,  it  was  desira- 
ble that  the  measure  should  pass,  and  the 
question  be  set  at  rest.  Ireland  was  origin- 
ally iocluded  in  the  bill  passed  in  1833, 
but  for  some  reason  which  he  did  not  know, 
was  excepted  in  committee.  The  law  should 
be  assimilated  in  the  two  countries,  and 
he  hoped  they  would  go  into  committee, 
and  that  a  day  would  be  appointed  for  the 
third  reading.  There  was  no  reason  why 
the  bill  should  not  pass. 

The  Bishop  of  Derry  said :  My  Lords^ 
it  is  with  great  reluctance  I  rise  to  offer 
myself  to  your  Lordships'  attention,  but  as 
I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  doing  so  often » 
and  as  the  subject  under  consideration  is 
one  in  which  I  must  naturally  be  supposed 
to  take  considerable  interest,  I  trust  I  may 
be  favoured  with  your  indulgence  while  I 
make  a  few  observations  upon  it.  My 
Lords,  I  certainly  derive  peculiar  satisfac- 
tion from  the  course  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  has  thought 
it  advisable  to  pursue  with  respect  to  this 
bill,  which  I  trust  your  Lordships  will  per- 
mit to  be  read  a  second  time  this  day.  My 
Lords,  I  look  upon  it  as  decisive  evidence 
of  the  importance  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  continues  to  attach  to  this 
measure,  I  say  continues,  because  in  the 
Session  of  1833, 1  find  from  the  Mirror  of 
ParUamem  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
urged  the  adoption  of  this  bill,  with  that 
clearness  and  perspicuity  for  which  he  is  so 
eminently  distinguished  :— 

^  It  is  founded  on  a  principle,"  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  said,  '^  long  recognised  by 
the  law  of  England,  which  principle  is — that 
a  long  period  of  adverse  possession  gives  an 
indefeasible  right  to  the  property  which  has 
been  so  held.  Advowsons  can  only  be  con- 
tested in  cases  of  vacancy.  Now  a  vacancy 
may  not  occur  within  a  period  of  twenty  years ; 
therefore,  a  period  of  three  incumbencies,  or 
sixty  years,  is  adopted,  but  in  no  case  to  ex- 
ceed a  hundred  years,  although  the  three  lives' 
may  go  beyond  that  term." 

I  find  also  by  reference  to  the  Parlia^ 
mentary  Debates  on  the  same  o&asion, 
that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(for  I  must  take  the  privilege  of  calling 
him  so)  made  the  following  observations — 

**  I  do  not  recollect  what  was  the  case  as 
regards  the  statute  of  James,  but  I  think  no 
limitation  was  fixed ;  it  was  from  and  after  the 
passing  of  the  act.  The  period  so  settled,  and 
the  date  from  which  the  act  is  to  take  effect. 
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may  work  hardship  to  individuals.  If,  for  in- 
stauce^  you  say  that  this  act  should  not  come 
into  operation  for  a  year  and  a  day,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  ^^hy,  the  conse- 
quence would  be,  to  bring  a  number  of  worth- 
less and  unfounded  claims  into  the  courts  for 
the  sole  pnrpose  of  avoiding  the  operation  of 
the  bill.  But,  then,  it  has  been  said,  that  we 
are  passing  a  law  which  is  to  have  an  expo$i 
facto  operation.  Why,  the  rery  last  act  on 
^his  subject,  that  which  was  introduced  by  my 
Lord  Tenterden,  had  that  effect  most  com- 

{>letely  ;  and  Baron  Hullock  decided  at  Car- 
isle  that  its  operation  was  intended  to  be 
such.  It  is  obvious  that  if  you  do  not  insert 
the  words  '  from  and  after  the  passing  of  this 
act,'  you  induce  a  person  whose  right  is  about 
to  be  barred,  to  arrest  his  debtor  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  an  acknowledgment  of 
bis  debt  from  him." 

And  on  reference  to  the  debate  on  the 
third  reading  of  this  bill  I  find  the  follow- 
ing observations  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Brougham) : — 

**  I  have  consulted  the  Chancellor  for  Ire- 
land, and  he  is  not  aware  of  any  reasons  why 
Ireland  should  be  exempted  from  its  opera- 
tion." 

Lord  Plunket  said — 

"  I  certainly  am  not  aware  of  any  grounds 
upon  which  Ireland  should  be  exempted  from 
the  operation  of  this  measure.'' 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time  and 
passed.  My  Lords,  I  have  quoted  these 
high  authorities  to  satisfy  you^  Lordships 
of  the  soundness  and  justice  of  this  mea- 
sure, and  I  can  quote,  further,  the  autho- 
rity of  another  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Campbell)  now  in  his  place,  who 

Propounded  this  measure  to  the  other 
louse  of  Parliament.  I  may  be  permitted 
to  add,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
who  was  then  Chancellor  for  Ireland,  had 
full  cognizance  of  the  justice  and  necessity 
of  extending  to  the  Irish  Church  the  pro- 
tection of  this  act,  for  he  had,  not  long 
previously,  presided  as  chief  justice  at  one 
of  those  vexatious  trials  respecting  advow- 
sons  brought  by  the  Irish  Society  against 
the  late  Bishop  of  Derry.  Having  afiuded 
to  this  society,  I  must  claim  your  Lord- 
ships' indulgence  whilst  I  read  a  brief  but 
correct  return  of  their  proceedings  aeainst 
the  Bishops  of  Deny  since  the  date  of  their 
incorporation :— - 

**nz  VARIOUS  PXOCEEDIVGS  TAKEN  BY  THE 
IRISB  SOCIETY  AGAINST  TBB  BISHOPS  OP 
DERBY  SINCE  THEIB  INCOBPOBATION,  IN 
1613. 

'<  1629.  The  farmer  of  the  Taylors'  Com- 


pany, deriving  from  the  Irish  Society,  sued  the 
Bishop  of  Derry ^  in  a  ^uare  impeditf  for  the 
recovery  of  the  advowson  of  Camus  (the  ad- 
vowson  now  in  dispute).  The  Bishop  removed 
the  cause  to  the  Uouncil  Table,  and  further 
proceedings  were  stayed. 

''1662.  The  Irish  Society  instituted  pro- 
ceedings against  the  Bishop  of  Derry  for  the 
recovery  of  the  advowson  of  Duhboe;  but, 
after  the  cause  was  at  issue,  further  proceed- 
ings were  stayed. 

•'  1780.  The  Irish  Society  instituted  pro- 
ceedings against  the  Bishop  of  Derry  for  the 
recovery  of  the  advowson  of  Faughanvale,  but 
were  unable  to  sustain  them,  and  the  prooBed* 
ings  were  abandoned. 

**  1830.  The  Irish  Society  sued  the  late 
Bishop  of  Derry,  in  a  quare  impedUf  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  advowson  of  Killowen,  and  a 
trial  at  bar  was  held  in  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  before  Lord  Plunket  and  three  other 
jndges,  and  a  special  jury,  and  a  verdict  was 
recorded  against  the  society,  with  costs. 

**  1838.  The  Irish  Society  sued  the  present 
Bishop  of  Derry,  in  a  guare  impeditf  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  advowson  of  Camus.  A  trial  at 
bar  was  held  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas, 
before  the  four  judges  and  a  special  jury,  and  a 
verdict  was  recorded  against  the  society,  with 
costs.— May,  1840. 

''  1840.  The  Irish  Society  applied  for  a  se* 
cond  trial  of  the  same  cause,  which,  after  a 
lengthened  argument,  the  court  granted,  in 
consideration  of  the  weight  and  importance  of 
the  case  ;  and  a  second  trial  was  held  at  bar, 
before  the  same  judges  and  a  different  special 
jury,  and  a  second  verdict  was  recorded  against 
the  society,  with  costs. — November,  1840. 

**  1841.  The  Irish  Society  appealed  to  the 
twelve  judges  in  the  Court  of  Error,  upon  the 
allegation  that  illegal  evidence  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  judges  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas.  The  case  was  fully  argued  during  the 
Eftster  and  Trinity  terms  of  1841,  and  the 
judges  of  the  Court  of  Error  gave  an  unani- 
mous judgment  against  the  society,  with  costs. 
—20th  April,  1842." 

My  Lords— In  these  proceedings,  which 
affect  the  diocese  of  Derry,  your  Lordships 
will  perceive  that,  in  no  one  instance,  have 
this  society  been  successful,  and  I  am  really 
at  a  loss  to  discover  upon  what  ground  they 
can  hope  to  succeed,  except  it  be  upon  the 
weight  of  a  corporate  purse  as  opposed  to 
the  funds  of  an  individual.  I  trust,  my 
Lords,  I  have  stated  sufficient  facts  to  in- 
duce your  Lordships  to  extend  to  the  church 
in  Ireland  that  protection  which  you  have 
already  afforded  to  the  church  in  England. 
I  abstain  from  entering  more  at  length  into 
this  subject,  after  the  convincing  arguments 
addressed  to  your  Lordships  by  the  most 
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rev.  Prelate  who  pxeddes  over  tbe  church 
in  Ireland,  and  whose  unwearied  efforts  to 
promote  its  best  interests  aretoo  weU  known^ 
and  too  universally  acknowledged,  to  re- 
quire any  eulogium  from  me.  The  most 
rev.  Prelate,  no  doubt,  possesses  *a  much 
higher  reward — indeed  the  best  earthly  re- 
ward— the  approbation  of  his  own  mind. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that,  in  the 
bill  of  1883,  Ireland  had  been  left  out,  in 
order  to  give  time  to  parties  to  establish 
their  rights;  but,  thoueh  nine  years  had 
since  elapsedy  it  appeared  that  nothing  had 
been  done,  and  that  they  had  allowed  those 
rights  to  lay  dormant  ever  since.  The 
object  of  the  bill  was  to  bring  those  pro- 
ceedings to  a  close,  but  sufficient  time 
would  be  allowed,  as  the  bill  gave  no  power 
to  require  that  suits  should  be  commenced 
immdiiately.  When  they  went  into  com- 
mittee upon  the  bill,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  they  would  be  able  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  that  would  be  mutually  agree- 
able, but,  at  all  events,  it  was  time  that 
litigation  of  this  kind  should  be  put  an 
end  to. 

The  Earl  Forlescue  supported  the  second 
readinff  of  tbe  bill. 

Lord  Campbell  thought,  that  the  time 
had  now  arrived  when,  taking  care  of 
existing  interests,  this  measure  should  be 
extended  to  Ireland.  It  was  monstrous 
that,  in  Ireland,  parties  should  be  able  to 
go  back  to  the  time  of  Strongbow,  if  a  pre- 
sentation had  been  made  so  long  aso,  while 
in  England  a  measure  for  the  limitation  of 
these  suits  had  been  carried. 

The  Lard  Chancellor  would  endeavour, 
before  the  bill  went  into  committee,  to 
frame  a  clause  the  object  of  which  should 
be  to  protect  existing  mteiests. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Adjourned* 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  28,  1842. 

Mriivni.1    BiLLB.  TubOe^l*-  Briddi  Marduutt  VoMb. 
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Jkjpoff aL— Wciteni  AuttxalJa. 
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Charitiet  under  the  Poor-law  Commiwinnfrt  — Ffom 
James  Watt,  for  Inquiry  into  the  ftate  of  the  Andent  Re- 
cords in  DubUo.->By  Mr.  S.  Wortley,  fkom  Donoaster,  to 
take  the  daims  of  that  Town  on  Repieieatatkn  into  Con- 
sideratioo.— From  Baken  (Ireland),  for  regulating  their 
Working  Hoius.'^By  Mr.  Hume,  from  WUfbum,  for 
Inquiry  into  lbs  Kxtoting  Diitnak 


Portendic— Claims  on  France.] 
Mr.  Goulbum  moved  that  the  Order  of 
the  Day  for  the  committee  on  the  Com* 
moD  Law  Courts  (Irelaud)  Bill  be  dis- 
charged. 

Mr.  Divett  would  take  that  opportunity 
of  asking  a  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tam worth,  as  to  the  present 
state  of  the  joint  French  and  English 
commission  on  the  claims  of  certain  Eng- 
lish merchants  for  serious  injuries  to  their 
ships  and  property  by  the  French  authori- 
ties in  the  Bay  of  Portendic.  He  pre- 
ferred endeayouring  to  elicit  information 
on  the  subject  by  putting  a  question, 
rather  than  by  making  a  motion  for  papers; 
because  he  was  aware  that  it  might  be  in- 
convenient for  the  Government  to  produce 
them  at  the  present  moment.  The  out« 
rages  to  which  his  question  referred,  were 
committed  by  the  French  upon  English 
commerce,  as  far  back  as  1832.  The  sub- 
ject had  several  times  been  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and  an 
opinion  uniformly  prevailed,  that  the 
French  had  acted  with  great  atrocity  to- 
wards our  merchants.  In  consequence  of 
the  representations  which  were  made  to 
the  French  Government,  it  appointed  a 
commission  to  determine  upon  the  claims 
of  the  British  merchants;  but  that  pro- 
ceeding led  to  nothing  but  quibbles  and 
protracted  discussions,  and  no  attempt 
was  made  to  meet  the  question  fairly.  He 
was  conscious  how  desirable  it  was  to 
maintain  amicable  relations  with  France, 
but  he  really  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
make  up  our  minds  at  once  for  some  se- 
rious consequence,  than  to  allow  irritating 
questions  of  this  nature  to  continue  from 
year  to  year.  The  object  which  he  had  in 
view,  was  to  elicit  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  some  strong  expression  of  opinion 
with  respect  to  these  proceedings.  In 
February  of  the  present  year,  the  right 
hon*  Baronet  expressed  himself  on  the 
subject  in  a  manner  worthy  of  the  Prime 
Minister  of  this  country,  and  condemned, 
in  the  strongest  terms,  the  conduct  of  the 
French  government  in  postponing  the 
settlement  of  the  claims.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  also  stated,  that  in  his  opinion 
the  late  Government  had  not  acted  in  the 
matter  with  the  vigour  which  they  ought 
to  have  displayed.  He  (Mr.  Divett)  was 
aware  that  there  had  been  difficulties  in 
the  way  of^ithe  settlement  of  the  question 
by  the  late  Government,  but  at  the  same, 
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time  there  were  circomatances  which,  per- 
haps, in  some  degree  justified  the  obserTa- 
ttOQS  of  the  right  hoo.  Baronet.  In  De- 
cember, 1838,  the  following  letter  was  ad- 
dressed to  Lord  Palmerstoo  :— 

**  Mr  LoKD  —  We  have  abstained  from 
troubling  you  since  the  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment upon  the  subject  of  our  claims ;  our  pa- 
tience is,  however,  now  nearly  worn  out.  We 
have  waited  from  month  to  month,  fully  ex- 
pecting that  some  communication  with  refe- 
rence to  these  just  demands  for  redress  might 
have  arrived  from  Paris,  but  we  have  waited 
in  vain.  Your  Lordship's  vigorous  remon- 
strances of  February  last;  M.  de  Gabriac's 
promises  that  the  report  of  the  consultation 
committee  should  be  sent  in  to  his  government, 
before  the  end  of  June;  the  solemn  pledge  given 
by  the  Count  Mole  that  upon  receiving  the  re- 
port he  would  lose  no  time  in  making  himself 
master  of  the  case,  and  in  obtaining  from  his 
cabinet  a  resolution  upon  it ;  the  hopes  held 
out  by  Lord  Melbourne  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
towards  the  close  of  the  Session,  that  our 
grievances  would  be  speedily  adjusted,  appear, 
so  far  as  we  are  informed,  to  have  been  down 
to  this  moment  utterly  barren  of  effect. 

'*  We  confess  that  we  cannot  contemplate, 
without  feelings  of  the  deepest  mortification, 
the  very  different  sort  of  precedure  which  has 
been  adopted  by  the  French  ministry  in  be- 
half of  French  subjects,  in  cases  where  the 
latter  complain  of  injuries  inflicted  upon  them 
by  foreign  states.  Witness  the  example  of 
Mexico  and  Buenos  Ayres,  whose  coasts  the 
king  of  the  French  has  placed  under  blockade, 
in  consequence  of  the  refusal,  or  rather  the 
hesitation  of  those  Republics,  to  satisfy  the 
claims  of  French  merchants,  claims  by  no 
means  so  unquestionable  as  ours,  and  not 
much  exceeding,  in  the  whole,  the  amount  of 
our  demands  against  France ;  and  yet,  for  four 
years,  we  have  been  seeking  compensation 
from  that  country  for  injuries  of  the  most  po- 
sitive nature,  aggrayated  by  circumstances  the 
roost  humiliating  to  our  pride  as  British  mer- 
chants, as  well  as  fatal  to  our  general  trade 
with  Africa. 

**  We  feel  ourselves  compelled  to  ask  your 
Lordship  most  respectfully  how  much  longer 
we  are  to  wait  for  justice,  and  through  what 
species  of  instrumentality  we  have  any  chance 
of  procuring  it?  Can  the  executive  do  anything 
for  us,  or  are  we  to  wait  uotill  Parliament  be 
opened  next  year;  and  are  we  again  to  go 
through  the  process  of  interrogation  and  motion 
for  papers,  and  all  that  circuitous  course  of 
solicitation  for  redress,  from  a  state  within 
three  hours'  sail  of  our  own  shores  ? 

**  We  should  feel  extremely  obliged  to  your 
Lordship  if  you  would  have  the  goodness  to 
consider  the  very  painful  situation  in  which 
we  are  placed,  and  the  great  injustice  inflicted 
upon  us  by  the  French  system  oMiplomacj, 
which,  independently  of  the  hardship  upon  us 


as  individuals,  we  humbly  submit  is  deroga- 
tory to  the  honour  of  our  country  ;  a  system 
of  diplomacy  that  seems  an  utter  stranger  to 
the  settlement  of  accounts,  excepting  whea 
the  balance  is  entirely  on  its  own  side. 

*<  We  have  the  honour,  &c.  &c. 

C"  6.  C.  Redmav. 
(Signed)  |  «  M.  Fobstek- 

(*'RoBEaT  Harkisoh. 

*'  The  Right  Hon.  Viscount  Palmerstoo,  &c. 
<*  London,  December  3, 1838/' 


»f 


At  the  present  moment  the  qaestion  re. 
mained  still  in  the  same  state.  The 
French  government  had  evinced  nothing 
but  a  disposition  to  put  off  the  settlement 
of  the  question  by  resorting  to  trickery, 
and  the  lowest  species  of  petty-fogging 
practice.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  the  conduct  of  the  French  go- 
vernment was  disgraceful  to  a  nation 
holding  such  a  high  position  as  France 
occupied.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  explain  the  present  state  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  joint  French  and 
English  commission  on  the  claims  of  cer- 
tain English  merchants  for  serious  injuries 
to  their  ships  and  property  by  the  French 
authorities  in  the  Bay  of  Portendic  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  as  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  determined  to  bring  the  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  in 
the  form  of  a  question  rather  than  of  a 
motion,  he  thought  it  incumbent  on  him, 
in  replying  to  that  question,  to  adhere  to 
the  ordinary  roles  by  which  the  conduct  of 
Ministers^  in  answering  questions,  waa 
regulated.  He  was  not  at  liberty  to  enter 
into  discussion;  but  he  wai  justified  io 
answering  the  question  put  to  him.  What* 
ever  feelings  he  might  entertain  on  the 
subject  of  these  claims — and  they  were 
strong — he  thought  the  wiser  and  more 
dignified  course  to  puraoe  was  to  abstain 
from  all  harsh  andcontumeliouaexpresaions* 
And  if  he  used  forbearing  and  temperate 
language,  he  trusted  it  would  not  be 
thought  inconsistent  with  the  strong  feel- 
ings which  he  entertained  as  to  the  justice 
of  the  claims  of  those  persons  whose  io« 
terests  were  involved  in  'the  subject.  At 
an  early  period  of  the  Session  he  held  oat 
strong  espectations  that  those  claima 
would  be  satisfactorily  arranged,  and  bis 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  held  cot  similar  expecta- 
tiona*  He  waa  not,  however,  enabled  Co 
confirm  these  expectations,  but  beeoold  aa- 
sare  the  hon.Gentleman  that  he  held  cot  no 
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expectations  which  be  was  not  justified  in 
exciting,  in  consequence  of  the  assurances 
which  the  Goveromefit  had  received.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  interested  in 
these  claims,  more  from  a  sense  of  their 
justice,  he  was  sure,  than  from  any  per* 
sonal  interest  he  had  in  the  matter,  was 
aware  of  what  had  taken  place  on  the 
subject  between  the  British  Government 
and  the  French  government.  The  feelings 
of  the  British  Government  had  been  con- 
veyed to  the  government  of  France  in  the 
ordinary  diplomatic  manner,  and  it  was 
much  better  that  they  should  be  expressed 
in  that  way  than  through  the  medium  of 
speeches.  He  would  be  very  sorry  to 
give  an  opinion,  or  express  any  feeling, 
which  was  likely  to  throw  an  impediment 
in  the  way  of  the  amicable  settlement  of 
these  long-pending  claims.  He  enter- 
tained a  confident  hope  that  a  great  coun- 
try like  France,  animated  by  a  sense  of 
justice  and  jealousy  of  the  national  ho- 
nour, would  feel  it  incumbent  on  it  to 
make  a  speedy  adjustment  of  the  claims. 
He  would  not  say  more  on  the  subject. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member  had  exer 
cised  a  sound  discretion  in  putting  a 
question  only,  and  not  making  a  distinct 
motion.  He  trusted,  however,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  construe  the 
forbearance  and  moderation  with  which 
he  had  spoken  on  this  question  into  any 
indifference  as  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject. 

Mr.  Divett  said,  he  should  be  quite 
content  with  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  on  the  assurance  that  the 
subject  should  not  be  allowed  to  stop,  but 
would  be  followed  up  by  the  Government. 

Sir  R.Peel  said,  that  within  the  last 
few  days,  a  communication  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  French  government  the 
presentation  of  which  had  been  only  post- 
poned by  the  lamentable  event  which  had 
afflicted  the  royal  family  of  France,  and 
which,  whatever  feelings  of  jealousy  the 
French  people  might  entertain  towards 
this  country,  had  excited  the  deepest  sym. 
pathy  of  the  British  people.  He  was  sure, 
that  the  British  House  of  Commons  would 
respond  to  the  expression  of  deep  regret 
for  the  dreadful  misfortune  which  had  be- 
fallen the  royal  family  and  the  people  of 
France. 

Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland).] 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 


that  the  Common-law  Courts  (Ireland) 
Bill  was  a  messure  of  great  importance, 
involving  the  interests  of  a  great  number 
of  persons,  a  proper  inquiry  into  whose 
cases  would  require  communication  with 
the  authorities  in  Ireland.  In  the  present 
state  of  the  business  of  the  House,  and 
the  importance  of  giving  a  full  considera- 
tion to  the  subject,  he  found  it  impossible 
that  this  inquiry  could  be  gone  into  this 
Session,  or  the  bill  proceeded  with.  But 
he  also,wished  to  give  notice  that,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  next  Session,  he 
should  certainly  renew  a  bill  that  would 
give  effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  present 
one,  in  order  to  ensure  that  saving  of  ex- 
pense which,  he  was  sure,  would  be  the 
ultimate  result. 
Order  of  the  Day  discharged. 

Explanation  —  Deputations  to 
Ministers.]  Mr.  Fielden  wished  to  put 
a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  J.  Graham)  relative  to  a  report 
in  the  Morning  Chronicle  of  yesterday 
(Wednesday),  of  an  interview  of  the  de- 
legates from  the  great  manufacturing 
towns  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  In 
that  report,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
made  to  quote  him  (Mr.  Fielden)  as  an 
authority  for  a  statement  that  the  im- 
proved machinery  had  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment 35  per  cent  of  the  hands  for- 
merly employed  in  the  mills  where  it  had 
been  adopted.  He  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  whether  he  had  really  made 
such  a  statement  ?  And  if  so,  he  wished 
to  know  to  what  speech  of  his  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  referred  ? 

Sir  J.  Oraham  said,  that  he  must  pro- 
test against  being  made  responsible  for 
anything  contained  in  reports  of  the  kind 
referred  to,  and  if  such  reports  continued 
to  be  published  from  ex  parte  statements 
drawn  up  from  the  mere  recollection  of 
the  parties  themselves,  confidential,  he 
might  almost  say  familiar,  intercourse 
which  at  present  took  place  between  de- 
putations from  the  country  and  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown  must  necessarily  be 
destroyed,  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
Ministers,  in  their  interviews  with  such 
bodies,  to  preserve  a  rigid,  he  might  al- 
most say  a  sullen  silence.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had 
misrepresented  him.  He  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
had  certainly  asked  a  question  of  the  de- 
putation relative  to  the  introduction  of 
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mfichtneiy  into  the  cotton  naDofactoriet 
of  late  yean,  and  at  to  the  effecti  pro- 
duced by  that  inf  rodactioo.  He  bad  cer- 
tainlf  aiked  fuch  a  question,  and  if  be 
recollected  righily,  he  had  beard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  itate,  in  hie  place  In 
Parliament,  that  within  the  last  fife  feaia, 
new  machinery  bad  been  introdoced  into 
the  cotton  manufactnrei  the  effect  of  which 
had  been  to  diminish  the  employment  of 
manual  labour  30  per  cent,  and  that, 
consequently,  msnual  labour  had  been 
displaced  to  that  extent.  He  had  asked 
the  gentlemen  of  the  deputation  if  they 
ayreed  with  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham.  The  deputation 
stated  that  they  differed  from  the  hon. 
Qentleman  in  opinion.  He  (Sir  J.Graham) 
had  stated  to  the  best  of  his  recollection 
what  had  passed.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  him  to  what  particular  debate  be 
referred  as  the  one  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  that  statement,  he 
would  admit  that  he  could  not  refer  to  the 
particular  debate,  but  he  had  a  strong  im- 

Jression  on  his  mind  that  the  hon.  Member 
ad  made  some  such  statement  in  his 
place  in  Psriiament  •  If  the  hon.  Member 
oontrsdicted  him,  he  was  bound  to  bow  to 
the  hon.  Member's  more  perfect  recollec- 
tion, but  he  certainly  had  asked  the  ques- 
tion bondJItUt  under  the  impression  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  snch  a 
statement. 

Mr.  Fielden  had  no  recollection  of  ever 
having  made  any  such  a  statement,  either 
in  the  House  or  out  of  the  House.  It  was 
impossible  he  could  have  done  so,  because 
such  a  statement  would  be  at  variance 
with  the  fact,  and  vrith  everything  he  had 
either  spoken  or  written  on  the  subject  In 
proof  of  this  he  would  refer  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  to  the  form  of  a  petition  be 
had  drawn  up  in  1841,  when  it  was  ex- 
pected there  would  be  further  legislation 
on  the  factory  question,  and  a  copy  of 
which,  with  other  papers,  he  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when  be  honoured  him 
with  an  interview  in  October  last.  In  that 
document  he  had  stated  that  in  1840,  as 
compared  with  1835;  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster  the  increase  of  turning  machi- 
nery was  5df  per  cent. ;  the  increase  of 
the  consumption  of  cotton  44  per  cent. ; 
and  the  increase  of  the  number  of  hands 
employed  in  the  factories  only  21  per 
cent. 


Sir  R,  Ped  coald  confirm  what  the  boa. 
Gentleman  (Mr,  Fielden)  bad  slated,  as  it 
was  consistent  with  what  be  bad  seid 
in  October  last.  He  protested  against  the 
course  porsucd  in  reporting  tboae  inter- 
views, and,  as  far  as  be  was  concerned,  be 
must  altogether  deny  the  accuracy  of  the 
report.  He  thought  that  if  snch  reports 
were  published,  Ministers  would  be  justified 
on  future  occasions  in  refusing  any  snch 
interviews.  It  was  rather  hard  that,  after 
giving  two  hours  of  patient  attention  to 
the  deputation,  he  should  be  made  re- 
sponsible for  a  report,  which  was  totally 
inaccurate  in  the  general  impresaioo  it 
conveyed. 

Masters  or  Mxrchaht  Ships.]  Cap- 
tain FUzroy  rose  to  move  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  require  and  regulate  the 
examination  of  all  persons  who  wished  to 
become  masters  or  chief  mates  of  merchant 
vessels.  He  would  remind  the  House  in  the 
first  place  of  what  was  the  present  condi- 
tion of  our  mercantile  marine  ?  Since  the 
peace,  our  merchant  vessels  bad  increased 
exceedingly  in  number.  The  cessation  of 
war  had  been  followed  by  the  spread  of 
our  shipping  over  every  part  of  the  globe. 
During  the  war  the  merchant  vessels  of 
this  country  sailed  in  convoys,  or  in  com- 
panies of  two  or  three.  At  present  they 
found  them  bearing  singly  to  every  quar- 
ter of  the  globe,  and  it  b^ame  additionally 
necessary  to  ascertain  the  qualifications  of 
the  commanders.  The  East  India  Com- 
pany's marine  was  the  last  mercantile 
establishment  in  which  an  examination  of 
officers  was  insisted  upon.  In  our  im- 
mense mercantile  marine,  numbering  up- 
wards  of  20,000  vessels  of  upwards  of  fifty 
tons  burden,  there  was  no  examination  of 
any  kind  with  respect  to  the  qualification 
of  officers;  and  however  able  and  trusts 
worthy  the  majority  of  commanders  might 
be,  there  were  too  many  instances  in  which 
the  indignation  of  Englishmen  was  roused 
at  the  conduct  of  those  who  were  entrusted 
with  the  command  of  vessels.  He  hoped 
that  in  a  future  Session  the  attentk>n  of 
the  Government  woold  be  directed  to  the 
aubject.  His  present  object  was  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  which  had  been  prepared 
by  a  great  number  of  practical  and  ex- 
perienced persons  connected  with  the  ship- 
ping interests.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  one  of  the  most  marked  re- 
commendations in  the  report  of  the  com- 
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miltee  which  had  sat  in  1836,  for  the 
purpose  of  inyestigating  the  causes  of 
shipwreck,  was  the  recommeDdation  that 
boards  should  be  constituted  for  the  ex- 
amination of  officers  in  the  merchant  ser- 
vice. It  might  be  thought,  perhaps,  by 
aome,  that  it  was  sufficient  if  the  ship- 
owner or  merchant  himself  was  satisfied 
with  the  commander's  capacity ;  but  let 
the  House  bear  in  mind,  that  passengers 
who  went  out  in  ships,  and  the  country 
generally,  were  interested  in  the  capabili- 
ties and  qualifications  of  captains  of  ves- 
sels.  The  length  of  a  passage  depended 
almost  entirely  upon  the  judgment,  skill 
in  navigation,  and  practical  seamanship  of 
the  captain ;  and  from  the  time  the  vessel 
left  the  shores  of  our  country  until  its 
arrival  in  a  foreign  port,  the  lives  of  all  on 
board  were  in  his  hands.  He  once  met  a 
ship  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  which  was  six  or 
seven  degrees  out  of  her  longitude,  and 
upon  his  asking  the  captain  how  it  was, 
he  replied,  *'  Why,  Sir,  we  do  not  come 
here  to  navigate ;  we  come  here  to  fish.'' 
His  plan  was,  that  there  should  be  a  cer- 
tain number  of  boards  of  examiners,  say 
ten,  in  the  principal  ports  of  Great  Britain, 
the  principal  beinc^  in  London,  two  in 
Scotland,  two  in  Ireland,  and  the  rest  in 
the  chief  ports  of  England.  He  proposed 
that  these  boards  should  consist  of  four 
examiners  in  London  and  three  elsewhere ; 
that  there  should  be  a  principal  examiner 
and  secretary,  who  should  have  the  chief 
executive  management  of  the  whole  sys- 
tem, assisted  by  the  corporation  of  the 
Trinity  House  on  practical  nautical  mat. 
ters,  but  subject  to  the  control  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  that  the  examiners  of  the 
different  boards  should  be  all  practical 
seamen,  chosen  by  the  shipowners  of  each 
district,  the  whole  coast  being  divided  into 
districts  for  the  purpose,  and  that  in  order 
to  combine  practical  experience  the  men 
thus  selected  should  have  been  in  com- 
mand in  the  merchant  service  for  a  certain 
number  of  years,  one  of  the  three  in  the 
southern  hemisphere  or  distant  parts  of 
the  world,  another  chiefly  in  coasting,  and 
the  third  in  the  navigation  of  steam-vessels. 
He  proposed  that  the  expense  of  the  boards 
should  be  defrayed  by  moderate  fees  to  be 
paid  by  each  officer  examined  on  receiving 
his  certificate  of  qualification.  That  mas- 
ters who  paid  3/.  and  mates  who  paid  30s. 
for  their  certificates,  should  thenceforth  be 
entitled  to  go  to  any  pact  of  the  world ; 


and  that  the  masters  of  ordinary  coasters 
should  pay  2L  and  mates  IZ.  These  fees, 
which  would  not  be  repeated,  were  con- 
sidered as  by  no  means  exorbitant  by  per- 
sons conversant  with  the  subject,  inasmuch 
as  pilots  round  the  coast  paid  from  two  to 
three  guineas  annually  for  their  licences. 
It  was  not  proposed  to  interfere  with  mas« 
ters  or  mates  of  merchant  vessels  now  in 
employment,  or  who  might  have  been 
employed  six  months  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  act.  They  would  only  be 
required  to  furnish  themselves  with  a  cer* 
tificate  of  exemption,  for  which  they  would 
have  to  pay,  masters  iOs.  and  mates  6s. 
These  small  fees  were  intended  to  cover 
the  expense,  for  small  as  they  were,  when 
the  House  considered  the  number  of  ships 
of  fifty  tons  (which  were  alone  intended  to 
be  subjected  to  the  provisions  of  the  act), 
they  would  see  that  the  sum  received 
would  be  amply  sufficient  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  the  examiners.  He  proposed 
that  three-fourths  of  the  receipts  of  each 
board  should  be  appropriated  to  its  own 
use,  and  the  other  one-fourth  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  central  board.  He  thought 
the  examiners  would  be  found  desirous  of 
the  appointment,  not  so  much  for  the 
salary,  as  the  distinction  among  their  class 
it  would  confer.  Thanking  the  House  for 
the  patience  with  which  they  had  heard 
him,  he  would  ask  leave  to  bring  in  the 
bill,  not,  however,  with  a  view  of  pressing 
it  forward  this  Session,  but  in  order  that 
it  might  be  printed  and  circulated  in  the 
country  during  the  recess,  and  thus  enable 
the  House  to  collect  any  objections  that 
might  be  urged  against  it. 

Mr.  Am  Chapman  seconded  the  motion, 
at  the  same  time  he  declined  to  pledge 
himself  to  all  the  details  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend's  measure.  He  was  glad 
the  subject  had  been  brought  before  the 
House,  and  it  could  not  be  in  better  hands 
than  those  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

Mr.  Gladstone  felt  glad  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Dur- 
ham had  directed  his  mind  to  this  subject, 
and  he  quite  concurred  in  the  wisdom  of 
the  course  which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  adopted.  There  was  a  strong 
desire  that  some  such  measure  as  the  pre- 
sent should  be  passed  into  a  law ;  but  it 
was  also  true  that  there  were  great  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  among  ship-owners  as 
to  the  details  of  such  a  measure,  all  which 
would  require  grave  consideration,  before 
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Parliament  could  proceed  to  legislate. 
The  subject  had  been  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 
he  felt  that  the  matter  was  not  ripe  for  legis- 
lation,  and  he  had  also  felt  that,  although 
there  were  means  of  communicating  with 
insurance  offices  and  ship-owners,  yet  that 
there  was  another  class,  namely,  the  ship 
masters  and  mates  themselves,  whom  he 
could  not  80  readily  communicate  with, 
and  who  would  require  to  see  the  provi- 
sions of  the  bill.  He,  therefore,  approved 
of  the  course  adopted  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  in  merely  introducing  the 
bill,  80  that  it  might  be  printed  for  the 
perusal  of  the  parties  interested  during  the 
recess.  They  would  thus  receive  sugges- 
tions  from  all  the  parties  concerned,  and 
might  proceed  with  the  matter  next  Ses- 
sion with  the  hope  of  effecting  something 
beneficial. 

Sir  T.  Troubridge  would  not  oppose 
the  present  motion,  as  he  thought  that, 
after  the  statement  of  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Tradcj  the  measure  was 
quite  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  if  the  masters  and 
other  officers  of  ships  were  to  be  examined, 
it  might  become  a  question  whether  en- 
gineers entrusted,  in  their  office,  with  the 
lives  of  her  Majesty's  subjects,  should  not 
be  examined  also.  He  was  unwilling  to 
consent  to  any  measure  that  would  fetter 
the  private  industry  of  individuals;  but 
he  thought  if  a  measure  of  this  kind  was 
to  be  adopted,  it  ought  to  be  undertaken 
by  the  Government.  He  did  not  think 
the  House  would  be  warranted  to  allow  a 
private  Member  to  carry  a  measure  in- 
volving interests  of  so  much  importance. 

Sir  O.  Cockburn  said,  that  this  was  a 
very  large  and  difficult  question.  He 
thought  it  would  be  necessary  to  go  very 
fully  into  the  question  before  that  House 
determined  on  any  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  that  bis  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  who  introduced  the  bill  had 
taken  the  proper  course  with  respect  to 
his  measure. 

Leave  given. 

Election  Proceedikos.]  Mr.  Roebuck 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  certain  resolutions 
founded  on  the  report  of  the  Election  Pro- 
ceedings Committee.  I  should  have  been 
glad,  the  hon.  Member  said,  if  I  could  pos* 


sibly  have  escaped  from  the  necessity  of 
bringing  forward  the  motion  of  which  I 
have  given  notice;  but  it  is  absolutely 
necessary,  after  the  course  which  has 
been  taken  by  the  House,  that  some  step 
should  be  taken,  in  consequence  of  that 
inquiry,  which  was  originated  by  myself. 
I  stated  some  time  ago,  that  I  had  heard 
certain  rumours  respecting  various  in- 
dividuals. Members  of  this  House.  The 
House  believed  that  statement  to  be  so 
extraordinary,  and  of  so  remarkable  and 
important  a  character,  that  it  appointed  a 
committee  to  inquire  whether  those  as- 
sertions were  correct ;  and  it  further- more 
passed  a  bill,  giving  some  extraordinary 
powers  to  that  committee  by  which  they 
might  be  enabled  to  pursue  their  inves- 
tigations. Believing,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  not  have  taken  that  course 
unless  it  had  conceived  the  inquiry  to  be 
important,  I  felt  that  when  the  inquiry 
came  to  an  end  I  could  not  shrink  from 
the  necessary  duty  of  now  solemnly  asking 
the  House  to  deliver  its  opinion,  ay  or  no, 
on  the  accuracy  of  the  statements  I  then 
made,  and  to  declare  whether  I  have  not 
made  out  those  statements  which  some 
weeks  ago  I  made  in  my  place  as  a  Mem- 
ber, and  for  the  purpose,  if  I  have  made 
out  those  statements,  of  giving  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  determining  whether  it 
is  willing  to  rest  contented  with  those 
assertions,  and  not  to  proceed  further  in 
the  matter  for  the  object  of  protecting  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House.  When 
I  made  those  statements  much  surprise 
was  manifested  by  various  parties  and 
great  exceptions  were  taken  to  the  mode  I 
pursued,  and  various  assertions  were  made 
respecting  it.  It  was  said,  first,  that  the 
statements  I  made  were  slanders  on  hon. 
Members,  and  some  hon.  Members  came 
down  to  the  House  with  language  on 
their  lips  very  much  to  this  effect,  that 
they  were  slanders.  The  House  now 
knows  whether  those  statements  were 
correct  or  not.  *  There  were  others  who 
said, "  Certain  it  is  that  what  you  state  is 
altogether  true,  but  it  is  not  new,  all  the 
world  knows  it,  the  thing  is  done  every 
day.''  But  the  House  did  not  take  that 
view  of  the  subject.  The  House  seemed 
to  think  that  the  statements  were  very 
serious,  and  very  much  compromised  the 
dignity  and  character  of  the  House,  and 
that  they  ought  to  be  inquired  into.  They 
were  inquired  into.     Now  let  me  call  to 
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the  recollection  of  the  House,  first,  the 
statements  made ;  next,  let  me  very  suc- 
cintly  state  the  proofs  of  them  laid  before 
the  committee  ;  and,  then,  let  me  ask  the 
House  whether  any  course  can  be  pursued 
better  than  that  which  I  am  now  about  to 
submit  to  the  House,  and  I  submit  with  a 
due  consideration  for  the  parties  interested, 
as  well  as  with  a  deep  concern  for  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House.  I  came 
down  to  the  House,  and  in  five  separate 
cases  asserted  that  '*  I  had  heard  and  be- 
liefed"  that  compromises  had  been  en- 
tered into  in  the  case  of  election  petitions, 
by  which  those  petitions  were  withdrawn 
from  the  consideration  of  the  committees 
which  were  about  to  be  appointed  or  had 
been  appointed  to  try  them, — withdrawn 
in  consequence  of  a  fear  on  the  part  of 
parties  sitting  in  that  House  that  bribery 
would  be  proved  against  them ;  and  that 
thereby  the  consideration  of  the  bribery 
was  withdrawn  from  the  committees,  and 
public  justice  defeated.  I  stated,  first,  in 
the  case  of  Harwich,*  that  a  compromise 
bad  been  made ;  that  a  sum  of  money  had 
been  deposited ;  and  that  one  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  that  borough  had  agreed  to 
vacate  his  seat.  I  remember  the  tone  of 
ofiended  virtue  in  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Harwich  repelled  the 
charge.  I  was  almost  startled  by  the  digni- 
fied attitude  assumed  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member ;  for  not  content  with  a  simple 
negatiooy  he  went  further,  and  began  to 
make  charges  in  return.  Those  charges 
were  then  neglected,  as  they  ought  to  be, 
and  I  now  pass  them  by  with  the  consi- 
deration they  deserve.  But  were  not  the 
facts  I  stated  proved  ?  Did  not  the  hon. 
Member  for  Harwich — I  am  obliged  to 
distinguish  him  by  name,  for  I  have  no 
other  means  of  doing  so —did  not  Mr. 
Attwood  agree  to  pay  2,500/.,  as  he  said, 
out  and  out,  in  order  to  withdraw  from 
the  election  committee  the  investigation 
then  about  to  take  place  before  ii ;  and 
did  not  the  other  Member  for  Harwich, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  agree  to 
withdraw  himself  at  a  certain  date  from 
his  seat  in  Parliament  by  accepting  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds?  Both  of  these  facts 
have  been  proved,  and  they  constitute 
the  charge  made.  I  was  met  at  the  time 
I  brought  this  matter  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  by  much  anger,  and  hostility, 
I  had  almost  said  vituperative  hostility; 
but  I  believe,  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
concerned,  many  of  them,  were  unwittingly 
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and  unwillingly  the  victims  of  the  vicious 
system  we  did  well  to  lay  bare,  though 
with  no  other   feeling   whatever  except 
that  of  consideration  and  sympathy,  for 
those  hon.  Members  who  had  been  made 
the  victims  of  the  system.     I  am  exceed- 
ingly desirous  in  all  I  say,  not  to  express 
in  the  slightest  degree  any  feeling  against 
any  of  them,  for  most  of  them,  with  some 
slight  exceptions,  have  come  forward  in 
the  most  candid  manner,  and  in  the  fairest 
and  nvost  open  spirit  have  laid  before  the 
committee  evidence,  which  could  hardly 
have  been  obtained  except  from  their  vo. 
luntanly  coming  forward.     If  they  have 
been  made  victims  of  this  system,  and 
have  done  wrong  under  it,  I   say  they 
have  more  than  justified   themselves  by 
coming  forward,  and  giving  to  the  House 
and  the  country,  that  evidence  by  which 
a  full  conception  of  the  evil  can  be  ob- 
tained, and  which  will  enable  the  House 
to  legislate  to  prevent  it.     I,  therefore, 
entreat  the  House  to  believe,  that  as  far 
as  individuals  are  concerned,  I  have  no 
feeling  whatever  of  hostility  against  them. 
The  resolutions  which  I  am  about  to  lay 
before  the  House,  are  of  a  prospective  na- 
ture— they  have  no  retrospective  operation, 
but  are  intended  to  regulate  the  future. 
They  make  no  mention  of  the  names  of 
individuals ;  and  they  pass  no  more  blame 
on  these  transactions  than  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  enable  the  House  to  provide 
against  future  mischief.    Then,  Sir,  if  I 
were  to  run   through  from  Harwich   to 
Nottingham,  Lewes  and  Reading  to  Fal- 
mouth, I  must  say,  that  in  each  case  I 
have  made  the  same  statements,  and  in 
each  case  the  same  proofs  have  been  laid 
before  the  House.     I  do  not  believe,  there 
is  one  man  who  has  looked  at  that  report 
in   the  slightest  manner,  but  must  say, 
that  every  word  uttered  by  me  in   my 
place  here  in  Parliament  has  been  justified 
by  the  evidence  that  has  been  laid  before 
the  House ;  that  I  have  not  exaggerated 
one  tittle  of  what  I  stated.    I  have  proved 
fully  all  my  asseverations,  and  I  have 
proved  much    more.    Now  let  me  ask 
what  has  been  proved  ?    I  may  be  met, 
I  know,  after  what  has  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford— for  from 
the  statement  of  that  hon.  Member  last 
night,  he  does  not  seem  to  consider  that 
what  was  stated  to  have  taken  place  was 
such  a  sin,  and  he  has  always  been  the 
first  champion  of  the  parties  against  my 
motion,— be  may  say—'*  Now,  all  we  have 
2C 
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piofed  is  feally  nothing ;  there  is  notbiog 
that  the  Hoase  of  Commons  can  consider 
as  derogating  from  its  dignity ;"  but  I 
appeal  from  the  hon.  Member  to  the  peo. 
pie  of  this  country,  and  I  know  not  what 
the  people  are  to  believe,  if  we  are  to  buy 
poor  voters  by  any  means  that  may  de- 
grade, debauch,  and  destroy  them,  and 
afterwards  shield  ourselves  by  some  tech- 
nical quibbles.  I  would  ask,  whether  the 
really  thinking  or  honest  people  of  this 
country,  would  consider-that  conduct  hon- 
ourable to  ourselves  or  beneficial  to  the 
country  ?  I  believe  they  would  say,  the 
grand,  the  chief  criminal  in  all  these  cases, 
is  the  briber.  How  can  we  expect  morality 
in  the  people  unless  those  who  are  in  high 
places  in  this  country  have  an  exalted 
morality  ?  And  if  those  who  represent 
learned  bodies  and  dignified  persons  ex- 
hibit a  corrupt  morality,  we  shall  have 
a  corrupt  people.  No  matter  how  great 
may  be  his  ability— no  matter  how  long 
standing  the  reputation  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  should  be  the  first  to  brand  with 
my  fiercest  indignation  that  system,  and 
the  base,  malignant,  and  corrupt  morality 
of  him  who  practised  it.  He  who  bribes 
is  the  great  criminal.  Down  goes  the  rich 
man  with  his  purse  to  some  constituency ; 
he  finds  a  man  pressed  with  want,  having 
a  family  at  home,  earning  by  the  sweat  of 
his  brow  a  small  pittance,  and  to  him 
comes  a  fiend  in  the  shape  of  a  candidate, 
and  offers  to  him  to  sell  his  conscience  for 
a  bribe,  and  the  man  excepts  the  base  and 
corrupt  ofier.  Let  us  have  an  exalted 
morality,  and  we  shall  have  a  virtuous 
people ;  but  let  us  refine  away  the  diffi- 
culty, let  us  call  it  yielding  to  the  neces- 
sary result  of  circumstances  under  which 
we  are  labouring,  and  say,  that  these 
people  do  not  think  it  a  sin ;  but  if  we 
are  content  to  bribe,  let  us  have  no  bri- 
bery laws  —  let  us  have  no  hypocrisy. 
There  is  far  too  much'of  this.  We  make 
aws  to  put  down  bribery,  we  pass  the 
whole  night  from  five  o'clock  to  one 
o'clock  discussing  a  Bribery  Bill,  and  yet 
to-morrow  he  who  is  most  careful  among 
us,  who  is  of  most  intact  reputation,  will 
go  down  and  bribe  the  first  constituency 
that  offers.  That  is  a  far  greater  crime 
on  our  part  than  anything  that  is  practised 
by  the  unfortunate  constituency.  The 
conduct  of  this  House,  from  beginning  to 
end,  in  the  business  of  bribery  has  been 
of  a  most  base  and  detestable  description. 
yft  pass  hours,  knowing  all  the  while  we 


don't  intend  to  effect  the  porpoaes  w% 
have  in  view.  We  pretend  to  a  sanctitj 
that  we  do  not  possess.  We  are — I  must 
use  the  word — it  is  the  most  correct — ^we 
are,  or  have  been  hitherto  a  band  of  hy- 
pocrites concerning  bribery.  I  stated, 
that  there  were  five  separate  cases  of  the 
grossest  bribery,  and  at  the  same  time  of 
the  most  flagrant  breach  of  the  ordinary 
rules  of  law  to  escape  from  the  detection 
of  that  bribery.  How  was  I  met?  It  was 
said,  '<  Yon  are  telling  as  nothing  new. 
Why  are  you  in  such  a  fan?  Why  is 
there  this  great  stir  about  what  we'  all 
know  ?  When  you  go  into  the  lobby,  every 
man  will  laugh  under  your  nose.  What 
will  you  do  with  your  committee  or  your 
bill  ?  We  wish  you  joy  of  your  inqairies ;" 
and,  if  it  was  repeated  once,  it  was  re- 
peated a  thousand  times,  that  the  House 
would  throw  me  overboard,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  would  never  stand  by  me.  I 
ask,  what  has  been  the  result?  I  am  not 
In  the  habit  of  paying  any  man  compli- 
ments, but  I  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  having  stood  by  me.  If  he  had 
not  done  so,  I  never  should  have  got 
through  the  inquiry.  He  does  not  want 
my  applause,  but  he  deserves  that  of  his 
country.  In  spite  of  all  the  manifest 
interests  pressing  on  all  sides,  he  did 
stand  by  me  in  this  inquiry,  and  we  have 
now  got  before  the  world  what  we  have 
never  had  before — the  undoubted  evidence 
and  proof  of  a  base,  degrading,  and  vidoos 
system.  I  said  before,  that  I  think  the 
parties  who  were  most  pained  by  the  in- 
quiries were  the  most  willing  to  expose 
this  system.  I  do  not  wish  to  mix  op 
personal  considerations  in  the  matter,  and 
therefore,  let  as  torn  oar  eyes  not  for  one 
moment  to  the  past,  but  let  as  look  to  the 
future,  and  see  if  we  cannot  find  some  i^ 
medy  for  the  eviL  What  has  been  done  ? 
Bribery  in  every  possible  shape  has  been 
committed.  Now,  there  is  one  part  of 
this  which  I  am  slow  to  loach  npon,  bat 
I  am  obliged  to  do  so  for  the  purpose  of 
exposing  the  system.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man goes  with  5,000/.,  it  mi^  be  6.000t, 
in  his  pocket,  to  a  constituency  of  100 
persons.  He  goes  to  an  boo.  and  gallant 
Friend  and  says,  '*  I  want  to  have  no  bri* 
bery ;  I  must  know  nothing  aboat  it.  We 
most  get  an  intermediate  oian,  for  ny 
eyes  are  of  so  delicate  a  texture,  ny  sea- 
sibilities  are  so  nice,  and  my  hooout  so 
peculiarly  refined  aa  to  bribeiy,  that  I 
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must  beg  yoa*no(  to  say  one  word  upon 
the  subject,  but  return  me  Member  for  this 
borough,  and  don't  let  me  know  what 
means  are  adopted.  How  the  6,000Z. 
goes,  for  Qod's  sake,  don't  let  me  know, 
but  return  me  Member  for  the  borough,'* 
We  know  it  is  correct  as  far  as  regards 
the  actual  fact,  and  on  any  opposition  no 
doubt  the  person  will  say,  **  I  don't  know 
whether  there  was  bribery  in  this  case;''  but 
I  ask  whether,  as  an  honest  roan,  in  the 
ordinary  business  of  life,  it  is  possible  for 
him  not  to  know  }  Is  it  not  clear  as  the 
sun  at  noonday  shining  without  a  cloud, 
that  he  must  know  that  the  sum  of  6,000/. 
put  intp  a  banker's  conduit  pipe,  and  which 
would  descend,  perhaps,  to  some  smaller 
conduit  pipes,  and  percolate  through  the 
whole  constituency,  must  be  applied  in 
the  grossest  and  basest  bribery  ?  As  he 
walked  along  the  streets  and  passed  the 
beerohouses  he  might  see  his  colours  there, 
but  he  would  know  nothing  about  it.  If 
you  -asked  him  he  would  say,  "  I  have  no 
doubt  the  beer-houses  are  open,  and  that 
so  large  a  sum  of  money  must  be  employed 
in  that  way,  but  if  you  ask  me  I  know 
nothing  aboiit  it-*I  am  not  cognizant  of 
bribery."  I  ask  you  is  not  that  just  as 
wrong  (I  am  not  looking  now  to  the  past, 
but  to  the  future),  as  openly^  avowedly, 
and  barefacedly  to  admit  bribery,  though 
it  be  not  practised  with  hip  own  bands  ? 
By  the  late  law  there  was  a  pretty  safe 
way  of  proceeding,  but  I  f|m  glad  to  say 
that  the  result  of  this  inquiry  is,  that  the 
present  law,  passed  last  yeaft  I  believe,  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Men^bsr  for  London, 
has  bad  «n  immense  effeqt  in  bringing  to 
light  all  this  detestable  syst^o).  B^t  shall 
we,  after  having  been  so  fortunate  ip  one 
attempt,  not  proceed  further?  I  hope 
th^t  that  bribery  bill  that  was  dispussed 
last  night,  shorn  as  it  is  of  what  I  consider 
the  best  part'Of  its  enactments,  and  from 
what  I  think  were  the  over-technical  ob- 
jections of  the  learned  Solicitor*general— 
yet,  shorn  as  it  is,  I  hope  that  it  may  still 
be  a  gr^at  benefit :  and  if  we  go  on  in  the 
course  we  are  now  pursuing,  not  checked 
by  the  bon.  Member  for  Oxford,  who  said 
last  night,  that  he  did  not  consider  bribery 
was  a  very  great  sin — 

Sir  R,  IngUs  said,  that  as  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  bad  twice  referred  to 
what  he  bad  stated  on  a  former  occasion, 
be  felt  that  the  House  would  excuse  him 
if  be  wer«  to  explain  what  he  did  say. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  misap* 


prehended  what  he  had  said.  He  said,  that 
he  thought  that  the  course  of  the  last 
six  or  eight  weeks  indicated  a  feeling 
on  the  part  of  too  many  in  that  House 
that  bribery  was  the  concentrated  es^ 
sence  of  all  crime,  and  that  next  to  that 
offence  the  compromising  an  inquiry  into 
it  was  the  greatest  of  all  iniquities.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  he  distinctly  stated  that 
he  regarded  bribery  as  a  sin. 

Mr.  Roebuck:  I  was  misled,  I  suppose, 
by  my  incorrect  recollection  of  what  I  had 
read ;  but  still,  though  the  hon.  Member 
puts  it  in  the  form  he  does  now,  there  is 
that  sort  of  term  given  to  the  system,  that 
it  is  not  the  concentrated  essence  of  sin. 
Why,  nobody  thought  that  it  was ;  nobody 
in  the  House  said  that  it  was ;  but  that  is 
a  sort  of  calculating:  phraseology  that  I  do 
not  understand.  Now,  I  don*t  look  at  it 
as  anything  like  murder;  but  I  ask  this 
— is  it  a  thing  to  be  put  down,  or  is  it 
not?  That  is  the  question.  Is  it  mis« 
chievous,  or  is  it  not  ?  If  it  be,  let  us  see  if 
we  cannot  prevent  it.  Don't  let  us  talk 
of  its  being  this  thing  or  that ;  of  its  being 
the  concentrated  essence  of  sin ;  or  use 
any  other  wild  phraseology ;  but  is  it  not 
a  matter  that  this  House  ought  to  take 
into  consideration,  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting an  end  to  it.  That  is  the  simple 
straightforward  matter  of  inquiry.  And  if 
it  be,  what  becomes  of  the  vast  farrago 
that  has  been  hurled  at  me  ?  I  want  |o 
know  why  we  should  quarrel  about  names, 
and  not  join  together  to  put  it  down? 
Let  us  see,  then,  what  we  can  do  to  put 
an  end  to  the  mischief.  There  is  but  one 
more  argument,  one  to  which  I  have  given 
every  possible  attention.  I  mean  the  ar- 
gument of  parties  who  assign  as  a  reason, 
that  having  attained  their  fair  and  legiti^ 
mate  object,  they  are  terrified  at  the  ex- 
penditure, and  therefore  the  petition  is  no 
further  prosecuted.  I  am  the  first  to  ad<^ 
mit  that  argument ;  and  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  this  House,  wh^n  such  a  statement 
is  made  by  persons  in  such  circumstances, 
tQ  step  forward  and  relieve  persons  who 
are  in  that  position ;  but  then  the  House 
should  say,  '*Trge,  you  are  not  called 
upon  to  make  a  sacrifice  of  your  whole 
fortune  and  means,  but  we  do  say,  you 
should  not  by  your  conduct  withdraw 
others  from  due  inquiry.''  And  I  hope, 
from  the  bill  of  yesterday,  we  may  have, 
if  not  a  new  tribunal,  yet  a  new  and  subser 
quent  inquiry  to  ascertain  whether  the  Da« 
tion  have  not  a  right  to  go  further  and 
2C2 
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laj,  that  poDishneot  shall  foOow  the 
offence.  I  give  all  doe  weight  to  that 
argoment  of  the  ezpenae.  bat  I  matt  oot 
be  turned  aside  by  any  view  at  to  that  ex- 
penditare  from  other  con  sideratioot  ;that 
thoagh  there  may  be  ezpenw,  there  may, 
nererthelesty  be  other  reasonf«  vis.,  the 
terror  of  ioTestigation  and  the  fear  of  ex- 
poaore  of  the  cooieqaeoces  of  inquiry.  In 
every  case  that  has  been  before  the  House 
of  the  five  I  have  mentioned ,  I  have  care- 
fully abstained  from  considering  at  the 
present  moment  that  other  case  which  the 
House  ordered  us  to  take  into  our  consi- 
deration, viz.  that  of  Bridport,  upon  which 
I  shall  have  to  say  a  few  words  before  I 
conclude— but  in  every  one  of  those  five 
cases  the  retiring  party  was  afraid  of  the 
inquiry,  not  simply  in  consequence  of 
exposure  y  but  of  his  own  acts  being  dis- 
covered. As  to  Harwich,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  nothing  to  do  with  the  election. 
He  did  not  pay  any  part  of  the  money — 
he  was  taken  by  his  friend,  and  played  the 
part  of  a  second  candidate ;  but  the  real 

Earty  having  learned  that  bribery  would 
e  proved  paid  2,000/.  to  prevent  that 
inquiry,  ana  the  agent  employed  in  the 
election  was  so  strongly  impressed  with  a 
dread  of  that  inquiry,  that  he  advanced 
500/.  more ;  and  at  this  moment  2,500/. 
has  been  paid  to  get  rid  of  that  inquiry  ; 
viz.,  2,000/.  by  Mr.  Attwood,  and  500/. 
by  the  agent.  The  hon.  Member  sitting 
opposite  did  not  know  what  was  going  on 
at  the  election,  and  therefore  he  retires—* 
gracefully  retires — and  his  Colleague  pays 
the  money,  and  keeps  his  seat.  If  there 
be  a  case  among  the  whole  five  in  which  I 
can  safely  say  there  is  no  proof  of  bribery, 
it  would  be  Reading.  But  is  it  not  a  re- 
markable thing  that  a  person  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Reading  should  agree,  with 
his  own  hand,  to  pay  2,000/.,  if  the  person 
who  was  to  stand  was  not  elected ;  and  at 
the  same  time  he  says  he  knew  he  could 
not  be  elected ;  therefore  he  must  have 
undertaken  to  pay  for  that  which  was  cer- 
tain, viz.  the  non-election  of  the  party  who 
was  to  receive  it.  That  cleariy  shows  to 
my  mind  that  the  thing  dreaded  was  in- 

Siiry ;  and  though  he  may  say,  there  was 
e  expense  and  the  danger  of  this,  that, 
and  t'  other,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
must  sacrifice  his  Colleague,  or  pay  the 
3,000/.,  and  insure  a  quiet  seat  for  the  nest 
five  or  six  years,  that  won't  do  for  the 
country.  It  is  dear  as  noon  day  that  hon. 
Mombert  were  terrified  at  the  inquiry. 


Then,  I  say,  is  it  ooC  right,  under  these 
circumstances,  so  different  from  that  of 
mere  expense,  that  the  House  should  come 
forward  and  say  in  all  cases  such  as  this  it 
would  deem  it  a  proceeding  such  as  I  have 
described  a  great  violation  of  the  rights  of 
the  people,  and  a  gross  breach  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  this  House  ?  Let  us  look  to  the 
violation  of  the  rights  of  the  people,  for 
we  think  nothing  of  them,  and  much  of 
ourselves.  Take  the  case  of  Lewes,  where 
a  person  was  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
poll  who  stood  third  on  the  list.  How  was 
that  done  ?  It  was  done  by  what  I  think 
one  of  the  witnesses  called  the  shuttle- 
cocking  of  voters.  One  party  said  to  the 
other,  **  We  shall  say,  *  Jack  Nokes  has 
no  vote,'  and  you  shall  say^  *  Tom  Styles 
has  no  vote,'  so  that  we  shall  knock  down 
one  after  another  until  Mr.  ■  is  placed 
at  the  head  of  the  poll,"  and  thus  the  poor 
voters  were  struck  off  the  list.  That  is 
what  we  have  done  with  the  franchise. 
Why,  if  you  can  get  a  counsel  to  come 
down  and  say,  "  It  is  very  true :  we  did 
not  believe  a  word  of  what  the  witnesses 

said,  and  the  hon.  Member  for shall 

retain  his  seat,"  he  having  made  an  ar- 
rangement five  weeks  before  that  he  should 
retain  his  seat  until  the  1st  of  Julv,  is  it 
not  dealing  with  the  constituency  as  if 
they  were  nothing?  If  they  had  beea 
bribed  let  us  know  it ;  but  don't  proceed 
in  this  manner  and  do  as  you  like  for  your 
own  benefit.  I  say  it  is  the  business  of 
this  House  to  consider  the  interests  of  the 
nation,  and  the  great  privilegea  of  this 
House,  and  that  we  ought  to  deem  any 
such  proceedings  a  gross  violation  of  those 
interests  and  privileges.  It  has  been  said 
that  I  wished  to  bring  this  House  into 
contempt.  That  was  not  my  object;  I 
wished  to  bring  into  contempt  a  bad  sys- 
tem. I  do  not  care  if  the  House  is  affected 
by  it.  If  the  House  be  elected  by  a  bad 
system,  that  is  not  my  fault.  I  cannot 
help  it ;  but  its  consequences  I  will  pursue 
wherever  I  find  them.  What  will  the 
world  abroad  think  when  it  finds  men  who 
in  private  life  are  unimpeachable  men  (on 
both  sides  of  the  House)  whom  you  would 
trust  with  untold  gold,  going  down,  and  for 
mere  party  purposes,  debasing,  debauching, 
destroying  whole  coiutituencies— and  not 
whole  constituencies  merely,  but  whole 
towns — a  gentleman  rushing  down  to  Not- 
tingham with  10,000/.,  spreading  drunken- 
ness, and  riot,  and  terror,  and  every  species 
of  immorality,— denoraliaing  under  some 
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Bpecioas  pretences  a  whole  community,  just 
when  a  constituency  are  about  to  under- 
take the  grave,  the  solemn  business,  of 
returning  Members  to  represent  them  io 
the  great  council  of  the  nation, — he  goes 
down  to  debase  and  debauch  them,  sow- 
ing the  seeds  of  every  species  of  immora. 
lity  among  them — I  ask,  what  will  be 
thought  by  the  virtuous  portion  of  man- 
kind of  such  proceedings  if  we  pass  them 
by  with  contemptuous  indifference?  Things 
are  now  come  to  that  crisis  when  they  can 
go  on  so  no  longer.  Though  it  may  happen 
that  such  parties  as  1  have  described  may 
be  in  the  habit  of  throwing  seeds  of  defile- 
ment among  the  people,  the  people  do  not 
take  their  morality  from  any  such  roots. 
Our's  are  still  a  virtuous  people,  and  not 
to  be  misled  by  any  of  the  selfish  sophis- 
tries of  such  persons.  They  see  the  im- 
morality of  all  this,  and  they  despise  those 
who  take  advantage  of  it;  and  we,  if  we 
allow  such  proceedings,  shall  lose  all  our 
honour,  and  power,  and  dignity.  If  we 
would  retain  our  power,  we  must  govern  the 
people  by  influencing  their  wills  -not  by 
their  fears  ;  by  leading  them  in  love  and 
in  respect.  Their  love,  however,  will  be 
converted  into  hatred — their  respect  into 
contempt ;  if,  after  the  scenes  which  have 
been  described,  and  the  terrible  immorality 
they  involved,  we  do  nothing  effectual  to 
prevent  their  recurrence.  Sir,  I  have  pur- 
posely avoided  all  detailed  dissection  of 
the  evidence.  I  have  said  enough,  how- 
ever, I  trust,  first  (which  is  the  minor 
point),  to  complete  my  own  justification, 
and  next,  to  support  the  propositions  I 
have  ventured  to  present.  I  have  now  to 
ask  whether  it  would  be  wise,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  this  case,  to  issue 
writs  to  the  five  towns  included  in  the 
original  reference  to  the  committee  before 
we  have  further  safeguards  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  voter?  I  put  it  in  that  form 
designedly.  I  want  no  protection  for  the 
candidates— they  can  protect  themselves; 
I  demand  it  for  the  voter,  against  a  system 
which  necessarily  drives  him  into  guilt. 
Is  there  any  protection  in  such  a  case  as 
Nottingham,  for  instance,  that  the  scenes 
described  in  that  extraordinary  evidence 
would  not  be  repeated  at  a  fresh  election 
under  the  present  system  ?  Pass  a  better 
bill,  provide  greater  safeguards,  and  then 
issue  your  writs ;  but  at  present,  for  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House,  and  to 
preserve  the  good  opinion  of  the  world,  do 
not  issue  the  writ.     I  wished  to  have  left 


the  matter  here ;  but  tbe  House  devolved 
an  inquiry  on  the  committee  as  to  the  case 
of  Bridport.  I  knew  nothing  of  the  case, 
therefore  was  obliged  to  have  recourse  to 
others  to  carry  on  the  investigation.  I 
thought  we  should  have  received  every  as- 
sistance from  the  hon.  Members,  We  did 
receive  every  aid  from  one  of  them,  bu 
from  the  other,  and  he  was  most  forward, 
too,  in  urging  the  committee,  we  received 
every  possible  obstruction  and  difficulty, 
by  himself  or  his  agents.  I  mention  this 
to  the  House  to  exculpate  the  com- 
mittee. We  thought  if  we  attained  the 
object  the  House  had  in  view,  and  learned 
the  main  facts  of  the  case,  we  should  do 
all  the  House  wished  us  to  do,  and  there- 
fore we  passed  by  all  considerations  of 
what  might  otherwise  have  been  deemed 
infringements  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House.  Having,  then,  proved  fully  to  our 
satisfaction  the  case  against  that  Gentle* 
man,  we  have  reported,  as  to  him,  what  we 
believe  firmly  to  be  true,  and  he  stands, 
though  silent,  as  guilty  as  the  rest.  I  now 
most  sincerely  move  the  resolutions  on  the 
paper,  and  first, 

''That  the  comproDiises  of  election  petU 
tions,  as  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  this 
House  by  the  report  of  tbe  committee  on  elec- 
tion proceedings,  must,  if  for  the  future  they 
be  allowed  to  pass  without  punishment  or  cen- 
sure, tend  to  bring  this  House  into  contempt 
with  the  people,  and  thereby  seriously  to  di- 
minish its  power  and  authority." 

Mr.  Russell  said,  so  long  as  his  own 
conduct  had  been  under  the  investigation 
of  the  committee,  he  had  scrupulously 
abstained  from  making  any  charges  or 
complaints.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  had  thought  fit  to  interrogate  him  as 
to  whether  he  had  been  a  party  to  certain 
transactions  characterized  by  the  learned 
Member  as  "corrupt,"  he  had  certainly 
refused  to  answer ;  not  that  he  had  enter* 
tained  the  slightest  reluctance  to  give 
every  information  to  the  House,  but  be- 
cause he  thought  that  the  only  course, 
consistent  with  his  own  independence, 
was  peremptorily  to  decline  answering  a 
question  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  Chair  had  since  declared  there  had 
been  neither  precedent  nor  privilege  for 
putting,  and  he  felt  that  be  should  have 
abaudoned  his  duty,  not  so  much  to  him- 
self as  to  the  House,  if  he  had  submitted 
to  so  gross  a  breach  of  decency  and  order. 
But  though  he  had  refused  to  submit 
himself  to  the  interrogation  of  the  learned 
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GeDtkmao,  he  had  offered  no  opposition 
to  the  appointment  of  the  conmittee,  nor 
had  he  taken  any  part  in  the  debates 
which  had  since  arisen  on  the  subject,  or 
given  a  single  vote  vhich  by  the  remotest , 
analogy  coald  be  considered  to  bear  apon  ' 
it.     He  had  offered  no  obstruction  to  the 
inqairies  of  the  committee ;  not  that  he  . 
would  be  deemed  to  bare  acquiesced  in 
the  propriety  or  justice  of  its  appointment, 
bat  because  be  would  not  be  thought  to 
shrink  from  the  fullest  scrutiny  into  his 
conduct,  and  because  he  felt  that  as  a 
Member  of  that  House  he  was  bound  to 
defer  to  its  decisions  and  submit  to  its , 
authority.     But  now  that  the  report  of  the  • 
committee  had  been  produced,  now  that ' 
his  whole  conduct  had  been  laid  bare,  he 
felt   that  he   was  entitled   to  enter  his 
solemn    and    deliberate    protest    against 
these  roost  unjust  and  unprecedented  pro-  | 
ceediogs.     He  felt  that  this  was  a  duty  be  • 
owed   to  his  constituents,  to  resist  any  , 
resolutions  founded  on  such  proceedings 
for  placing  under  the  ban  of  the  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  with  a  view  to  the  sus- 1 
pension  of  their  elective  rights,  six  consti- 
tuent bodies  of  this  kingdom.     He  asked, 
in  the  6rst  place,  what  should  have  been 
the  constitution  of  a  committee  to  whom 
was  to  be  intrusted  an  inrestigation  like 
this,  involving  the  characters  'of  so  many 
persons,  and,  perhaps,  the  elective  rights 
of  so  many  constituencies?      For  years 
Parliament  had  been  engaged  in  framing 
a  tribunal  for  trying  controverted  elec- 
tions, divestiiig  it  by  every  possible  means 
of  all  political  character  or  party  influ- 
ence, and  prescribing  by  law  its  proceed- 
ings;   yet  with   all    this  prudence  and 
forethought  they  had  failed  to  accomplish 
their  object,  and   had  acceded    to    the 
appointment  of  a  committee  at  the  bare 
suggestion  of   the  learned   Member  for 
Bath,  under  the  pressure  of  the  greatest 
excitement,  both  in  and  out  of  those  walls, 
a  committee  singularly  marked   by  the 
strong  political  opinions  of  some  of  its 
members,  unsworn  to  do  impartial  justice, 
incompetent  to  swear  others  to  the  truth 
of  their  testimony,  ungoverned  and  unre- 
strained in  all  its  proceedings,  and  exer- 
cising powers  calculated  to  arouse  the 
alarm  and  awaken  the  indignation  of  the 
entire  nation.     I  ask,  (continued  the  hon. 
Gentleman),  I  ask,  too,  was  the  learned 
Member  for  Bath  the  fittest  person  to 
whom   to  intrust  the  care  of  such  an 
^:on  ?    Did  he  not  sell  hit  Par« 


I  rktmtimtad 


liamentary  aervicci  for  mooey  ?  [Mr. 
Rodmek:  I  did  not]  Did  he  not  sit  in 
this  House  as  the  paid  agent  of  m  rebel 
colony  ? 

Mr.  Roebmdtz  Sir,  I  rise  to  order.  The 
imputation  against  me  is  that  I  sold  my 
Parliamentary  serrices  to  a  rebel  colony. 
Now,  whoever  told  the  hoo.  Member  that, 
uttered  a  falsehood. 

Mr.  RusseUi  It  wia  certainly  aniver- 
sally  believed;  but  however,  if  the  learned 
Gentleman  declares  it  to  be  antme,  I 
withdraw  the  statemenL  It  was  univer- 
sally stated,  when  Canada  was  in  rebellion, 
that  the  learned  (Gentleman,  for  money,  be- 
came the  advocate  of  Canacte  in  this  Houae. 
[Mr.  Rodmck :  *'  I  was  not  a  Member  of 
the  House  at  that  time."]  At  all  events, 
if  I  understand  the  learned  Gentleman— 
[Mr.  Roebuck'.  *<ir^— If  I  understand  the 
learned  Gentleman  to  deny  the  statement,  I 
willingly  withdraw  it.  He  most  say  a  word 
of  the  singular  powers  which  had  been 
confided  to  the  committee.  It  was  to 
draw  nice  distinctions  to  say  that  it  was 
not  a  judicial  committee;  it  certainly  waa 
not  so  as  to  the  power  of  inflicting  punish- 
ments, but  it  was  as  to  placing  in  jeopardy 
that  which  was  of  most  value  to  any  man 
—  his  character.  The  language  used  by 
the  learned  Member  had  been,  **  I  charge 
you  with  bribery,  and  I  will  cracify  yoo 
before  the  House  and  the  country.**  What- 
ever the  ultimate  result  of  that  commit- 
tee, all  those  evils  had  been  already 
suffered  by  its  victima  which  arose  from 
inculpation  of  character,  from  being  "cm* 
cified**  (the  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
unaptly  called  it)  before  the  Honse  and 
the  country,  from  having  extorted  from 
their  own  lips  what  was  calculated  to  preju- 
dice their  reputation.  The  learned  Gentle- 
man had  constituted  himself  their  accuser, 
and  the  House  had,  by  a  strange  com- 
bination of  offices,  made  him  their  judge. 
In  that  incongruous  and  anomaloos  cha- 
racter of  accuser  and  judge,  the  learned 
Member  had  examined  the  parties  accused. 
It  was  an  old  principle  of  the  law  of 
England  that  no  man  should  be  compdled 
to  bear  testimony  against  himself  in  cri- 
minal matters—- a  just  and  wise  pnociple, 
which  however  had  been  utterly  violated  bj 
this  committee ;  before  which  the  parties 
themselves  had  been  examined,  and  been 
required  to  disclose  confidential  commoni- 
cations  that  might  have  passed  between 
them  and  even  their  own  counsel.  Such 
waa  the  monatroua  violation  of  one  {irHi- 
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ciple  of  law.    Again,  it  was^a  principle  of 
the  law  of  England  to  throw  every  possible 
protection  around  accused  parties.     All 
this  protection  had  been  cast  away,  and 
evidence  had  been  encouraged  against  the 
accused  by  offers  of  impunity  and  indem- 
nity to  any  witnesses,  while  the  accused 
had  been  denied  the  fair  reciprocal  secnrity 
of  duly  sworn  testimony.    To  the  accuser 
every  facility  had  been  given ;  from  the 
accused  every  conceivable  security  had 
been  withdrawn.  Testimony,  true  or  false, 
had  been  encouraged  from  everybody ;  but 
the  parties  accused  had  been  deprived^ of 
the  security  arising  from  a  power  of  pro- 
secuting for  perjury  those  who  gave  false 
evidence.    But,  worse  than  all,  these  pro- 
ceedings had  been  conducted  in  secrecy. 
Moreover,  there  had  been  given  to  the 
accuser  the  advantage  of  collecting  his 
testimony  at  leisure,  of  selecting  his  evi- 
dence, of  extracting  it  in  any  mode  which 
best  suited  his  purpose,  of  arranging  it, 
marshalling  it, and  shaping  it  as  he  pleased, 
and  of  publishing  it  as  he  liked ;  yet  the 
parties  accused  had  been  precluded  from 
knowing  any  facts  stated,  and  had  been 
prevented  from  confronting  the  witnesses 
against  them — nay,  had  not  even  known 
the  names  of  the  witnesses  till  they  had 
seen  them  published  in  the  report.    Was 
this  the  mode  in  which  it  had  hitherto 
been  customary  to  conduct  such  investi- 
gations!    Indemnity  had    been  offered, 
fbrsooth,  to  such  as  had  condescended  to 
answer  the  questions  of  the  committee; 
but  what  indemnity  could  be    given  for 
injuring  men's   characters — for  violating 
their  feelings — for  extorting  from  him  a 
betrayal  of  confidence,  and  the  consequent 
coolness  or  reproaches  of  friends.      He 
frankly  admitted  the  courtesy  and  consi- 
deration of  the  learned  Gentleman  and  all 
of  the  Members  of  the  committee  duribg 
their  proceedings;  but  the  office  the  learned 
Gentleman  had  assumed  was  an  odious  one, 
which  all  his  blandness  could  not  divest 
of  its  disagreeable  character.    The  learned 
Member  was  contented  to  hear  from  the 
lips  of  the  parties  accused  the  facts  which 
were  charged  on  them  as  corrupt,  and  if 
he  had  not  sought  further  to  invade  their 
rights  and  to  violate  their  feelings,  they 
were  probably  as  much  indebted  to  his 
policy  as  to  this  courtesy ;  as  the  learned 
Gentleman  knew  full  well  that    public 
sympathy  would  soon  have  been  aroused 
in  support  of  resistance,  to  the  authority 
of  the  committee  had  such  authority  been 


urged  too  far.    Were  they  then  to  deem 
themselves  indebted  to  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman for  his  politic  forbearance  when 
they  had  suffered  the  violation  of  some  of 
the  most  important  rights  inherent  in  Eng- 
lishmen ?   And  what,  after  all,  had  been 
accomplished  by  all  these  monstrous  vio- 
lations of  principle?      Could  the  House 
proceed  on'such  evidence  as  had  been  thus 
collected  and  suspend  the  rights  of  one 
constituency  ?  How  much  more  had  been 
done  towards  the  attainment  of  their  object 
than  at  the  first  commencement  of  the 
business?    Certain  compromises  had  been 
charged.    Had  the  House  been  ever  igno- 
rant of  them  ?    Had  not  they  been  made 
the  subject  even  of  actions  in  courts  of 
law  ?  He  now  wished  to  put  this  question. 
How  many  hon.  Members  were  there  who 
felt  that,  considering  the  position  in  which 
they  were  placed,  they  would  themselves 
be  entitled  to  ''  cast  the  first  stone  ?"  He 
would  not  name  parties  on  either  side,  he 
would  not  name  persons,  he  would  not 
name  places,  but  this  he  would  say,  that 
there  was  no  class  of  constituents  in  the 
country  who  could  prove  that  they  stood 
in  the  eyes  of  the  community  at  large  free 
from  the  influence  of  such  an  imputation 
as  that  which  the  committee  sought  to  cast 
upon  the  Members,  the  candidates,  and 
the   constituencies  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  notice  in  the  report  now  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.     It  was 
quite  true  that  at  present  not  much  was 
said  about  the  prevalence  of  corrupt  influ- 
ence in  counties,  a  circumstance  which 
could  very  easily  be  accounted  for  by  a 
reference  to  the  fact  that  so  great  was  the 
predominance    of    Conservative     power 
throughout  the  kingdom  that  amongst  the 
rural    constituencies  no  serious  attempts 
were  made  to  oppose  persons  standing 
upon  that  Interest.     But  no  man  in  that 
House  could  have  forgotten  the  profuse 
expenditure  which,  in  past  times,  was  in- 
curred for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
representation  of  counties.    It  was  well 
known  that  hundreds  of  thousands  used 
to  be  expended  on  county  contests  at 
every  general  election.     In  proof  of  this 
he  might  refer  to  an  observation  often 
made,  that   the  Catholic  families   were 
extremely  wealthy,  and  that  their  advant- 
ages in  this  respect  were  to  be  accounted 
for  by  the  fact  that  until  very  lately  their 
ineligibility  to  serve  in  Parliament  pre- 
cluded them  from  wasting  their  substance 
in   election  contests;     'Hie  ezpenies  of 
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those  contests,  from  which  Catholics  had 
so  long  been  shut  out,  were  known  to  be 
so  great  that  the  largest  patronage  of  the 
Crown  was  often  exercised  to  compensate 
for  the  pecuniary  inconvenience  which 
they  occasioned,  and  a  peerage  was  often 
granted  to  repair  the  fortunes  which  a 
contested  election  had  often  seriously 
injured.  Now,  he  would  be  glad  to  learn 
what  difference  there  was  between  receiving 
a  peerage  and  receiving  a  10/.  note,  and 
why  should  a  borough  or  a  borough  repre- 
sentative be  more  severely  censured  than 
a  county  or  a  county  Member — or  in  what 
respect  was  a  large  constituency,  such  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  represented, 
different,  with  reference  to  the  question  of 
bribery,  from  a  small  borough  constitu- 
ency }  Were  not  the  large  constituencies 
bribed  by  promises  and  professions — pro- 
mises, the  non-performance  of  which 
spread  so  much  discontent  and  disaffec- 
tion throughout  the  great  body  of  the 
people,  and  which  had  the  effect  of  send- 
mg  many  of  the  dupes  and  victims  of 
those  promises  to  our  penal  colonies.  He 
would  submit  to  the  House,  then,  whether 
there  was  not  infinitely  more  danger  and 
more  criminality  arising  from  the  existing 
state  of  things  in  the  counties  and 
in  the  large  constituencies  than  from  the 
indirect  influence  of  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  so  much  complained  in  the 
smaller  boroughs.  Was  it  to  be  inferred 
from  all  this  that  he  meant  to  say  that 
bribery  ought  not  to  be  punished  ?  He 
maintained  nothing  of  the  sort  On  the 
contrary,  he  would  say,  by  all  means  let 
the  law  be  improved — let  the  law  be  ad- 
ministered with  the  utmost  rigour.  Let 
not  the  House  select  five  or  six  places—- 
let  them  not  point  out  eight  or  ten  Mem- 
bers of  that  House — why  should  they  be 
made  the  scape-goats,  and  others  equally, 
if  not  more,  culpable  be  allowed  to  escape 
with  impunity  ?  From  this  point  he  did 
not  wish  to  pass  to  any  new  topic  without 
thanking  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Oxford  for  the  sound,  statesman-like 
spirit  with  which  he  stood  up  against  the 
utilitarian  principles  upon  which  it  had 
been  sought  to  discuss  this  question.  He, 
like  that  hon.  Baronet,  was  a  strenuous 
advocate  for  purity  of  election ;  but  he 
humbly  apprehended  that  there  were  in- 
terests even  higher  than  those  which 
affected  purity  of  election— there  were 
interests  of  society  more  important— there 
>»ere  attributes  of  national  character  better  | 


worthy  of  presenration.  He  thought  the 
time  had  not  arrived  when  Englishmen 
would  conduct  an  inquiry  or  trial  in  order 
to  obtain  a  conviction.  He  did  not  believe 
that  they  were  prepared  to  abandon  those 
principles  which  they  had  hitherto  held  to 
be  inviolable.  He  believed  they  would 
not  overlook  the  fact,  that  that  which  to- 
day was  innovation  would  to-morrow  be- 
come precedent,  and  on  the  following  day 
become  law.  Some  of  those  recent  inno- 
vations which  he  so  much  deprecated 
were  on  the  point  of  becoming  law,  but 
he  hoped  and  believed  that  such  things 
were  not  necessary,  and  would  eventalTy 
be  repudiated  by  the  good  sense  and  just- 
ice of  the  House.  He  thought  the  time 
had  at  length  arrived  when  the  House  of 
Commons  would  see  the  wisdom  and  the 
expediency  of  surrendering  a  privilege 
which  they  could  not  exercise  with  credit 
to  themselves  or  with  any  advantage  to 
the  country.  The  judges  of  the  land 
ought  to  be  permitted  to  administer  the 
ordinary  laws  in  the  usual  way,  and  if  they 
were  permitted  to  doso,  without  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
results  would  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  indi- 
vidual justice,  and  to  obtain  for  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Parliament  the  confidence  of 
the  whole  country. 

Major  Beresford  said,  that  one  of  the 
objects  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  was 
to  depreciate  as  effectually  as  he  possibly 
could  the  moral  character  of  the  represent- 
ative system  of  this  country,  and  as  much 
as  possible  to  undervalue  the  characters 
both  of  Members  and  of  constituencies, 
with  a  view  of  converting  those  proceedings 
into  grounds  for  the  introduction  of  further 
organic  changes  in  the  representation  of 
the  people  in  Parliament.  He  would  not 
then  trouble  the  House  with  any  further 
remarks  upon  the  general  objects  of  the 
hon.  Member's  motion,  but  proceed  at 
once  to  notice  its  bearing  as  regarded  him* 
self.  When  the  hon.  Member  first  brought 
this  question  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  he  put  certain  questions  to  him 
(Major  Beresford)  which  be  said  the  hon. 
Member  had  no  right  to  ask,  and  which  he 
therefore  declined  to  answer.  He  would 
tell  the  hon.  Member  that  if  a  committee 
were  granted  with  powers  as  extensive  and 
as  stringent  as  those  which  were  granted 
to  the  committee  over  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  presided,  he  (Major 
Beresford)  would  prove  before  that  com- 
mittee the  truth  of  every  word  that  he  had 
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srated— every  thing  that  he  had  stated  he 
was  ready  to  prove.  The  first  day  the 
matter  came  under  consideration  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  accused  him  of  corrup- 
tion, of  bribery,  and  of  treating.  He  now 
held  the  report  of  the  committee  in  his 
hand,  and  he  de6ed  any  one  to  show  from 
that  volume,  or  from  any  other  species  of 
evidence,  that  he  had  ever  been  guilty  of 
anything  of  the  sort  He  deBed  the  lion. 
Member  to  show,  from  the  questions  and 
answers  contained  in  the  evidence  ap- 
pended to  the  report,  that  he  had  been 
guilty  of  anything  bearing  the  least  resem- 
blance to  the  offences  charged  against  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  If  then 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
failed  to  bring  home  those  charges,  nothing 
con  Id  be  more  unjust  than  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that  he  had  not  given 
proper  answers;  when  he  declared  his 
willingness  to  go  before  the  committee 
and  give  all  the  information  in  his  power. 
The  accusation  involved  compromise,  bri- 
bery, and  corruption.  The  manner  in 
which  that  charge  had  been  made  out 
was  to  be  seen  from  the  report  and  the 
evidence  before  the  committee.  This  he 
was  perfectly  ready  to  admit — that  he  bad 
agreed  to  retire.  He  thought  that  if  any 
one  ought  to  retire  that  person  should  be 
himself,  seeing  that  another  candidate, 
and  not  he,  had  borne  the  weight  of  the 
election  expenses.  He  felt  in  his  bwn 
breast  the  consciousness  of  being  perfectly 
innocent.  He  knew  that  he  had  done 
nothing  wrong ;  but  if  his  having  agreed 
to  retire  could  fairly  be  considered  a  cor- 
rupt act,  then  he  must  plead  guilty  to  that. 
He  held  in  his  hand  the  evidence  of  the 
committee,  and  he  could  find  there  no 
proof  of  the  alleged  corruption.  At  page 
4  of  the  report  it  was  stated,  that — 

"Three  petitions  having  been  presented 
against  the  return  of  Mr.  J.  Attwood  and 
Major  Beresford,  on  the  ground  of  bribery, 
treating,  and  corruption  (see  appendix  A), 
a  compromise  was  entered  into  oy  the  agent 
of  Mr.  Attwood  and  Major  Beresford  on  the 
one  part,  and  the  agent  of  Sir  D.  Le  Marchant 
on  the  other;  and  that  the  arrangements  so 
made  by  the  agents  were  sanctioned  and  acteo 
on  by  their  principals/' 

He  had  already  stated  that  he  had 
agreed  with  Mr.  Attwood  to  retire ;  he 
wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Currie  consenting  so 
to  do,  and  he  would  refer  hon.  Members 
to  the  question  No.  221,  in  proof  that  he 
upon  that  occasion  treated  with  Mr.  Cur- 


rie as  the  agent  of  Mr.  Attwood.  He  gave 
his  letter  to  Mr.  Currie,  but  the  letter  was 
addressed  to  Mr.  Attwood.  The  questions 
Nos.  278,  250,  and  280  proved  the  same 
position.  He  held  that  he  stood  com- 
pletely exonerated  from  any  charge  of  com- 
promise, and  if  further  proof  of  that  asser- 
tion were  required,  it  would  be  found  in 
Nos.  147  and  149.  He  would  now  state 
frankly  the  reason  why  he  had  agreed  to 
give  up  his  seat — it  was,  that  he  did  not 
possess  the  means  of  defending  it.  No 
other  feeling  influenced  him.  He  was 
not  ashamed  to  aknowledge,  that  he  was 
not  a  wealthy  man,  but  he  should  be 
deeply  ashamed  of  undertaking  any  ex- 
penses which  he  did  not  feel,  that  he 
could  honestly  and  fairly  discharge.  He 
knew,  that  his  opponents,  though  they 
might  petition,  could  not  successfully  pro- 
secute that  petition — they  dare  not  pro- 
ceed with  it,  and  even  if  they  did,  and 
that  the  election  were  declared  void,  he 
could  secure  his  re-election.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  alleged  that  the  evi- 
dence had  shown,  that  Major  Beresford 
and  Mr.  Attwood  had  both  been  guilty  of 
compromise,  of  bribery,  and  of  corruption, 
either  by  themselves  or  their  agents.  He 
believed  it  would  now  be  acknowledged, 
bv  an  actual  reference  to  the  evidence  it- 
self,  that  there  was  no  foundation  for  such 
a  charge.  The  next  point  to  which  he 
should  advert  was  the  statement  made 
respecting  a  banker  in  Harwich,  who  had 
died  since  the  election.  His  name  had 
more  than  once  been  mentioned,  and  he, 
therefore,  need  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
the  gentleman  in  question  was  Mr.  Cox. 
He  was  a  gentleman  of  education,  of  the 
most  upright  and  honourable  character, 
and  a  man  also  of  considerable  intellect — 
a  man  of  whom  he  could  very  sincerely 
say,  he  was  wholly  incapable  of  such  con- 
duct as  had  been  imputed  to  him  in  the 
course  of  these  proceedings.  Had  the 
evidence  gone  into  by  the  committee,  and 
subsequently  laid  before  the  House,  been 
obtained  in  the  fair  and  open  manner  in 
which  English  inquiries  were  usually  con- 
ducted, he  felt  quite  assured  that  no  im- 
putation would  have  rested  upon  the  fair 
fame  of  Mr.  Cox ;  nor  did  he  even  now 
admit  that  any  charge  against  that  gentle- 
man had  been  substantiated  ;  and  he  could 
not  refrain  from  saying,  that  it  was  hard 
and  unfeeling  to  make  this  attack  upon 
one  no  longer  living.  The  inquiry,  as  he 
already  observed,  was  not  carried  on  in  a 
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fair  and  open  manoer.  If  it  had  not  been 
carried  on  in  secret,  he  woald  ha?e  taken 
especial  pains  to  collect  and  brin^  forward 
evidence  (o  negative  the  charges  brought 
against  Mr.  Cox,  add  he  felt  quite  assured 
that  he  would  have  had  very  little  diflB- 
cuhy  in  giving  to  them  the  most  complete 
and  triumphaoit  refutation  ;  for  had  he 
known  anything  of  what  was  going  for- 
ward he  could  have  produced  documents 
to  which  he  had  access,  and  he  might 
have  produced  witnesses  from  Harwich, 
whose  testimony  must  have  prevented  so 
false  a  report  from  going  forth  to  the 
country,  one  that  cast  a  slur  upon  a  cha- 
racter never  before  impeached,  which 
planted  a  dagger  in  the  bleeding  breast  of 
a  young  and  interesting  woman,  likely 
soon  to  become  a  widowed  mother.  Pro- 
ceeding to  the  other  features  of  the  report 
and  of  the  evidence,  he  must  notice  some 
of  its  exaggerations.  It  stated,  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  electors  of  Harwich 
had  been  bribed — namely,  that  eighty  had 
been  bribed.  Now,  a  large  portion  must, 
at  least,  mean  more  than  half,  while  eighty 
were  considerably  less  than  half,  the  whole 
number  being  182.  The  next  accusation 
brought  against  one  of  the  electors  of  Har- 
wich, was  contained  in  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Joseph  Parkes,  and  the  statement  on  the 
part .  of  that  gentleman  was  altogether 
gratuitous,  f0r  it  related  not  to  the  last 
election,  but  to  the  election  in  1837.  The 
evidence  of  Mr.  Parkes  was  in  these 
words : — 

"  I  do  know  the  fact  of  inordinate  sums 
having  been  gi? en ;  I  saw  enough  of  the  case 
to  prove  that ;  and  I  knew  the  circumstances 
of  rormer  contests  there,  for  there  was  an  in- 
tention of  petitioning  in  1837  by  Mr.  Tower, 
and  I  knew  that  one  man  had  had  500/.  for 
the  casting  vote  at  the  election.  I  knew  it 
had  been  offered  to  Mr.  Tower  and  refused  by 
him,  and  that  half  the  vote  had  been  bought 
on  each  side  for  the  two  sitting  Members,  and 
I  have  reason  to  believe,  that  the  man  had 
500/." 

Yet  this  statement,  having  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  proceedings  at  the  last 
election  was  sent  forth  to  the  public  by  a 
committee  directed  to  inquire  into  much 
more  recent  occurrences.  At  that  elec- 
tion there  had  been  three  candidates  who 
stood  equal  on  the  poll,  namely,  Mr,  Her- 
ries,  Captain  Ellice,  and  Mr.  Tower  ;  the 
fourth  candidate  polled  only  sixty-six 
votes,  while  the  first  three  polled  seventy- 
four  each.  One  elector  only  remained  to 
give  his  vote,  and  upon  bis  decision,  the 


election  must,  of  coarse,  have  turned. 
That  individual  was  Mr.  Runnicles.     He 
was  a  retired  officer  nnder  the  Board  of 
Customs,  and,  being  fearful  that  he  might 
draw  upon  himself  the  displeasure  of  that 
board,  he  was  anxious  altogether  to  avoid 
voting.    All  the  electors  in  the  town  had 
been  polled  at  half- past  one  o'clock,  and 
Mr.   Runnicles    remained    obdurate    till 
nearly  four,  still  declining  to  vote  ;  he  was 
then  induced  to  support  Mr.  Herries  and 
Captain  Ellice.     Mr.  Runnicles  thought, 
that  by  voting  for  both,  he  should  avoid 
getting  himself  "  into  trouble,"  as  it  was 
called,  and  that  he  should  also  by  that 
exercise  of  his  franchise,  conciliate  for 
himself  powerful  support  in  the  event  of 
any  unpleasant  consequences  arising  from 
his  vote.    Besides,  he  thought,  that  by 
giving  his  vote  to  both  candidates    he 
would  save  all  persons  connected  with  the 
election  from  the  trouble  and  annoyance 
of  a  scrutiny.    He  had  just  received  t 
letter  from  Mr.  Runnicles,  dated  the  24th 
of  this  month,  in  which  that  gentleman 
referred  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Parkes  as 
a  gross  libel,  expressing  himself  most 
anxious  to  repel  so  foul  a  charge ;    he 
announced  his  intention  to  call  upon  Mr* 
Parkes  to  give  up  the    author  of  the 
charge;    he  professed   himself  ready  to 
take  his  solemn  oath  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  he  was  innocent  of  the 
offence  implied  in  Mr.  Parkes*  evidence ; 
that  he  had  never  seen  Mr.  Herries  or 
Captain  Ellice  since  the  election ;  that 
nothing  could  be  more  unjust  than  the 
attack  thus  made  upon  his  character,  and 
that  he  was  resolved    that  the  matter 
should  not  rest  there.     He  did  not  know 
whether  the  privileges  of  the  House  would 
take  the  statement  to  which  he  had  been 
referring  out  of  the  operation  of  the  law 
of  libel — he  did  not  know  whether  that 
which,  if  bound  up  in  a  white  cover,  most 
be  regarded  as  a  libel*  would  be  called  no 
libel  being  bound  in  blue ;  but  be  believed 
Mr.  Runnicles  to  be  a  highly  respectable 
man,  and  wholly  inca)>able  of  the  ofience 
imputed  to  him  in  a  report  which  libelled 
the  {living,  and  slandered  the  dead.     It 
might  remain  to  be  quoted  in  future  times 
as  a  glorious  precedent  by  some  Parlia* 
mentary  speaker,  more  enamoured  with 
the  privileges  of  that  House,  than  with  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  desirous  to  magnify 
those  privileges  of  the  constitution  of  the 
country.    Rumours  were  spread  through 
almost  every  dob-roomy  which  were  known 
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to  be  falie  by  the  persons  in  whose  pre- 
sence they  were  uttered ;  it  was  said  that 
his  opponent's  own  committee  had  foted 
against  his  opponent,  when  it  was  known 
that  such  was  not  the  fact,  and  those 
who  knew  that,  ought  to  ibave  openly 
and  manfully  declared  it.  He  was  called 
a  '*  vent,  vicU,  viei  man ;''  yet  he  was  at 
Harwich  for  fourteen  days  in  constant 
communication  with  the  182  electors, 
while  his  adversary  was  there  only  twenty- 
four  hours.  He  might  have  been  denomi- 
nated a  *'  vent  vidi  man,**  but  he  thought 
that  the  "  vtct"  belonged  more  to  his  op- 
ponent. All  that  had  been  said  about  the 
6,300/.  was  equally  false  as  other  state- 
asents.  It  was  not  all  gold  that  glistened ; 
neither  was  every  man  guilty  who  had  the 
misfortune  to  be  calumniated. 

Mr.  Fitzroy  said,  that  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, he  wished  to  use  no  expression  that 
might  seem  disrepectful  to  the  committee ; 
be  was  prepared,  indeed,  to  acknowledge 
the  courtesy  which  they  had  evinced  in  the 
discharge  of  a  very  unpleasant  duty,  but 
there  were  misstatements  in  that  report 
which  hd  felt  bound  in  self-defence  to 
notice.  The  third  of  three  items  in  that 
report,  professing  to  set  forth  the  terms  of 
an  agreement  entered  into  by  himself  and 
his  opponents,  was  this — 

*'  That  all  actions  and  indictments  preferred 
respecting  conduct  at  the  election,  should  on 
boto  sides  be  withdrawn.'' 
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Now,  that  statement  was  calculated  to 
place  his  conduct  in,  at  least,  an  hypothe- 
tical position,  and,  at  all  events,  in  a 
light  different  to  that  in  which  it  really 
deserved  to  be  regarded,  because  it  would 
be  imagined  that  there  were  cross-actions 
of  sufficient  importance,  if  not  sufficient 
in  number,  to  induce  him  for  fear  of  the 
consequences  to  consent  to  a  compromise.  I  ^^  o^t  think  that  that  was  the  agreement.    It 

What  was  his  answer  to  the  question  No.    T!"^  ^^'J*^'  *?^  /^  7"  ""f^®  a  matter  of 

^-  hoDOurable  understandmg  between  the  agents. 

It  was  stated  to  the  counsel  also.'' 


arrangement  to  give  up  all  the  actions  that 
were  pending  ?-*Yes.  1  do  not  know  that  if  I 
bad  been  consulted  I  should  have  made  that 
agreement^  if  the  arrangement  had  not  been 
made.  It  was  suggested  after  the  whole  thing 
was  over.  It  was  not  suggested  before  the 
arrangement  was  made,  but  after  whatever  ar- 
rangement was  made.  And  af^er  what  the 
coansel  bad  done,  whatever  writing  they  had 
between  them,  it  was  as  if  they  had  forgotten, 
and  they  said,  *  Of  course,  it  is  understood/ 
And  I  said  then,  <  That  it  must  be  so.' '' 

Now,  he  did  not  wish  the  House  to  de« 
pend  upon  his  evidence  alone.  Mr.  Parkes, 
in  answer  to  the  questions  1,054  and 
lf055  stated  the  same  thing.  He  was 
asked—- 

**  1,054.  Mr.  Fitxroy  was  sitting  between 
you  and  the  counsel  at  the  time  this  was  going 
on,  and  was  cognizant  of  all  that  was  going 
on? — Yes;  then  after  the  undertaking  was 
drawn  up,  when  I  bad  It  in  my  hand,  I  said  to 
Mr.  Clarke,  who  stood  at  my  right  hand,  '  Of 
course,  it  is  understood  that  the  usual  indem- 
nity is  to  be  given  by  all  parties,  that  we  drop 
the  actions  that  are  pending.'  I  think  there 
were  actions  pending  for  bribery  on  both  sides, 
but  I  cannot  speak  correctly  as  to  what  they 
were;  Mr.  Briggs,  who  was  concerned  in 
them,  is  aware  of  them,  *  and  also  an  honour- 
able understanding  that  there  should  be  no 
actions  brought.'  and  that  was  assented  to  by 
Mr.  Clarke,  that  was  verbal." 

^  1,055.  Did  Mr.  Fitzroy  assent  to  that  ?— 
I  should  be  sorry  to  say,  as  a  mere  matter  of 
opinion,  that  he  heard  it,  because  it  was  all  in 
a  huny  at  the  table,  all  of  us  together.  He  may 
or  may  not  have  heard  that  part  of  it.  My 
own  opinion  would-be,  that  he  heard  it,  but  I 
should  be  sorry  to  state,  that  this  was  particu* 
larly  called  to  his  attention.  We  were  all  four 
close  together,  and,  I  think,  Mr.  Clarke  stood 
behind.  I  wish  to  be  understood  as  not  say- 
ing that  that  part  of  the  arrangement  was 
known  to  Mr.  Fitzroy,  or  heard  by  him.  I 
concluded  that  it  was,  but  I  do  not  know.    I 


1,140  which  was  put  to  him  before  the 
committee  ? — 

''Any  further  particulars  of  the  arrangement 
yon  knew  nothing  of,  but  they  were  reduced  to 
writing  ?— There  was  no  more  arrangement,  I 
imagine,  but  that  Mr.  Harford  gave  up,  and, 
consequently,  that  I  was  to  be  seated,  and 
after  that,  they  said  all  cross-actions' for  bribery 
were  to  cease ;  now  it  so  happened  that  there 
was  no  cross-action  against  us,  for  there  was 
no  proceeding  except  a  writ,  which  they  took 
good  care  not  to  put  a  name  to,  for  they  could 
not  find  one." 

Then  again  at  No.  1,154  he  was  asked, — 
''You  were  cognizant  that  there  was  an 


But  he  would  go  farther ;  he  would  re- 
fer the  House  to  the  answer  of  Mr.  Briggs, 
the  lawyer  of  the  opposing  party,  who 
stated  the  same  thing  in  still  stronger 
language  than  that  of  Mr.  Parkes,  at 
question  No.  1,458 — 

"  One  item  of  it  was,  that  all  indictments  and 
cross-actions  for  bribery  should  be  dropped  ? 
-—No,  that  was  no  part  of  the  arrangement ; 
the  arrangement  had  been  made  before  any 
suggestion  took  place  about  that;  it  formed 
afterwards  part  of  the  arrangement;  it  was 
not  the  basis  of  the  agreement." 


7i)l 


Election 


{COMMONS} 


Proceedingi, 


792 


Now,  after  those  statements  which  were 
made  not  by  him,  nor  by  parties  in  his 
interest,  but  by  Mr.  Parkes  and  Mr. 
Briggs,  he  must  say,  that  the  committee 
ought  not  to  have  placed  his  conduct  in 
the  invidious  light  in  which  it  was  made 
to  stand  by  their  report,  leaving  it  to  be 
inferred,  that  there  were  so  many  cross- 
actions  against  him  for  bribery,  that 
through  fear,  he  had  entered  into  a  com- 
promise. What  was  the  effect  of  Mr. 
Parke's  evidence  ?  At  question  1,035  he 
was  asked, — 

**  Had  you  got  up  any  counter  cases  of  cor- 
ruption, bribery,  and  treating  in  the  election 
against  the  petition? — Yes,  a^ery  heavy  case 
of  reuliatioD  was  got  up  which  I  particularly 
instructed  should  be  got  up  ;  I  am  not  well- 
informed  of  the  details  of  the  retaliation  case, 
because  knowing,  in  all  probability,  that  it 
would  never  be  tried,  and  that  it  would,  if 
tried,  only  be  resorted  to  after  the  loss  of  the 
seats  on  my  side,  that  is,  after  the  decision  of 
the  committee  against  the  return  of  the  two 
sitting  Members,  \1  did  not  pay  much  atten- 
tion to  that  class  of  the  evidence,  but  it  was 
all  briefed  in  my  hands." 

The  fact  was,  that  two  cases  were  got 
up  against  him  by  a  man  who  was 
caught  in  the  very  act  of  bribing,  and, 
in  order  to  prevent  him  from  taking 
proceedings  against  the  man,  a  sham  ac- 
tion was  immediately  commenced  against 
him.  He  repeated  his  opinion,  that 
the  committee  had  dealt  rather  hardly 
with  his  character,  in  reporting  that  to 
be  the  basis  of  the  agreement  which  was 
not  proved  by  the  evidence.  He  did  not 
wish  to  cast  any  obloquy  upon  the  com- 
mittee; but  he  thought,  it  was  rather 
strange  that  they  did  not  examine  either 
his  London  agent,  who  had  the  conduct 
of  the  petition,  or  his  agent  at  Lewes,  who 
was  acquainted  with  the  circumstances  of 
the  election.  He  did  not  accuse  the 
committee  of  doing  this  intentionally,  but 
the  effect  was  to  use  him  unfairly,  and  to 
place  him  in  a  worse  light  before  the  pub- 
lic than  otherwise  he  would  have  been. 
Let  hon.  Members  turn  to  the  evidence  at 
question  1,322,  when  Mr.  Clarke,  of  the 
firm  of  Clarke,  Fynmore,  and  Fladgate, 
solicitors,  is  asked,^ 

''Were  you  yourself  the  member  of  the 
firm  acting  in  the  superintendence  and  con- 
duct of  that  petition  ?*' — Answer.  *'  No  I  was 
not ;  1  saw  Mr.  Fitzroy  in  the  first  instance, 
and  as  soon  as  it  became  necessary  to  go  down 
to  Lewes,  my  partner,  Mr.  Fladgate,  went 
down.'* 


At  question  No.  1,370,  the  same  wit- 
ness was  asked, — 

**  Do  you  happen  to  know  whether  there 
was  any  confidential  brief  respecting  the  na- 
ture of  your  own  case,  and  which  put  counsel 
in  possession  of  the  dangerous  parts  of  the 
case?" 

That  was  an  important  question  to  him 
as  bearing  out  his  assertion  in  that  House 
that  he  had  never  been  guilty  of  any  bri- 
bery. But  what  was  the  answer  of  Mr. 
Clarke,  who  was  not  bis  agent  ? 

«  No,  I  think  not.'' 

Again,  at  question  1,375,  he  was 
asked,— 

**  As  far  as  you  knew,  there  was  no  brief 
for  the  defence  got  up,  stating  what  you  sup- 
posed would  be  individual  charges  against 
your  clients,  and  the  defence  upon  them  ?"— 
Answer.  "  No,  certainly  not ;  1  am  quite  con- 
fident in  stating  that  there  was  not" 

It  was  rather  extraordinary  conduct,  be 
thought,  to  call  for  the  partner  of  the  firm 
who  had  managed  the  petition,  and  ask 
him  about  it,  instead  of  the  agent  who  was 
actually  engaged.  [Mr. //awes  :  He  saw 
the  papers.  Look  at  question  1,369. 
Mr.  Fladgate  gave  him  the  briefs.]  Ex- 
actly so ;  but  that  made  his  case  stronger. 
The  question  No.  1,369  was— 

**  Had  you  prepared  any  htmafide  statement 
of  the  expenaiture  of  Mr.  Fitzroy  and  Lord 
Cantiluper — I  do  not  recollect  any  brief  of 
that ;  but,  as  I  before  stated,  Mr.  Fladgate 
prepared  the  briefi,  and  he  gave  them  to  me 
to  look  at." 

That  implied  that  he  was  to  act  as  a 
personal  friend,  but  why  did  they  not 
call  the  Lewes  agent  ?  [An  hon.  Member : 
You  had  no  agent.]  Not  a  legal  agent. 
He  had  not  employed  a  legal  agent  since 
1835.  He  stated,  that  he  had  an  agent 
at  Lewes ;  and  it  would  have  been  but  fair 
if  the  committee  had  examined  him  re- 
specting the  statements  made  with  regard 
to  dubs,  which  were  most  extraordinary 
and  erroneous,  and  were  uncontradicted, 
because  the  inquiry  had  been  carried  on 
with  closed  doors.  The  presebt  was  the 
only  opportunity  afforded  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  contradict  anything  which  had  ap- 
peared in  the  blue  book  published  by  the 
committee,  who  refused  to  let  those  erro- 
neous statements  be  rebutted  at  the  time. 
After  looking  over  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Parkes  and  Mr.  Briggs,  he  thought  every 
hon.  Member  who  took  an  unbiassed  view 
of  th<at  evidence  must  admit»  that  it  was 
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not  fair  to  state  that  the  basis  of  the  agree- 
ment was  a  desire  to  evade  certain  charges 
of  bribery.  He  was  not  aware  of  any  such 
condition ;  and  no  such  agreement  could 
have  been  entered  into  by  him,  unless  in  a 
cursory  or  incidental  manner.  With  re- 
spect to  treating,  he  denied  having  given 
hot  suppers,  they  had  never  been  given 
since  the  Reform  Bill ;  nothing  more  was 
allowed  than  customary  —  tobacco  and 
beer  at  certain  houses.  He  had  explained 
this  part  of  the  subject  before  the  com- 
mittee. 
.  Mr.  Escott  begged  permission  to  state 
to  the  House  his  reasons  for  voting  for  the 
first  two  resolutions  and  against  the  last. 
No  man  in  the  House  had  a  deeper  sense 
of  the  evils  of  bribery,  or  more  sincerely 
desired  to  put  an  end  to  it ;  but  he  had 
entirely  disapproved  of  the  mode  in  which 
the  committee  had  conducted  their  in- 
quiry, because,  though  he  had  a  sincere 
desire  to  put  an  end  to  bribery,  he  wished 
to  do  it  by  what  were  considered  fair  and 
constitutional  means.  The  object  was  a 
fair,  upright,  and  good  one;  the  means 
were  contrary  to  all  the  acknowledged 
forms  of  English  justice,  and  not  neces- 
sary to  the  end  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  in  view.  But  he  recollected 
that  the  question  of  the  mode  in  which 
that  committee  were  to  conduct  their  in- 
quiry, had  been  distinctly  brought  before 
the  House  on  two  or  three  occasions,  and 
that  every  time  that  mode  received  the 
sanction  of  the  House.  On  one  occasion, 
a  motion  was  made  by  an  hon.  Friend  to 
put  an  end  to  the  proceedings  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  he  voted  for  that  motion,  be- 
cause he  thought  the  mode  in  which  they 
were  conducting  the  inquiry  mischievous 
and  improper,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
stopped  at  once.  But  a  large  majority 
of  the  House  were  of  a  different  opinion, 
and  sanctioned  the  continuance  of  the 
proceedings  in  the  same  way  as  before. 
On  another  occasion,  he  undertook  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  whether  he 
meant  to  continue  the  proceedings  of  that 
committee  with  closed  doors,  and  particu- 
larly, whether  the  parties  implicated  were 
or  were  not  to  have  notice,  and  be  per- 
mitted to  be  present  while  evidence  against 
them  was  taken }  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  stated  at  that  time,  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  answer  the  question,  the  com- 
mittee intended  to  proceed  with  the  in- 
quiry in  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
commenced  it.    The  House  did  not  sup. 


port  him  on  that  occasion,  and  by  not 
doing  80,  they  again  sanctioned  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  committee,  and  their  maii- 
ner  of  conducting  them.  That  being  the 
case,  he  now  felt  that  he  should  not  be 
justified  in  resisting  the  adoption  of  the 
first  two  of  the  resolutions  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  because  he 
thought  the  mode  in  which  the  committee 
had  collected  the  evidence  was  not  a  sa- 
tisfactory mode.  He  must  now  take  the 
evidence  as  he  found  it.  He  gave  implicit 
credence,  in  the  first  place,  to  the  declara- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
that  he  was  able  to  prove  his  statements  ; 
in  the  next  place,  he  did  not  disbelieve  the 
evidence  given,  but  he  lamented  that  the 
committee  had  not  pursued  a  constitntional 
mode  to  obtain  it,  because  that  would  have 
given  weight  and  an  authority  to  the  pro- 
ceedings, which  wuuld  have  enhanced  their 
value ;  but  he  did  not  blame  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  whose  conduct  had 
been  described  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork  as  perfectly  fair  through- 
out. The  committee  did  not  wish  the 
ordinary  rules  of  evidence  to  be  observed ; 
they  stated,  and  perhaps  wisely^  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  adhered  to  in  order  to 
arrive  at  the  truth.  His  opinion  was  the 
reverse ;  yet,  the  House  having  sanctioned 
that  course,  he  was  not  the  man  to  stand 
up  there,  having  read  the  evidence  and 
weighed  all  the  circumstances,  and  say 
that  the  practices  which  appeared  to  have 
existed  in  certain  late  elections  should  be 
covered  and  screened,  because  he  did  not 
think  the  mode  of  taking  the  evidence 
which  proved  the  existence  of  such  prac- 
tices altogether  satisfactory.  He  should 
therefore  vote  for  the  first  two  resolutions. 
With  regard  to  the  case  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Fitzroy),  it  appeared  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  compromised  the  petition  when 
he  had  obtained  what  he  wanted — the  seat. 
That  was  not  quite  the  case  with  respect 
to  the  other  compromises;  the  other  par- 
ties compromised  to  screen  themselves 
from  charges  of  bribery  and  corruption. 
He  did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend  was  cog- 
nizant of  any  transactions  of  that  nature  ; 
indeed,  there  seemed  to  be  nothing  in  the 
shape  of  treating  even,  except  the  beer 
and  *'  backey.**  The  gravest  part  of  these 
charges  of  compromise  was  that  which 
went  to  turn  over  the  constituency  to  a 
party  by  whom  they  did  not  wish  to  be 
represented  in  Parliament.  That  was  tri- 
fling with  the  rights  of  the  electors  of 
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England.  Such  proceedings  demanded 
inquiry  on  the  part  of  the  House.  With 
regard  to  the  third  reiolution,  he  consi- 
dered it  an  indefinite  disfranchisement  of 
the  towns  mentioned  therein,  and  he 
doubted  the  right  of  the  House  to  adopt 
any  such  proposition.  What  was  their 
object  f  To  punish  the  guilty,  and  pre- 
vent the  parties  in  future  from  repeating 
those  practices.  But  there  were  in  those 
towns  large  bodies  of  the  constituency 
who  had  not  been  bribed  at  all.  Was 
there  any  evidence  to  show  the  contrary  ? 
Well,  then,  would  they  refuse  to  those  who 
were  uncorrupted  the  right  to  choose  a 
representative  in  that  House  ?  It  might 
seem  like  presumption  and  inconsistency 
in  him  to  oppose  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  after  having  admitted 
the  propriety  of  his  conduct  in  the  com- 
mittee, but  he  really  could  not  tell  what 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
about.  How  could  he,  with  any  respect 
for  public  liberty,  disfranchise  these  bo- 
roughs ?  Had  he  proved  them  all  guilty  ? 
Had  he  proved  the  majority  of  the  electors 
to  be  guilty  ?  If  not,  why  deprive  them  of 
their  right  to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  ? 
In  many  of  these  no  proof  of  guilt  had 
been  brought  forward.  The  House  had 
heard  much  of  freedom  of  election  but 
were  those  to  be  punished  against  whom 
there  was  no  evidence  of  guilt  ?  He  hoped 
that  the  time  would  come  when  not  only 
bribery  and  corruption,  but  compromises, 
would  be  put  down.  They  had  been  en- 
gaged during  the  whole  of  last  night  in 
discussing  the  bill  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  which 
measure  was,  by  legislative  enactments, 
to  put  an  end  to  the  corrupt  practices 

{mrsued  at  elections ;  but  it  was  a  singu- 
ar  fact  connected  with  the  discussions  on 
the  noble  Lord's  bill,  that  in  none  of  the 
speeches  which  bad  been  addressed  to  the 
House  had  any  allusion  been  made  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath's  committee.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  must  say,  that  it  would 
be  highly  inexpedient,  if  not  unjust,  to 
withhold  from  the  electors  of  those  towns 
the  right  of  exercising  their  elective  fran- 
obise.  He  would  again  assert,  that  it  was 
his  intention  to  vote  for  the  first  two  reio* 
lutions,  but  not  for  the  third. 

Captain  Plumridae  diMlaimed  all  per- 
sonal and  hostile  feelings  towards  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath.  He  should 
not  have  risen  to  address  the  House,  had 


not  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
stated  that  he  had  made  out  his  five 
charges  of  illegal  compromises.  Had 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  made 
out  any  charge  against  him  ?  He  had 
been  charged  with  bribery.  He  now  stood 
free  of  that  charge.  Had  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  tieen  present,  he  would 
have  asked  him  a  question  to  this  effect— 
whether,  after  the  appearance  of  the  report, 
he  ought  to  have  applied  for  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds,  and  thus  have  carried  out  a 
corrupt  compromise  ? 

Mr.  Blackstone  did  not  think  that  it 
was  possible  to  consider  the  compromises 
which  had  been  made  as  violations  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House.  It  was  dear  that 
the  object  of  these  compromises  was  to 
avoid  the  heavy  expenses  which  would 
have  been  incurred  in  defending  the  seat. 
In  the  case  of  Nottingham,  during  the  ex- 
amination of  Lord  Lincoln,  the  following 
question  was  asked  of  his  Lordship:^- 

''Then  I  understand  that  you  never  ex- 
pressed any  doubt,  or  gave  Mr.  Fladgate  to 
understand,  that  as  the  petition  went  in,  the 
funds  should  not  be'  forthcoming.  He  had  no 
reason  from  you  to  believe  that  the  petition 
was  likely  to  drop  from  want  of  funds  r— Cer* 
tainly  not;  except  so  far  as  I  have  stated. 
They  told  me  that  it  might  be  quite  possible 
for  the  opposing  parties  to  protract  the  thing 
to  such  an  extent  as,  perhaps,  to  draw  me 
into  an  expenditure  of  8,000c  or  10,0002.  I 
said  it  was  quite  imponible  to  suppose  that  I 
could  obtain  such  a  sum  as  that  lor  carrying 
on  the  petition.  I  was  ready  to  assist  in  the 
prosecuting  of  the  petition,  but  that  if  that 
course  was  pursued,  I  should  be  obliged  to 
drop  it;  but  that  I  should  goon  as  long  as  the 
fund  lasted." 

Mr.  Walter  was  called  before  the  com- 
mittee, and  upon  being  asked, 

**  Did  the  gentlemen  who  were  your  friends, 
conducting  the  petition,  understand  that  you 
would  approve  of  some  arrangement  f — ^I  can- 
not tell  what  they  might  understand;  it  is  very 
likely  that  they  would;  the  object  was,  cer- 
tainly, to  get  an  amicable  arrangement;  it  was 
thought  for  the  benefit  of  all  parties,  as  had 
been  done  in  other  places;  and  nobody 
thought  that  there  could  be  the  slightest  ob- 
jection  to  it,  particulariy  when  the  petition 
could  .'not  have  been  proceeded  with  without 
an  enormous  expense.  I  had  heard  that  it 
could  not  be  effectually  prosecuted  under 
20,000/. 

The  House  bad  heard  the  boo.  Member 
for  Harwich  sute  in  the  course  of  hie 
speech  that  evening,  that  hs  was  not  a 
man  of  much  wealth,  and  could  not  aflbrd 
to  incur  a  heavy  expenditure  in  deCMidinf 
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his  seat.  Considering  the  vast  sums  of 
money  that  were  necessary  in  order  to 
carry  on  a  contest  in  an  election  commit- 
tee, be  must  protest  against  the  terms  of 
the  boo,  and  learned  Member  for  Bath's 
resolutions.  The  last  resolution  be  could 
not  support.  Were  it  carried,  it  would  be 
nothing  less,  as  bad  already  been  stated, 
than  an  indefinite  disfranchisement  of  the 
five  boroughs  specified  in  the  resolutions. 
If  the  bon.  and  learned  Member  would 
move  for  a  committee  for  the  purpose  of 
inquiring  into  the  alleged  bribery  com- 
mitted at  Nottingham,  he  would  then  feel 
justified  in  voting  for  the  further  suspen- 
sion of  the  writ ;  but  he  could  not  sup- 
port the  suspensioh  of  the  writ  on  the 
ground  that  the  compromise  stated  to  have 
taken  place  would  tend  to  bring  the  House 
into  contempt  with  the  people. 

Mr.  Lascelles  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
stating  that  the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  had  been  broqght 
forward  in  that  bon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber's individual  capacity  of  chairman,  and 
not  by  the  authority  of  the  committee. 
He  could  not  do  this,  however,  without 
bearing  testimony  to  the  spirit  in  which 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member  had  con- 
ducted the  inquiry.  That  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  object  was  to  expose 
the  evils  attendant  upon  a  system,  and 
not  to  promote  the  interest  of  any  indi- 
vidual party.  It  was  but  right  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  to  state 
that.  It  was  quite  impossible  for  an  in- 
quiry to  have  been  conducted  more  fairly. 
In  order  to  take  a  proper  view  of  the 
whole  inquiry,  it  was  necessary  to  consider 
the  circumstances  which  had  given  rise  to 
the  committee  in  question.  What  were 
those  circumstances?  Certain  charges 
against  individual  Members  of  that  House 
had  been  made  of  their  having  been  en- 
gaged in  corrupt  compromises  in  order  to 
secure  a  seat  in  that  House.  Those  alle- 
gations were  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  this  being 
the  case,  what  course  was  the  House  justi- 
fied in  pursuing?  Under  ^he  circum- 
stances, when  so  many  grave  charges 
were  made,  an  inquiry  was  absolutely  ren- 
dered necessary.  For  that  purpose  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  moved  for  bis 
committee.  The  object  which  that  com- 
mittee had  in  view  was  to  investigate  into 
the  accuracy  of  these  alleged  facts.  The 
result  pf  the  inquiry  was  that  it  had  been 
satisfactorily  established  that  certain  com- 


promises with  the  view  to  obtain  posses- 
sion of  a  seat  in  that  House  had  taken 
place;  the  evidence  adduced  before  the 
committee  established  that  the  compro- 
mises were  entered  into,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  screening  bribery,  but  for  the 
object  of  saving  a  heavy  expense,  which 
would  necessarily  have  been  incurred  in 
prosecuting  the  inquiry  before  an  election 
committee.  It  was  the  understanding 
among  the  committee  that  no  recrimina- 
tory proceedings  should  be  adopted  against 
particular  individuals.  With  regard  to 
the  suspension  of  the  writs,  were  the  reso- 
lution embodying  that  recommendation 
adopted  by  the  House,  it  would  be  too 
penal  in  its  character.  Whatever  opinions 
the  House  might  think  proper  to  entertain 
with  reference  to  the  resolutions  under 
their  consideration,  he  must  again  assert 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  brought  them  forward  in  his  in- 
dividual capacity,  and  not  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  committee  over  which  he 
presided  as  chairman. 

Lord  Chelsea  was  understood  to  say, 
that  from  the  first  moment  when  the  bon. 
Member  for  Bath  moved  for  his  committee 
he  (Lord  Chelsea)  had  abstained  from 
taking  a  part  in  the  debate.  He  thought 
that  it  was  not  only  an  unfair,  but  an  in- 
vidious course  to  pursue,  to  hold  up  indi- 
vidual Members  of  that  House  as  objects 
of  public  odium  and  censure.  He  bad 
seen  nothing  to  alter  his  opinion.  It  was 
not  bis  intention  to  enter  upon  any  defence 
of  himself.  He  thought  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  that  House  to  decide  upon  the 
allegations  which  had  been  made.  No 
evidence  had  been  adduced  to  substantiate 
the  charges  brought  against  him.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had, 
no  doubt^  other  objects  in  view  in  moving 
for  the  committee.  It  would,  no  doubt, 
give  that  hon.  and  learned  Member  no- 
toriety, but  he  should  recollect,  that 
although  notoriety  might  be  bread  and 
meat  to  him,  it  would  prove  poison  to 
others- 
Mr.  Ward  said,  that  under  any  other 
circumstances  it  would  be  unfair  to  make 
any  five  individnala  of  that  House  the 
scapegoats  of  a  system.  These  general 
allegations  might  have  been  made  usgue 
ad  nauseam^  and  the  system  which  bad 
been  in  operation  for  the  last  twenty  years 
would  have  remained  unaffected,  had  it 
not  been  for  the  boldness,  the  novelty,  and 
perhaps  he  might  say,  the  irregularity  of 
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the  course  which  the  hon  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  had  pursued.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  not  adopted 
that  somewhat  bold,  novel,  and  irregular 
course,  the  House  would  not  have  been  in 
possession  of  the  report  which  he  held  in 
his  hand.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  go  into 
the  consideration  of  the  individual  cases 
implicated  in  the  report  of  the  committee. 
He  was  pleased  to  hear  that  all  bore  willing 
testimony  to  the  courtesy,  fairness,  and  im- 
partiality of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath.  A  reference  had  been  made 
to  the  onerous  duties  of  the  members  of 
that  committee^ it  was  inseparable  from 
the  inquiry  in  which  they  were  engaged. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
had  not  pursued  the  course  which  was 
adopted,  the  facts  embodied  in  the  report 
would  not  have  been  elicited.  Those 
facts  were  said  to  bear  harshly  upon  indi- 
viduals. The  hon  Member  for  Harwich 
had  repudiated  the  charges  brought  against 
him.  He  must  say,  that  the  committee 
had  acted  with  perfect  justness  towards 
that  hon.  Member.  It  was  stated,  that 
Major  Beresford  had  not  paid  one  shilling 
towards  the  expenses  of  his  election ;  that 
Mr.  Attwood  paid  the  whole  expenses ; 
that  the  boo.  Member  had  been  brought 
into  the  House  on  the  shoulders  of  one  of 
those  individuals  whose  talents  for  con- 
quest had  already  been  so  well  described. 
He  would  ask  what  would  the  House  do 
with  the  report?  It  was  an  understand- 
ing among  the  members  of  the  committee 
that  they  were  not  to  suggest  any  legisla- 
tive enactment.  The  House,  however, 
stood  ID  a  diflBcult  position  when  the 
facts  were  brought  under  its  consideration. 
Those  practices  were  now  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  in  a  tangible 
shape ;  who  could  say,  after  reading  the 
report  made  by  the  committee,  and  read- 
ing the  evidence  pven  before  them,  that 
those  practices  were  harmless  and  were 
not  repugnant  to  the  rights  of  the  people 
and  most  detrimental  to  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  House  ?  Was  it  right  that 
the  House  should  be  silent  upon  such  an 
occasion  ?  Was  it  not  their  bounden  dtity 
to  express  their  detestation  of  such  prac- 
tices 1  What  interpretation  would  be  put 
on  their  silence  out  of  doors,  but  that  the 
fact  having  been  laid  before  them  of  most 
corrupt  practices,  they  were  afraid  of  con* 
damning  it?  and  was  it  not  their  duty 
to  prevent  such  an  opinion  being  formed, 
by  enunciating  an  opinioa  upoo  the  prac« 


tices  at  the  earliest  moment?  Consider- 
ing the  support  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had 
given  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath,  support  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  that  night  borne 
ample  testimony,  he  trusted  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  support  the 
resolutions  or  something  like  them.  At  all 
events,  he  hoped  they  w«re  prepared  to 
suspend  the  issue  of  writs  for  all  those 
towns  and  boroughs  which  were  implicated 
in  the  report  until  some  more  stringent 
law  was  in  force  for  the  prevention  of 
bribery.  Of  course  he  could  only  con- 
jecture what  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
might  be,  or  that  of  any  of  bis  Colleagues, 
but  he  as  a  Member  of  the  House  felt 
obliged  to  say,  that  he  conceived  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  House,  if  ihey 
did  not  wish  to  destroy  all  the  labours 
of  the  committee,  if  they  did  not  wish  to 
retrace  the  steps  which  they  had  taken  in 
the  matter,  to  place  upon  record  the  sense 
they  entertained  of  the  practices  brought 
under  their  notice.  He  did  not  stand  up 
for  the  resolutions  intact,  but,  unless  the 
House  was  prepared  to  place  upoo  record 
some  distinct  and  unequivocal  opinioa 
with  regard  to  future  proceedings  of  the 
nature  indicated  in  the  report,  be  could 
not  see  with  what  object  the  inquiry  bad 
been  instituted — he  could  not  see  why  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Chelsea)  and 
several  other  Members  of  the  House  had 
been  dragged  before  the  committee — he 
could  not  see  why  their  feelings  should 
have  been  harrassed  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed by  the  noble  Lord.  Unless  they 
were  prepared  to  agree  to  the  resolutions 
proposed,  or  something  of  the  same  na- 
ture, no  good  could  possibly  arise  from 
the  inquiry.  If  the  House  were  to-mor- 
row to  agree  to  the  motion  of  the  bon. 
Gentleman  behind  him  (Mr.  S.  Crawford), 
and  issue  a  new  writ  for  the  borough  of 
Nottingham,  ihey  would  only  promote 
those  scenes  and  practices  in  that  town 
which  had  been  so  forcibly  and  graphically 
described  to  the  House  by  his  boo.  and 
learned  Friend— if  the  House  was  pre- 
pared so  to  stultify  itself,  then  the  enquiry 
was  useless,  and  would  have  been  much 
better  left  done*  The  House  would  have 
adopted  a  more  reasonable  and  a  nore 
just  course,  if  they  had  said  at  once  they 
sanctioned  bribery  and  the  system  of  com- 
promise ;  for  by  taking  no  steps  to  check 
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the  system,  they  in  fact  gave  it  their  silent 
acquiescence.  However,  he  for  one  was 
not  willing  to  stultify  himself  in  that  way ; 
he  had  concurred  in  the  appointment  of 
the  committee ;  he  had  concurred  in 
granting  them  extraordinary  powers;  he 
quite  concurred  in  all  they  had  done,  and 
upon  a  perusal  of  their  report^  was  quite 
pepared  to  vote  for  the  resolutions  then 
before  the  House.  He  again  put  it  to  the 
conscientious  feelings  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  whether,  after  acting  cordi- 
ally with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  up 
to  that  point  at  which  they  had  now  ar- 
rived— for  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  fairly  acknowledged  that  without  their 
support  he  never  could  have  obtained  bis 
committee — after  the  great  expense  of 
feeling  which  their  conduct  had  caused, 
if  they  did  not  now  assist  in  the  endea- 
vour made  to  correct  the  system,  it  would 
only  be  one  other  confirmation  of  the 
charge  of  hypocrisy  so  often  brought 
against  the  House. 

Mr.  Hawes  could  not  allow  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wakefield  to  be  the  only 
member  of  the  committee  who  expressed 
his  sentiments  to  the  House.  He  wished 
publicly  to  state  that  he  agreed  in  all  that 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member;  neither 
could  he  allow  the  House  to  come  to  a  vote 
without  attempting  to  explain  what  was 
the  difference  which  existed  between  him 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath.  He  could  not  give  his  sup- 
port to  all  the  resolutions  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  In  the  first  place,  the 
inquiry  was  one  of  a  very  peculiar  kind, 
and  he  felt,  as  a  member  of  the  committee, 
that  if  they  were  to  receive  their  informa- 
tion from  the  parties  concerned  in  the 
transactions  into  which  they  were  to  in- 
quire, and  who  were  willing  to  contribute 
it,  they  then  received  a  species  of  evidence 
which  they  could  not  obtain  by  any 
other  means  whatever;  therefore,  he 
thought  they  could  not  use  that  evidence 
either  as  affecting  the  boroughs,  or  any  of 
the  individuals  who  were  concerned.  The 
committee  had  repotted  rather  with  the 
view  of  exposing  a  system  than  with  any 
view  to  inculpate  individuals — ^rather  for 
the  purpose  of  laying  the  foundation  for 
some  future  legislative  enactment  than  for 
the  punishment  of  any  past  offences. 
What  was  proposed  to  be  done  by  the  re- 
solutions of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ? 
To  the  first  he  entirely  subscribed ; 
but  whea  he  came  to  the  second^  and 
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found  that  he  was  called  upon  to  declare 
that  these  practices  were  a  violation  of  the 
liberties  of  the  people,  and  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House,  he,  as  a  member 
of  the  committee,  considering  the  under- 
standing when  it  was  appointed — [Mr. 
Roebuck  :  The  words  are  **  All  such  prac- 
tices."] He  was  aware  of  that,  but  he  was 
called  upon  to  affirm  that,  under  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances  of  the  case,  the  prac- 
tices which  had  prevailed  were  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  House,  was  be  to  stop  there-— was 
he  to  stop  by  merely  declaring  them  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House  ?  To 
stop  there  was  to  call  upon  the  House  to 
make  a  declaration,  which  in  itself  was 
extremely  objectionable,  for  they  would 
declare  that  a  breach  of  their  privileges 
which  was  not  to  be  visited  by  any  conse- 
quences whatever — a  course  he  believed 
without  any  precedent.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  aware  that  they  did 
not  agree  in  the  distinction  he  drew  be- 
tween his  conduct  as  a  member  of  the 
committee,  and  his  conduct  as  a  Member 
of  the  House.  But  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Wor- 
cester, had  stated  that  a  clause  in  the 
Bribery  at  Elections  Bill  was  intended  to 
meet  the  case  of  compromises ;  that  clause 
sprung  ftom  the  appointment  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  was  just  as  much  connected 
with  it  as  if  it  had  been  framed  upon  the 
report.  It  was  acknowledged  that  other 
measures  must  be  introduced  in  order  to 
grapple  with  the  evils  of  the  system  laid 
bare  by  the  investigation  of  the  committee. 
The  great  merit  of  the  report  consisted  in 
this — that  it  brought  to  light  on  positive 
evidence  that  which  was  only  surmised  be- 
fore; it  was  now  matter  of  record,  and  formed 
a  good  ground  for  legislative  interference ; 
therefore  he  thought  the  resolutions  were 
unnecessary.  With  reeard  to  the  second 
resolution,  he  felt  considerable  diflSculty  in 
supporting  it ;  but  when  he  came  to  the 
third,  he  had  no  doubt  at  all  as  to  the 
course  he  should  take.  Alter  mentioning 
the  names  of  the  boroughs  implicated  be- 
fore the  committee  it  went  on  to  say, 
that— 

<'  The  present  laws  ha? ing  been  found  insoffi- 
cient  to  protect  the  voters  from  the  mischievous 
temptations  of  bribery,  it  be  ordered  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  issue  no  writ  for  any  election  of 
Members  for  the  said  towns  till  Uirther  legis-* 
lative  enactments  have  been  adopted  to  protect 
I  the  purity  of  election." 
2D 
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Here  he  was  called  upon  to  vote  for  pon- 
ishment  upon  all  those  boroug;h8  upon 
evidenre  given  before  the  committee  in  a 
manner  unknown  to  the  law,  and  which 
vote  might  ultimately  lead  to  their  dis- 
franchisement ;  that  evidence  was  obtained 
by  extraneous  means — it  was  not  legal 
evidence,  and,  although  it  might  form  a 
good  ground  for  legislation,  it  could  not 
be  made  ground  for  punishment.  He 
conceived  that  the  late  committee  on 
election  proceedings,  were  much  io  the 
nature  of  the  election  committee  as  now 
constituted.  By  the  bill  which  was  under 
consideration  last  night,  the  election  com- 
mittee by  their  report  might  cause  a  se- 
cond inquiry  ;  they  were  in  the  nature  of 
a  preliminary  committee  to  report  upon 
certain  charges  ;  so  also  was  the  late  com- 
mittee; they  made  the  preliminary  inquiry 
upon  which  they  might  legislate,  but  the 
foundation  of  all  penal  proceedings  ought 
to  be  upon  an  inquiry  conducted  before  a 
judicial  tribunal.  He,  as  a  Member  of 
the  House,  concurred  in  the  general  object 
of  the  resolutions,  but  having  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  committee  he  could  not  give 
them  his  support.  He  differed  on  that 
single  point  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  ;  it  was  the  only  one.  Indeed,  he 
might  say,  that  during  the  whole  of  the 
proceedings  there  had  not  been  a  single 
division,  a  thing,  he  believed,  that  was 
almost  unprecedented.  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wakefield  had  made  his  statement 
to  the  House,  he  had  felt  that  he  would 
be  doing  his  duty  in  assuring  the  House, ' 
that  he  concurred  in  all  that  had  fallen  ' 
from  him ;  and  he  had  also  been  anxious  , 
to  state  the  grounds  of  his  vote  against 
the  resolutions. 

Mr.  Aglionhy  said,  they  were  now  about 
to  enact  another  farre  among  the  many  in 
which  they  had  lately  been  engaged— a 
farce  not  calculated  to  create  laughter*, 
but  oue  which  would  and  rouse  create 
disgust  and  indignation  in  the  public 
mind.  It  was  necessary,  in  order  to  show 
that  the  House  was  really  in  earnest 
towards  the  putting  down  of  bribery,  not 
only  to  have  an  exposure,  but  that  the 
exposure  of  gross  delinquency  should  be 
followed  by  punishment.  With  respect 
to  the  resolutions,  he  should  have  been 
quite  ptepand  to  give  them  bit  warm 
support  even  had  they  been  couched  in 
much  stronger  words.  They  were  so  mild, 
that  he  really  could  not  conceive  why  the 
!.-.«  %K^^\^^  f^jj  Lambeth  abould  object 


to  them ;  they  were  of  the  mildest  possible 
nature.  He  confessed,  he  scarcely  onder- 
Btood  the  distinction  attempted  tobedrawn 
between  the  duty  of  a  Memtier  of  the 
House  and  a  Member  of  the  committee. 
What  he  wanted  to  know  was,  wovld  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lambeth,  vote  for  the 
resolutions  as  they  stood,  as  he  said  he 
approved  of  them  ?  He  as  a  Member  of 
the  House,  was  fully  prepared  to  vote  for 
them,  because  as  a  Member  of  the  House, 
he  was  determined  to  put  down  tmbery  in 
any  way  he  could,  and  pursue  corrupt 
compromises  to  the  last.  The  report  ex- 
hibited the  existence  of  a  system  which 
was  a  disgrace  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
A  compromise  in  itself  might  be  oo  crime, 
but  a  compromise  entered  into  by  Mem- 
bers who  retained  or  obtained  their  seats 
by  it  was  eminently  calculated  to  briog 
the  House  into  disgrace.  The  coootrj 
would  not  allow  a  House  so  constituted 
to  sit  many  years.  They  most  have  a 
radical  reform  not  only  in  election  com- 
mittees, but  in  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House  on  the  question  of  bribery;  they 
must  erect  a  competent  tribunal,  one  not 
only  to  convict,  but  with  powers  to  con- 
demn and  punish.  He  had  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  voting  for  the  resolutions — the 
mildness  of  the  language  in  which  they 
were  couched  had  led  him  to  hope  that 
they  would  have  met  with  the  unanimous 
approbation  of  the  House.  He  joined  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  moat 
cordially,  for  he  thought  no  new  writ  ought 
to  issue  to  any  of  the  boroughs  implicated 
until  some  more  stringent  law  respecting 
bribery  was  in  force.  The  law  waa  wanted, 
not  for  the  protection  of  the  caodidala, 
but  for  the  protection  of  the  constituen- 
cies ;  and  he  would  heartily  join  with  any 
one  who  brought  in  a  measure  with  a  aio- 
cere  desire  to  accomplish  that  object. 

The  5o/ictlor- Genera/ :  Sir,  I  have  no 
wish  to  controvert  any  of  the  observatiom 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  as  to  the  enormous  evil  consequences 
of  a  system  of  bribery  among  the  consti- 
tuencies which  return  Members  to  thu 
House.  On  the  contrary,  I  quite  agree 
with  him  that  no  evils  can  l>e  greater  or 
more  dangeroua ;  but.  Sir,  I  do  aot  think 
that  that  is  the  question  which  we  have 
now  to  consider.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Wake* 
field  have,  io  my  opinion,  pat  the  matter 
in  its  true  light— they,  as  Members  of  the 
coBsaittee,  have  tokf  the  Hoosa  what  was 
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the  feeliDg  in  the  committee  as  to  the 
understanding  on  which  it  was  appointed. 
Sir,  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact 
that  the  House  armed  the  committee  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
with  eitraordinary  powers.  E?idence  was 
taken  and  given  before  that  committee  in 
a  manner  not  altogether  foreign  to,  but  in 
complete  opposition  to  all  the  rules  which 
guide  evidence  in  courts  of  justice.    That 
committee    has    now    made    its    report, 
founded  upon  the  evidence  so  obtained, 
and  the  <}ii6stion  now  is,  what  steps  are 
the  House  now  to  take  upon  that  report  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  says 
if  the  House  takes  no  step  at  all  in  conse- 
quence of  the  report,  it  will  be  adding 
another  farce  to  those  in  which  we  have 
already  been  engaged ;  but  let  me  remind 
the  House  of  what  was  the  purport  and 
object   with    which   the    committee   was 
appointed.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber   for  Bath  made    a    statement.    He 
said  he  had  no  intention  to  fix  criminality 
upon  any  indidual,  but  he  wished  to  ex- 
pose a  system  which,  he  said,  existed,  and 
was  one  of  an  extremely  obnoxious  nature. 
He  said  he  believed  the  system  of  com. 
promise  was  not  a  new  one,  but  that  it  had 
taken  place  over  and  over  again ;  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  6x  censure  on  any  party 
who  had  been  concerned  in  the  practice ; 
but  he   considered   it  necessary  that  it 
should  be  inquired  into,  because  the  com- 
promise  was  generally  made  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  an  investigation  into  gross 
bribery.    He  further  said  his  object  was 
not  to  punish,  but  that  a  committee  should 
be  constituted  to  inquire  into  the  system 
with  a  view  to  found  legislation  upon  the 
result    That  was  the  object  and  purpose 
of  the  committee-*at  all  events,  it  was 
upon  that  understanding  that  the  hon.  and 
Warned   Member   obtained    his   support 
from  this  aide  of  the  House.    Tbat»  1  be- 
lieve, was  the  understanding  on  both  sides 
of  the  House — not  that  the  committee  was 
to  pass  censure  upon  any  person,  or  to  take 
any  criminal  measures  against  any  one,  but 
merely  to  inquire  for  the  purposes  of 
legislation;  most  certainly  it  was  upon 
that  understanding  alone  that  the  com- 
mittee were  armed  with  the  extraordinary 
powers  which  were  confided  to  them.    A 
defeated   candidate  presents   a    petition 
claiming  the  seat,  and  among  other  matters 
be  charges  the  sitting  member  with  bribery 
— he  goes  before  the  committee,  and  upon 
other  grounds  he  obtains  the  seat.  Surely 


you  would  not  make  him  go  into  all  the 
cases  of  bribery  he  had  alleged  at  his  own 
expense,  he  having  previously  obtained  all 
he  wanted.  All  that  is  to  be  expected  of 
a  petitioner  in  such  a  case  is  that  he  will 
look  after  his  individual  interest;  but  says 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
that  is  not  all  the  House  of  Commons 
wants — the  charges  of  bribery  must  be 
prosecuted,  because  it  is  for  the  public 
benefit.  Some  cases  were  alleged  to  have 
been  compromised,  and  the  allegations  of 
bribery  were  dropped ;  then  said  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 

"  Give  me  a  committee,  and  I  will  under- 
take to  show  that  in  this  case  the  sitting  Mem- 
ber either  gave  up  his  seat  or  the  petition  was 
withdrawn  in  order  expressly  to  keep  all  the 
parties  from  entering  upon  the  allegations  of 
bribery." 

The  committee  was  appointed,  and  it  is 
impossible  to  deny  that  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  is,  that  several  compromises  were 
entered  into  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
all  investigation  of  cases  of  bribery ;  that  is 
the  result  undoubtedly.  Then  what  is  the 
next  step  the  House  ought  to  take  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  .Bath  says, 
notwithstanding  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  committee  was  granted—  notwithstand- 
ing the  reasons  for  which  it  was  armed 
with  extraordinary  powers  to  pursue  the 
investigation,  he  thinks  it  right  to  move 
these  resolutions:  the  first,  in  general 
terms ;  but  the  others  highly  inculpating 
individuals,  and  charging  them  with  having 
been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House.  Sir,  I  should  indeed  be 
very  reluctant  to  vote  anything  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House  unless  I  was 
prepared  to  follow  up  that  vote  with  ade- 
quate punishment.  If  the  vote  is  not 
followed  op,  then  indeed  it  would  be  a 
farce;  the  House  will  stultify  itself  if  it 
votes  anything  a  breach  of  privilege,  and 
yet  refuses  to  follow  it  up  with  punish, 
ment.  Will  the  House  be  open  to  the 
censure  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  if  it  refuses  to  adopt  these  or  any 
other  resolutions?  What  has  already 
taken  place  with  reference  to  this  subject  ? 
No  legislative  measures  have  been  pro- 
posed since  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee was  presented ;  but  a  bill  has 
been  brought  in  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Lord 
J.  Russell),  founded  not  upon  the  report 
of  the  committee,  but  upon  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
2D2 
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for  Bath  when  he  mored  the  appoiDlmeot  | 
of  that  committee.  What  if  the  nature  of 
the  enactmeots  of  that  bill  which  last 
night  passed  through  committee  ?  It  meets 
the  very  grievance  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  complains — the  com- 
promise of  election  petitions.  That  bill 
empowers  an  election  co  mmittee,  in  the 
event  of  a  compromise  taking  place,  or  of 
a  petition  being  withdrawn,  to  call  before 
it  the  sitting  Members,  the  candidates, 
and  the  agents,  and  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  which  have  led  to  the  compromise, 
in  order  that  the  committee  may  be  ena- 
bled to  judge  whether  such  compromise 
has  been  entered  into  in  order  to  avoid 
the  investigation  of  charges  of  bribery.  If 
the  committee  come  to  the  resolution  that 
a  compromise  had  taken  place,  they  are 
armed  with  the  power  of  prosecuting  an 
inquiry,  assisted  by  an  agent  appointed 
by  the  House  at  the  public  eipense,  into 
the  charges  of  bribery.  A  legislative 
measure  has,  therefore,  been  applied  which 
completely  meets  the  case  contemplated 
by  tne  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
Some  clauses  of  the  bill  to  which  1  refer 
were  opposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork  and  bv  other  hon. 
Gentlemen,  on  the  ground  that  they  re- 
quired further  consideration  ;  but,  al- 
though those  clauses  have  been  withdrawn, 
I  presume  the  feeling  of  the  House  is, 
that  some  other  legislative  measure  should 
be  adopted  during  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament  v.hich  may  perfect  the  provi- 
sions  of  this  bill.  What*  I  would  ask, 
ought  to  have  been  the  nature  of  the  reso- 
lutions proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath— in  accordance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  House,  and  with  the  report  of  the 
committee— if  no  bill  had  been  brought 
in  on  the  subject?  I  think  the  resolutions 
ought  to  have  been  in  this  form — that 
from  the  disclosures  which  have  taken 
place  before  the  committee,  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  House  that  the  compromises 
entered  into  tended  to  obstruct  the  inves- 
tigtttion  of  charges  of  bribery,  and  that  it 
was,  therefore,  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
adopt  such  legislative  measures  as  might 
prevent  such  compromises.  If  no  legisla- 
tive measures  had  been  brought  in,  or 
were  in  contemplation,  1  would  have  con- 
curred in  resolutions  of  this  nature;  for 
the  House  being  satisfied,  from  the  report 
of  the  committee,  that  compromises  have 
taken  place  with  the  object  alleged  by  the 
knn  Member  for  Bath,  would  have  hem 


bound  to  provide  some  legislative  enact- 
ment on  the  subject,  tnstoid  of  declaring 
these  compromises  to  be  a  breach  of  pri- 
vilege, and  censoring  the  coDdoct  of  the 
persons  who  have  entered  into  soch  com- 
promises. I  entertain  strong  objections 
to  the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath.  Is  the  House  prepared 
to  deal  in  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  with  the  rights  of  six  bo- 
roughs returning  twelve  Members  to  Par- 
liament ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asks  the  Honse  to  suspend  the  issue  of 
the  writs  for  these  boroughs.  With  what 
object  does  the  hon.  Member  make  this 
proposition  ?  The  hon.  Member  proposes, 
in  his  resolutions,  that  Mr.  Speaker  shall 
issue  no  writs  for  any  election  of  Members 
for  certain  boroughs  tiil  further  legislative 
enactments  have  been  adopted  to  protect 
the  purity  of  election.  What  does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  mean  ?  Is  he 
prepared  to  introduce  some  other  measure 
besides  that  already  before  the  Honse  ?  or 
does  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  the  Honse 
to  understand  that  any  other  legislative 
measure  will  be  brought  forward  affecting 
these  boroughs?  The  bill  introduced  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London  is  the  only  measure  now  before 
the  House ;  and  let  me  remind  hon.  Mem« 
bers  that  that  bill  will  contain  some  im- 
portant provisions  with  respect  to  bribery 
which  have  originated  from  the  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  on  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
I  do  not  allude  to  the  clauses  which  were 
passed  last  nighty  but  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  that  at  a 
future  stage  of  the  bill  he  would  introduoe 
provisions  respecting  the  payment  of  head- 
money  and  treating,  either  before  or  after 
elections.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  now  asks  us  to  suspend  the  writs 
for  six  boroughs,  and  to  keep  twelve  seats 
in  this  House  vacant — until  what  time?  I 
stated  on  a  former  occasion  my  opinion  oo 
this  subject  in  a  constitutional  point  of 
view.  The  House  of  Commons,  as  a  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  has  the  power,  if  it 
thinks  right,  to  propose  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  a  borough  for  corrupt  and  illegal 
practices  ;  but  1  think  this  House  assumes 
a  most  dangerous  power  when,  without 
the  consent  of  the  'other  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  it  prevents  boroughs  from 
sending  representatives  to  ParliamenL 
Considering  the  nicely-balanced  state  of 
parties,  what  would  have  been  the  effect 
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had  this  Hoose,  the  Session  before  last, 
saspended  the  issue  of  writs  for  six  bo- 
roughs?    The  fate  of  the  Ministry  might 
have  depended — it  would  have  depended 
— upon  the  presence  of  the  Members  for 
those  boroughs.     It  is,  therefore,  I  con- 
ceive, a  most  dangerous  power,  and  one 
which  ought  only  to  be  exercised  in  case 
of  great  emergency  and  with  some  definite 
object.     1  can  understand  the  suspension 
of  a  writ  if  you  intend  to  introduce  a  bill 
for  the  disfranchisement  of  a  borough, 
and,  with  the  consent  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  of  the  Ciown,  to  carry  that 
disfranchisement  into  effect;    but   what 
right  has  this  House  to  suspend  the  privi- 
lege of  boroughs  to  return  Membm  to 
Parliament  ?    I  remember  that,  on  a  late 
occasion*  the  hon.  Member  for  Montgo- 
meryshire (Mr.  Wynn)  stated    that    in 
former  times  the  House  of  Commons  had 
suspended  writs,  and  for  several  months ; 
but  the  right  hoo.  Member  referred  to  a 
bad  period  of  the  history  of  this  country ; 
and  I  think  this  House  will  not  follow  such 
a  precedent.     If  you  suspend  these  writs 
now,  you  are  to  pass  over  the  period  du- 
ring which  Parliament  is  prorogued  ;  you 
are  to  wait  until  the  next  Session.  These 
boroughs  are  to  have  no  repiesentatives — 
till  when  ?    Will  yon  be  prepared,  when 
you  meet  again,  to  adopt  measures  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  these  boroughs  ?  You 
will  not.  Then  suppose  this  House  adopts 
the  measure  which  was  nnder  considera- 
tion yesterday,  and  that  it  is  rejected  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  are  these  boroughs  to 
have  no  representatives  ?  I  entertain,  then, 
great  doubt  whether,  constitutionally,  the 
House  of  Commons  is  justified  in  exer- 
cising this  power.     If  you  suspend  these 
writs  you  establish  a  precedent  which  may 
be  followed  in  worse  tinges,  when  it  may 
be  important  to  a  party  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  suspend,  for  unconstitutional 
purposes,  the  issue  of  writs  for  certain 
boroughs.      I   hope,  therefore,  that    the 
House  will  not  concur  in  the  resolutions 
of  the  boo.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
I  trust  we  shall  not  be  subjected  to  the 
mbrepresentation  that,  in  opposing  these 
resolutions,  we  afford  any  countenance  or 
encouragement  to  the  system  of  bribery. 
I  object  to  the  resolutions  of  the  hoo.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  because  I  think  they 
are  wholly  unnecessary,  and   because  I 
conceive  they  involve  a  violation  of  the 
understanding  into  which  the  House  en- 
tered when  the  committee  was  appointed. 


We  are  now  adopting  legislative  measures 
which  are  directly  calculated  to  meet  the 
evils  of  which  the  hon.  Member  com- 
plains ;  but  the  principal  ground  on  which 
I  object  to  these  resolutions  is,  that  they 
recommend  the  suspension  of  writs  for  an 
indefinite  time.  I  shall,  therefore,  move 
the  previous  question. 

Sir  R,  Ingtis  said,  after  the  direct  allu- 
sions which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  he 
thought  it  right  to  state,  that  what  he  said 
on  a  former  occasion  was  this — that  he 
conceived  an  exaggerated  view  had  pre- 
vailed as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
guilt  of  bribery.  He  might  say,  with 
respect  to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learoed  Gentleman,  that  he  believed,  as 
far  as  his  public  life  was  concerned,  he 
was  no  hypocrite;  and  he  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  show  that  he 
had  ever  swerved,  or,  to  use  a  somewhat 
unparliamentary  expression,  "  skulked  " 
from  the  avowal  of  his  opinions.  He 
begged  pardon  of  the  House  for  having 
referred  to  a  matter  entirely  personal ;  but 
as  he  had  been  pointedly  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  and  learoed  Member,  he  thought 
it  right  to  give  some  explanation.  He 
entertained  strong  objections  to  the  reso- 
lutions proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  and  be  wished  the  hon.  and  learoed 
Solicitor-general  had  met  them  by  a  direct 
negative.  He  would  not  revive  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  cireumstances  under 
which  this  committee  was  appointed,  b^t 
he  would  proceed  to  consider  the  results 
of  their  investigations  as  they  appeared 
in  these  resolutions.  The  first  resolution 
of  the  hon.  and  learoed  Member  stated, 

"  That  the  compromises  of  election  petitions 
miul,  if  for  the  future  they  be  allowea  to  pass 
without  pnnisbmeDt  or  censure,  tend  to  bripg 
this  House  into  contempt  with  the  people,  aod 
thereby  seriously  to  diminish  its  power  aod 
autbori^." 

But  the  hon.  and  learoed  Gentleman 
would  say  that  he  was  not  reading  the 
resolution  fairly;  for,  in  fact,  the  reso- 
Intion  was  perfectly  valueless  wiiho  t  thi 
parenthesis — 

^As  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  this 
House  by  the  report  of  the  Select  Committee 
of  Election  Proceedings." 

He  found  that  the  very  first  witness  ex- 
amined before  that  committee.  Sir  Denis 
Le  Marehant,  stated  that  he  was  informed 
by  his  legal  adviser,  that  whatever  strong 
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suspicions  there  might  be  of  bribery  hav- 
ing  taken  place  to  a  great  extent,  still  the 
evidence  that  he  could  bring  before  the 
committee  was  very  inconclusive ;  and  the 
witness  proceeded — 

"I  was  told  that  I  bad  very  little  hope  of 
our  being  able  to  give  any  evidence  of  tbe 
way  in  which  tbe  bribery  bad  taken  place, 
and  that  my  only  cbance  of  success  was  tbe 
strong  feeling  that  prevailed  in  committees 
upon  the  subject  of  bribery ;  and  he  said,  so 
far  as  tbe  scrutiny  went,  that  was  perfectly 
hopeless ;  so  that  in  fact  my  only  chance  was 
a  compromise,  if  I  wished  to  get  the  seat.  I 
thought  that  it  might  be  worth  while  to  make 
the  experiment,  and  I  determined  to  drop  my 
petition  for  the  seat.'* 

He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  evi- 
dence of  every  witness  examined  before 
that  committee  produced  the  same  im- 
pression on  his  mind  ;  but  he  thought  he 
had  rescued  one  compromise,  at  least, 
from  the  charge  affixed  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Bath  to  all  compromises ;  for  he 
had  shown,  from  evidence  upon  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  relied,  that 
one  hon.  Gentleman  entered  into  a  com- 
promise because  he  was  informed  he  could 
not  prosecute  his  petition  with  any  chance 
of  success.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  seemed  to  have  an  almost 
instinctive  aversion  to  the  idea  of  com* 
promise.  He  seemed  to  think  with  the 
firm  of  Buzzard,  Hawk,  and  Co.,  that 


'**  arbitrations  were  the  stain 


<<0f  9th  and  10th  of  William's  reign/' 

— *and  that  all  disputes  ought  to  be  settled 
by  a  suit  at  law.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich,  who  was  examined 
before  the  committee,  said, 

''  I  have  had  one  petition,  and  that  has  been 
enough  for  me ;  I  am  determined  never  to 
have  another/* 

He  believed  many  gentlemen  were  in- 
fluenced by  a  similar  feeling,  and  he 
thought  no  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  ever 
served  on  an  election  committee,  and 
above  all  those  who  had  been  themselves 
involved  in  such  an  investigation,  could 
wonder  at  the  desire  which  existed  to 
avoid  such  inquiries.  Tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  declared  in  his  second  resolution, 
that 

"  All  such  practices"  as  those  to  which  be 
had  drawn  the  attention  of  the  House,  ''  are 
hereby  declared  to  be  a  violation  of  the  liber- 
ties of  tbe  people." 

He  was  bonnd  to  say  that  the  hon. 


Gentleman  bad  not  endeavoured  to  en- 
force by  his  speech  this  part  of  the  reso- 
lution. He  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  whether  such  practices 
could  be  shown  to  be  a  violation  of  the 
liberties  of  the  people  ?  Although  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  delivered  a 
very  long,  and  a  very  able  speech,  he  had 
not  said  one  word  on  this  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  had  not  even  attempted  to 
substantiate  the  other  clause  of  this  second 
resolution — that  these  practices  were  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  that  House.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  said 
that  such  practices  violated  the  purity  of 
election ;  or  if  he  had  used  any  term  of 
that  kind,  he  could  have  understood  him. 
He  did  not  know  how  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
treating  these  compromises  as  an  offence, 
could  propose  to  punish  those  who  might 
hereafter  enter  into  such  compromises, 
while  those  who  had  already  committed 
the  offence  were  permitted  to  escape. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  that  the  investi- 
gations before  election  committees  were 
trials  instituted  by  private  individuals  in 
order  to  obtain  private  rights ;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  punish  any 
person  who,  in  the  exercise  of  bis  discre- 
tion, might  choose  to  withdraw  a  petition 
for  inquiry  before  an  election  committee. 
He  then  came  to  the  third  resolution.  The 
resolutions  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  said  they  were  to  suspend  the  issue 
of  new  writs  for  all  these  boroughs  till  there 
were  some  further  legislative  enactments 
to  protect  the  purity  of  election.  What 
interpretation  was  the  House  to  put  on 
this  ?  What  interpretation  was  the  House 
to  put  on  the  three  last  words  of  the  third 
resolution  ?  What  did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  mean  by  '*  purity  of  elec- 
tion V  He  had  not  stated  that,  and  be  (Sir 
R.  Inglis)  would  venture  to  state  it  for  him. 
He  assumed  that  he  meant "  universal  suf- 
rage**  and  **  vote  by  ballot."  [*«  Hear, 
hear."]  At  any  rate,  there  were  those  behind 
him  who  would  say,  that  there  could  be 
no  purity  of  election  till  they  got  vote  by 
ballot  and  universal  suffrage.  Were  they, 
then,  to  satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  as  to  '*  purity  of  elec- 
tion ?"  A  power  such  as  was  proposed  to 
be  given  by  the  second  resolution,  con- 
ceded to  a  majority,  might  fix  the  fate  of 
any  Ministry,  and  transfer  power  from  one 
party  to  another.  He  thought  this  reso- 
lation  uosQStained  by  any  previous  prece* 
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dent.  He  would  atk  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  point  out  what  liberties  of  the 
people  were  violated,  and  where  the  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  the  Houie  was?  He 
asked  him,  respectfully,  to  point  out  the 
page  in  Hansard  or  in  the  journals  of  the 
House  where  *'  such  practices"  were  for- 
bidden. He  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  would  tell  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  evidence  produced  to  justify 
the  taking  of  the  decision  of  those  ques- 
tions from  the  tribunal  to  which  they  were 
usually  referred.  If  the  parties  involved 
in  the  case  felt  that  the  expense  was  so 
great  as  to  justify  them  in  withdrawing 
from  such  contest,  it  would  be  a  most  mis- 
chievous precedent-^it  followed  certainly 
no  precedent — and  dangerous  to  the  li- 
berties of  the  people  to  give  to  a  majority 
in  that  House— -a  *'  tyrant  majority/'  as 
it  had  once  formerly  been  called — the 
power  of  deciding  what  persons  should  or 
should  not  continue  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  For  these 
reasons  he  would  rather  have  met  the  re- 
solutions with  a  direct  negative;  but  it 
was  not  for  him  to  interfere  with  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Solicitor-general.  At  any  rate, 
he  should  record  his  vote  against  the  reso- 
lutions. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  sat  down  had  not  done  justice  to 
his  hon.  Friend.  The  inquiry  had  gone 
forth,  not  with  the  view  of  criminating 
any  party  concerned  or  interested.  The 
hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  the  instruction  to  the  committee  was 
to  inquire  into  certain  corrupt  practices 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  with  regard  to 
certain  elections.  That  was  the  object  for 
which  the  committee  had  been  granted, 
and  he  did  not  know  but  that  that  object 
had  been  completely  answered.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solitor-general  had  admitted 
the  corrupt  practices,  and  the  bribery 
which  had  been  proved ;  and  had  concluded 
by  stating,  that  he  was  prepared  to  move 
the  previous  question.  He  was  very  sorry 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  place  the  House  in  that  situation  : 
because  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
admitted  the  corrupt  practices,  on  account 
of  which  the  inquiry  had  been  made,  to  be 
proved ;  he  admitted  that  they  were  prac- 
tices which  ought  not  to  esist,  and  ought 
not  to  be  tolerated ;  and  he  admitted  that 
the  bill  which  had  passed  through  the  House 
the  night  before  was  intended  to  correct 
and  remedy,  if  not  the  whole,  a  part  of 


those  abuses,  and  he  was  therefore  very 
much  at  a  loss  to  know  why  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  the  course 
he  had.    ^Vhat  an  impotent  resolution  the 
House  wdlild  come  to  if  the  bill  to  which 
the  learned  Gentleman  referred  should  be 
rejected  in  another  place !     They  would 
then  be  in  the  situation  of  having  made  the 
inquiry  into  these  abuses,  of  having  had  all 
the  practices  fully  proved — for  no  Mem- 
ber had  yet  attempted  to  deny  them — and 
of  having  visited  them  with  no  condem* 
nation  whatever;  for  that  would  be  the 
case  if  **  the  previous  -question*'  were  put 
and  carried.     Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  say  that  such  practices  as  had 
been  proved,  did  not  tend  to  bring  that 
House   into  contempt  with   the  people  ? 
He  did  not  deny  that  they  did.    The  evils 
were  admitted.     His  hon.  Friend  brought 
them  before  the  House  in  a  manner  not  to 
be  denied,  and  asked  if  these  practices 
were  to  be  allowed  to  pass  whout  notice 
or  censure,  as  they  would  tend  to  bring 
that  House  into  contempt.    Was  there  any 
man  in  that  House  who  would  be  bold 
enough  to  say,  that  such  practices  did  not 
tend  to  damage  the  character  of  that  House 
in  the  eye  of  the  public  ?   Would  any  man 
say  that  the  expenditure   of   lO.OOOL   or 
12,000/.,  in  bribery  and  corruption  at  elec- 
tions of  Members  of  the  House  was  con- 
sistent with  the  character  which  Members 
of  that  House  ought  to  maintain  as  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  ?     If  that  were 
the  case,  why  refuse  to  condemn  such  prac- 
tices ?    The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor- 
general,   by  not  condemning  them  posi- 
tively, stated  to  the  world  that  such  prac- 
tices  should  go  on.     In   his  opinion  it 
would  be  better  at  once  to  legalise  such 
practices.     Extensive  as  these  abuses  had 
been,  and  clearly  exposed  and  admitted 
as  they  had  been,  ihe  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  yet  called  upon  the  House  not 
to  pass  an  opinion  on  them.     It  was  as 
much  as  to  say,  they  might  practise  such 
things  without  being  detected,  and  even  if 
detected,  it  mattered  not;  for  the  House 
of  Commons  had  refused  in  six  or  seven 
cases  to  pass  an  opinion,  on  the  authority 
of  her  Majesty's   Solicitor-general,   that 
such   practices  ought  to  be  condemned. 
He  most  deeply  regretted  the  course  which 
had  been  pursued.     He  had  given  credit 
to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth 
that  he   would   endeavour  to  get   these 
practices  put  an  end  to  and  to  prevent 
their  repetition ;  but  how  could  he  (Mr. 
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Hume)  reconcile  that  expectation  with 
the  present  amendment,  in  which  he 
presumed  the  right  hon.  Baronet  con- 
curred? The  amendment  went  to  the 
extent  of  saying,  that  it  was  not  fit  that 
the  House  of  Commons  should  declare 
an  opinion  on  the  corrupt  practices  which 
had  existed.  The  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site (Sir  R.  Inglis)  wished  to  know  how 
these  practices  were  a  violation  of  the 
liberties  of  the  people.  Did  the  hon. 
Baronet  not  know  that  anything  which 
interfered  with  the  freedom  of  election 
of  Members  of  that  House—  whether  by 
bribery  or  corruption,  or  intimidation — 
prevented  the  free  choice  by  the  people  of 
their  representatives,  and  was  an  inter- 
ference with  the  freedom  of  the  subject  ? 
Did  the  hon.  Baronet  mean  to  say,  also, 
that  these  practices  were  not  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  that  House?  He  was 
sure  that  the  Speaker,  if  appealed  to, 
would  not  deny  that  these  compromises 
were  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  that 
House?  They  prevented  disclosures  of 
bribery.  Full  examination  into  these  tran- 
sactions had  been  prevented,  and  was  it 
possible  for  the  hon.  Baronet  for  a  moment 
to  believe  that  these  practices  were  not  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  that  House? 
His  hou.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) asked  the  House  to  declare  that 
compromises  to  prevent  the  discovery  of 
bribery,  and  to  prevent  justice  being  done 
between  the  parties,  tended  to  bring  the 
House  into  contempt,  and  should  in  future 
be  strictly  inquired  into  and  severely  pun* 
ished.  But  if  these  proceedings  were 
allowed  to  pass  without  punishment  or 
censure,  would  they  not  bring  that  House 
into  contempt?  And  what  did  her  Ma- 
jesty's Solicitor-general  propose  ?  That 
there  should  be  no  punishment  for  the 
past,  and  neither  punishment  nor  censure 
for  the  future.  He  did  not  know  what 
language  the  learned  Solicitor-general 
could  use  stronger  than  his  amendment  to 
express  that  he  did  not  think  the  House 
ought  to  pass  an  opinion  that  such  pro- 
ceedings ought  to  be  punished  in  future. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  their  proceedings 
would  appear  to  the  public  at  large  a 
complete  farce.  After  all  the  challenges 
and  charges  made  against  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  who  had  conducted  him- 
self throughout  this  inquiry  so  much  to 
his  own  honour  and  credit  and  to  the 
saiisfaciion  of  all  parties,  all  his  labours 
would  be  as  nought;    nay,  oq  the  coo* 


trary,  his  labours  would  work  out  evil 
instead  of  good,  because  he  had  proved 
the  abuses  which  existed,  the  manner  in 
which  that  House  was  constituted,  and  in 
which  the  Members  of  it,  in  many  in- 
stances, were  elected,  and  the  public 
would  see  that,  bad  as  they  were,  and 
condemned  as  they  had  been  out  of  that 
House,  her  Majesty's  Solicitor-general 
had,  by  his  amendment,  said  be  would  not 
pass  any  opinion  on  those  practices,  or 
agree  that  they  should  in  future  receive 
any  punishment  or  censure  from  the 
House ;  and  should  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  motion  be  carried  it  must  be 
presumed  that  such  practices  bad  the  sup- 
port and  sanction  of  the  Legislature.  He 
could  put  no  other  interpretation  upon 
this  amendment.  He  had  to  express  his 
deep  regret  at  this  opinion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  He  thought  that 
the  thirdTcsolution  might  be  objected  to, 
as  it  had  been  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Winchester,  without  the  first 
two  being  questioned ;  but  he  thought  the 
third  resolution  might  be  supported  with 
great  propriety,  because  it  asked  only  that 
new  writs  should  not  be  issued  for  the 
boroughs  about  which  there  had  been  in- 
quiry till  further  Legislative  enactments 
should  be  adopted  to  protect  the  purity  of 
elections.  A  further  Legislative  enactment 
was  going  through  the  House,  and  before 
it  was  passed  it  would  be  improper  to 
issue  new  writs  for  these  boroughs.  What 
had  taken  place  on  the  issuing  of  a  new 
writ  for  Ipswich?  He  had  opposed  the 
issuing  of  that  writ,  because  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  renew  the  scenes  of 
bribery  which  had  taken  place.  No  sooner 
was  the  writ  issued  and  the  election  over 
than  a  petition  was  presented  against  the 
return,  and  bribery  was  now  proved,  he 
understood,  before  a  committee  up  stairs. 
He  knew  that  the  report  had  not  been 
made  to  the  House;  but  he  understood 
that  charges  of  bribery  having  again  taken 
place  at  that  election  had  been  made  and 
proved.  Could  any  man  doubt  that  if 
writs  were  issued  to  the  other  boroughs* 
extensive  bribery  would  take  place  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Buckingham  had  stated, 
with  regard  to  the  Nottingham  election, 
that  he  was  sure  upwards  of  2,000  of  the 
electors  were  bribed.  He  should  support 
the  resolution  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He 
believed  that  universal  sufirage  and  the 
vote  by  ballot  were  the  only  means  to  pre- 
vent undue  influence  by  money  or  intimi- 
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dation,  and  thereby  the  recurrence  of  these 
transactions. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  protracting  this  painful  discus- 
sion, but  simply  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  as  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  appeared  by 
these  proceedings  two  or  three  Members 
of  that  House  had  engaged,  in  pursuance  of 
agreements  entered  into  to  carry  out  these 
settled  compromises,  to  accept  by  a  certain 
day  the  stewardship  of  the  Chi  I  tern 
Hundreds.  He  wished  to  know,  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government,  in 
the  event  of  any  of  those  individuals  ap- 
plying for  it,  to  grant  the  application? 
He  wished  to  know  whether,  in  the  case  of 
Major  Beresfordy  for  Harwich*  of  Captain 
Plumridge,  for  Penryn,  and  with  regard 
to  one  of  the  Members  for  Reading — for 
the  report  did  not  state  which — it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Treasury  to  gniot  the 
stewardship,  by  means  of  which^e  com- 
promise might  be  carried  out  ?  It  appeared 
to  him  that  if  the  Government  bestowed 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds  in  these  cases,  they 
would  be  parties  to  these  corrupt  practices, 
and  be  giving  facilities  to  that  which  he 
hoped  the  House  was  on  the  point,  by  the 
adoption  of  these  resolutions,  of  pre- 
venting. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer :  As 
the  stewardship  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds 
is  in  the  gift  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
question.  No  application  has  been  made 
to  me  by  any  of  the  parties  referred  to  for 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds;  and  when  that 
application  is  made,  it  will  be  time  enough 
for  me  to  decide  what  course  I  shall 
pursue. 

Captain  Plumridge  requested  to  know 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  would  give  him  the  Chiltern  Hundreds 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  carry  out  the 
compromise. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer:  He 
would  give  an  answer  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  made  an  official  application. 

Captain  Plumridge:  1  now  make  the 
application.  He  fdt  himself  in  a  very 
difficult  position,  and  the  reason  was,  that 
be  did  not  make  the  compromise  himself; 
be  never  would  have  consented  to  ask  for 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds ;  he  was  not  guilty 
of  bribery ;  but  he  had  been  so  far  com- 
promised by  his  agent  as  to  be  called  upon 
to  accept  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  if  he 
could  get  them.  He  made  that  applica- 
tion very  reluctantly,  so  far  as  related  to 


his  sense  of  feeling,  but  he  did  so  from  a 
sense  of  duty. 

Mr.  Cochrane  defended  himself  against 
the  charge  of  inconsistency  brought  against 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  for 
having,  on  former  occasions,  supported 
in<|uiry,  with  regard  to  the  borough  of 
Bndport,  and  afterwards  refused  to  give 
evidence  before  this  committee.  He  begged 
to  say  he  never  asked  for  a  committee ;  all 
he  asked  for  was,  for  an  explanation  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Warburton ;  but  when  that 
committee  was  appointed  no  one  would 
have  imagined  that  its  proceedings  were  to 
be  conducted  in  secret,  and  without  the 
parties  charged  having  an  opportunity  of 
challenging  their  judges.  By  his  silence 
before  the  committee  he  did  not  mean  to 
sanction  the  charge  of  extensive  bribery 
brought  against  himself  and  the  Conser- 
vative party  in  the  borough  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  The  course  he  had 
taken  he  had  adopted  with  a  view  to  vin- 
dicate the  law  and  constitution  of  his 
country. 

Sir  i2.  Peel  said  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bath,  in  the  speech  by 
which  he  had  opened  the  present  motion 
to  the  House,  stated  that  be  had  received 
from  me  a  consistent  and  decided  support 
in  the  former  proposal  he  had  made  for  an 
inquiry  into  these  transactions.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  that  willing  admis- 
sion, and  I  cannot  say,  although  I  know  the 
course  I  pursued  on  that  occasion  caused 
some  dissatisfaction  and  led  to  some  ani- 
madversion, that,  on  reflecting  upon  the 
matter,  I  see  any  reason  to  regret  that 
course.  I  certainly  did  think  that  the  no- 
toriety and  development  of  those  proceed- 
ings — the  public  notification  that  compro- 
mises, as  they  were  called,  had  taken  place, 
should  not  prevent  the  House  from  institu- 
ting an  inquiry^I  certainly  did  think  that 
the  very  inquiry  and  development  of  the 
facts  of  the  transactions  referred  to  would 
operate  as  a  strong  discouragement  to  their 
repetition;  but  at  the  same  time  that  I 
stated  this  much  I  had  a  strong  impres- 
sion that  it  would  be  unjust  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  brand  with  pe- 
culiar censure  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  been  parties  to  these  proceedings.  I 
felt  that  lor  very  many  years  those  com- 
promises had  taken  place  almost  with  the 
connivance  of  the  House  of  Commons  it- 
self. I  felt  that  it  was  notorious  such 
compromises  were  made,  and  I  think, 
whatever  might  be  wrong  in  those  compro- 
mises, the  House  of  Commons  itself  ought 
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to  bear  a  considerable  portion  of  the  blame, 
because  the  fact  being  notorious  the  Hoose 
had  permitted  them  to  pass  for  years  with- 
out the  slightest  attempt  to  discourage 
them  or  to  n»it  the  parties  to  them  with 
censure ;  and  therefore  when  the  notoriety 
of  the  fkcts  was  such  that  inquiry  could 
not  be  prerented,  still  my  object  in  con- 
senting to  that  inquiry  and  these  proceed- 
ings was  not,  as  I  arowed  from  the  first, 
to  imply  a  censure  upon  the  individuals 
mixed  up  in  them,  but  for  the  prevention 
of  the  system.     I  thought  not  only  that 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  of  inquiry 
would  operate  as  a  strong  discouragement 
to  future  compromises,  but  I  was  reaiy  to 
go  further,  and  to  take  legislative  precau* 
tion  against  the  continuance  of  the  prac- 
tice ;  and  I  also  thought  the  result  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  committee  would  be, 
that  the  hon.  Grentleman  the  Member  for 
Bath  would  move  some  such  resolution  as 
this,  namely,  that  it  is  desirable,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  disclosure  made  before  the 
committee,  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  chairman,  that  immediate  measures 
should  be  taken  by  Parliament  to  correct, 
by  legislation,  such  a  system  as  had  been 
proved  to  exist ;  and  if  that  had  been  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  it  should  have  received  my 
support     But  only  last  night  a  bill  (one 
of  the  objects  of  which  is  to  prevent  com- 
promises of  this  kind)  was  passed  through 
committee,  and,  therefore,  it  appears  to 
me  unnecessary  now  to  pass  resolutions  of 
this  kind.     As  to  the  mode  of  conducting 
the  inquiry,  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bath  has  been  hardly  dealt 
with.    The  appointment  of  the  committee 
was  the  act  or  the  House  of  Commons— 
the  House  had  associated  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  purpose  of  the  inquiry 
and  investigation,  eight  other  Gentlemen 
of  the  highest  character.    From  this  side 
of  the  House  there  were  selected  Sir  Wil- 
liam Heathcote,  Mr.  Lasoelles,  Mr.  Bram- 
ston,  and  Mr.  W.  Miles.  For  two  of  those 
Gentlemen  Mr.  E.  Yorke  and  Mr.  Wilson 
Patten    were    subsequently    substituted. 
The  report  and  the  proceedings  of  the 
committee  thus  appointed  and  selected  I 
consider  to  be  the  report  and  proceedings, 
not  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bath,  but  of  the  tribunal  which  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  Hoose  of  Commons  itself. 
It  is  true,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  hot  that  was  the 
act  of  the  committee  which  elected  him 
'  ^an  I  and,  therefore,  for  the  whole 


of  the  proceedings  before  the  committee, 
I  consider  the  select  committee  appointed 
by  this  House,  and  not  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, to  be  responsible ;  and  I  cannot  aee 
in  the  manner  in  which  their  proceedings 
had  been  conducted,  or  in  the  mode  to 
which  truth  was  elicited,  any  departure 
from  the  ordinary  course  taken  by  other 
committees  appointed  for  similar  purposes 
which  can  justify  a  coodemnaticm  of  the 
mode  in  whieh  this  particular  committee 
has  dischari^  the  duty  assigned  to  them. 
While  I  relieve  the  hon.  Gentleaun  from 
persona]  responsibility  for  the  proceedings, 
or  the  report,  or  the  mode  in  which  the 
evidence  was  taken,  yet  at  the  same  time  f 
must  attach  some  weight  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  committee,  and  I  cannot 
think,  looking  at  the  third  paragraph  of 
the  report,  that  the  committee  ever  oon- 
templated  any  such  proceeding  as  that  ia 
which  tiie  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  en* 
gaged.  ^Tbe  committee,  in  their  report, 
sUte  that 

''They  onderstaDd  their  doty  to  hare  been 
to  elicit  and  lay  before  the  House,  faithfolly 
and  clearly,  all  the  facts  of  the  several  cases, 
rather  with  a  view  to  expose  the  evils  of  a 
system  than  by  any  direct  expression  of  their 
own  opioioQ  to  inculpate  individuals,  or 
di recti jf  to  lay  the  fonodation  for  any  legisla- 
tive enactment  with  respect  to  the  particular 
boroughs  io  question ;  and  they  consider  that 
they  are  borne  out  in  this  opinion  by  the  na- 
ture of  the  debates  in  the  House  upon  the  mo- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  the  committee,  and 
upon  several  subsequent  occasions.  In  this 
view  of  their  doty,  the  committee  called  before 
them  the  parties  immediately  oooceroed  ia 
these  transactions;  and  the  committee  feel 
bound,  in  justice  to  those  parties,  to  state,  that 
their  willingness  to  appear,  with  few  excep- 
tions, and  the  full  and  frank  disclosures  made 
by  them,  have  tended  greatly  to  fiicilitate  the 
proceedings  of  your  committee ;  and  they  have 
consequently  been  enabled  to  obtain  from  the 
most  authentic  source  evidence  relative  to 
practices  which,  although  supposed  to  have 
existed,  have  never  before  been  so  clearly  and 
unquestionably  brought  to  lighL  ** 

Now,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
parties  who  so  gave  their  evidence  did  so 
under  the  impression «— which  I  also 
thought  to  be  the  impression  of  the  House 
at  the  time  the  inquiry  was  agreed  lo^ 
that  if  they  fairly  disclosed  tlw  facia  of 
the  case  they  would  be  entitled  to  indem- 
nity. Under  that  impression,  and  also  on 
the  understanding  that  we  were  to  take 
due  precautions  against  the  con ti  nuance  of 
the  system,  I  gave  mv  vote  for  the  com- 
mittee, but  not  in  order  that  we  might 
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visit  with  cenaare  those  fire  or  fix  Gentle* 
men  who  had  been  concerned  in  these  com- 
promises ;  and  here  is  an  admission  by  the 
committee  that  the  cTidence  relative  to 
these  practices  had  exhibited  them  in  a 
clearer  light  than  had  ever  yet  appeared ; 
so  that  the  House  had  now  got  the  testi- 
mony from  willing  witnesses^  and  I  must 
say  I  cannot  reconcile  it  with  my  sense  of 
justice  now  to  select  for  censure  those  par- 
ticular individuals.  [Captain  Bemal: 
How  do  you  provide  for  the  future  ?3  I 
provide  for  the  future  by  the  bill  last  night 
under  discussion.  But  how  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Roebuck)  meet 
the  case  ?    His  resolutions  are, 

"  That  the  compromises  of  election  petitions 
must,  if  for  the  future  they  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  punishment  or  censure,  tend  to  bring 
this  House  into  contempt  with  the  people,  and 
thereby  seriously  to  diminish  its  power  and 
authority.  *'  ^ 

And  further,— 

**  Tliat  all  such  practices  are  hereby  de- 
claied  to  be  a  violation  of  the  liherties  of  the 
people,  and  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this 
Hottsey  which  it  will  in  all  future  cases  strictly 
inquire  into  and  severely  punish." 

Why,  that  being  translated,  means^  no 
more  than  this  :  ''  You  have  been  guilty 
of  an  offence  which  is  a  violation  of  the 
liberties  of  the  people,  and  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House.  Still  we  will  not 
call  you  to  the  Bar  and  censure  you^  but 
any  person  who  hereafter  in  like  manner 
may  offend,  we  will."  But  there  are  se- 
veral other  parts  of  these  resolutions  with 
which  I  am  not  satisfied.  The  hon.  G^n- 
tleman^  by  his  resolutions,  declared  these 
practices  to  be  a  violation  of  the  liberties 
of  the  people,  and  a  breach  of  the  privi- 
leges  of  the  House.  Now,  I  do  not  like 
dealing  with  general  terms  of  this  kind. 
I  think  the  House  ought  not  lightly  to 
adopt  such  a  declaration.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman does  not  state  the  particular  nature 
of  the  compromise  which  shall  constitute  a 
violation  of  the  liberties  of  the  people  and 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House ; 
but  he  refers  to  certain  compromises,  all  of 
which  differ  in  character,  and,  speaking 
cenerallv,  says,  they  are  breaches  of  privi- 
lege and  violations  of  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  If  they  be  so,  why  do  you  not  go 
on  and  censure  the  parties  to  them  ? 
When  you  talk  of  inefficient  proceedings  is 
it  not  inefficient  to  pass  by  those  guilty  of 
these  violations?  Why,  you  abstain  from 
censuring  them  because  we    gave  them 


reason  to  believe  that  if  they  gave  their 
evidence  fairly,  they  should  not  be  visited 
with  censure.  I  cannot  reconcile  it  to  my 
mind,  as  a  fair  proceeding,  to  brand  these 
parties  after  they  have  so  given  their  evi- 
dence with  censure.  Their  evidence  has 
been  obtained  upon  a  distinct  understand- 
ing that  the  inquiry  was  set  on  foot  and 
the  investigation  gone  into  in  order  to  put 
an  end  to  the  system,  but  not  to  punish 
them.  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  agrees 
with  me  that  that  was  ^.  ['*  Hear,  hear."] 
Well,  then,  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
resolutions  have  the  effect  of  branding 
these  parties  with  a  sort  of  qualified  ana 
implied  censure.  I  concur  with  the  hon« 
Gentleman  in  thinking  that  in  all  future 
cases  you  should  deal  strictly  with  such 
compromises,  but  I  will  not  do  so  by  mere 
resolutions,  but  I  will  do  it  by  law.  I 
wish  to  see  a  law  passed  which  shall  insure 
a  full  inquiry  into  and  a  remedy  against 
such  practices,  but  I  am  not  quite  certain 
that  they  are  a  breach  of  the  privilei^es  of 
the  House,  because  when  the  House  passed 
the  Elections  Trial  Bill,  it  divested  itself 
of  the  charge  of  inquiring  into  bribery, 
and  said  to  individuals,  ^*  We  leave  it  to 
you  to  prefer  and  defend  charges  of  bri- 
bery,'* and  the  Legislature  visited  with 
costs  those  who  preferred  or  advanced  fri- 
volous and  vexatious  charges  or  defences ; 
and  I  think  the  House  when  it  adopted 
that  course,  be  it  wise  or  be  it  wrong,  left 
to  individuals  the  vindication  of  the  purity 
of  the  House,  and  therefore  the  House 
ought  to  take  care  not  to  visit  with  severe 
censure  the  parties  to  such  compromises, 
and  by  legislation  rather  than  by  resolution 
to  prevent  them  in  future.  If,  therefore, 
as  I  have  already  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  moved  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that 
the  disclosures  made  before  the  committee 
required  a  legislative  remedy,  to  that  reso- 
lution I  would  hare  now  given  my  sup- 
port ;  and  it  is  only  because  there  is  a 
bill  before  the  House  which  will  effectually, 
I  think,  insure  a  remedy*  that  1  believe  it 
unncessary  to  come  to  the  resolutions  pro- 
posed. So  much  for  the  first  two  resolu- 
tions.    With  regard  to  the  last,— - 

'^That  whereas  in  the  late  elections  for 
Harwich,  Nottingham,  Lewes,  Reading,  Fal- 
mouth and  Penryn,  and  Bridport,  the  present 
laws  have  been  found  insufficient  to  protect 
the  voters  from  the  mischievous  temptations  of 
bribery,  it  be  ordered  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  no  writ  for  any  election  of  Members  for 
the  said  towns  till  further  legislative  enact- 
ments have  been  adopted  to  protect  the  purity 
of  elections." 


823 


Election 


{COMMONS} 


Proceedings, 


824 


I  cannot  aoqaiesce  in  it.    On  a  former 
occasion  I  stated  strongly  the  danger  of 
establishing  precedents  for  the  suspension 
of  any  particular  writ,  but  to  make  a  ge- 
neral resolution  pledging  the  House  in  six 
cases  inrolving  the  seats  of  twelve  Mem- 
bers is,  as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Solicitor-general  has  pointed  out,  full  of 
danger,  inasmuch  as  on  a  nice  balance  of 
parties  in  the  House  the  majority  might 
retain  the  balance  of  power.     I  think  it 
may  be  right  to  suspend  the  writ  for  any 
borough  in  case  you  are  about  to  dejpriFe 
thut  borough  of  the  franchise,  or  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  with  that  view*  but   I 
greatly  doubt  whether  you  have  any  right 
to  suspend  the  issue  of  a  writ  on  the  rague 
intimation  that  you  contemplate  some  ge- 
neral measure  with  regard  to  bribery.    In 
this  case  it  is  not  intended;  at  least  no 
notice  has  been  giren  of  any  such  intention 
to  disfranchise  these  particular  boroughs. 
It  is  merely  proposed  to  suspend  the  writs 
until  further  legislative  enactments  are 
adopted.     From  these  resolutions,  if  once 
adopted,  it  will  be  difficult  to  recede.    In 
the  case  of  Bridport  there  is  no  compro- 
mise for  vacating  the  seat — there  is  no  seat 
vacant — and  yet  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.   Roebuck)   invites  us  to  agree 
to  a  resolution  which  in  that  case  will 
have  the  effect  of  suspending  the  writ 
whenever  a  vacancy  may  occur.     Again, 
to  pledge  the  House  to  suspend  these 
writs  until  some    legislative  enactments 
were  passed  is,  in  my  mind,  a  course  not 
only  inconsistent  with  justice,  but  roost 
dangerous  as  a  precedent.     At  some  fu- 
ture period  there  might  be  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
liament on  the  subject  of  legislating  with 
regard  to  bribery ;  and  yet  by  these  reso- 
lutions the  constituent  body  must  forfeit 
their  right  to  return  Members  until  both 
the  Lords  and  Commons  had  consented  to 
some  bill  which  they  both   might  think 
essential  for  the   prevention  of  bribery. 
On   that  ground,  therefore,  I  must  vote 
against  the  resolution.    At  the  same  time 
it  is  my  intention  to  sup|K>rt  the  bill  which 
we  have  lately  considered,  and   which  I 
trust  will  have  the   effect  so  generally 
wished  for,  of  deterring  from  compromises, 
and  rendering  the  proceedings  connected 
with  elections  more  pure. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  that  if  he  sat 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House*  he  would 
not  venture  to  say  anything  after  the 
masterly,  argumentative,  and  admirable 
speech  of  the  Solicitor-general ;  but  sitting 


as  he  did  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side,  he 
was  anxious  to  say  a  wend,  as  some  boo. 
Gentlemen  seemed  to  think  it  incumbent 
on  them  to  show  their  detestation  of  bri- 
bery by  voting  for  any  resolutions  directed 
against  that  practice,  however  objection- 
able.    To  that  general  oondemnatioo   he 
must  demur,  and  he  would  briefly  point 
out  the  reasons  why  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  three  resolutions;.     The  hon.  Members 
for  Cockermonth  and  Montrose  said,  ''Ave 
we  to  allow  the  labours  of  the  committee 
to  come  to  nothing  ?"     He  answered*  that 
he  did  not  think  those  labours  had  come  to 
nothing ;  he  thought  they  had  come  to  the 
very  termination  which  was  expected  when 
the  committee  was  appointed.    The  par- 
pose  of  the  committee  appeared,  as  well 
from  the  words  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
who  was  a  principal  party  to  its  appoint- 
ment, as  from  the  report,  to  he  to  bring  to 
light  facts  which  could  not  otherwise  have 
been  discovered,  as  a  foundation  for  legis- 
lative proceedings.     When  it  was  said, 
that  the  report  came  to  nothing,  that  cdo« 
elusion  must  be  derived  more  from  lookiii|r 
to  the  opening  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  when  he  moved 
for  the  committee,  than  from  the  report 
itself.     He  did  not  wish  to  make  any  allu- 
sion that  might  tend  to  revive  acrimoniooa 
feeling,  but  he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  must  himself  allow  that 
his  opening  speech  went  much  further  than 
the  report  of  the  committee.    If  the  views 
contained  in  that  opening  speech  had  been 
acted  upon,  the  House  must  have  gone 
much  further  than  they  could  now  go,  and 
have  taken  proceedings  against  individuals; 
but  he  thought,  that  any  prosecution  of 
individual  cases  was  precluded,  the  com- 
mittee having  agreed  that  nothing  was  to 
be  done  against  individuals  who  declared 
themselves  guilty.    He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  if  they  passed 
these  resolutions,  thev  would  not  be  act- 
ing  in  conformity  with  the  spirit  of  the 
order  of  the  House  under  which  the  com- 
mittee was  appointed.  The  first  resolution 
related  to  the  question  of  compromises.   It 
did  appear  to  him,  that  theite  compromises 
had  hitherto  been  sanctioned  by  the  House 
— that  was*  there  had  been  an  utter  n^- 
lect  on  the  part  of  hon  Members  to  bring 
them  before  the  House  as  breaches  of  privi- 
lege*    If  he  were  asked,  whether  any  kind 
of  compromise  was  illegal,  he  should  say, 
certainly  not ;  if  he  were  asked  whether 
it  was  a  breach  of  privilege,  he  should  say, 
though  with  more  doubt,  that  it  was  not  ^ 
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but  he  was  not  prepared  to  say,  that  in 
the  present  state  of  the  law  of  elections, 
any  compromise  that  might  be  made  be- 
tween two  parties  was  even  improper.  One 
point  that  was  brought  most  prominently 
forward  in  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
committee  was  the  enormous  expense  of 
conducting  election  petitions  under  the 
present  system.  It  was  stated  by  parties 
well  acquainted  with  these  matters,  that 
the  Nottingham  petition,  if  it  had  gone  on, 
might  have  cost  20,000/. ;  and  the  noble 
Lord,  whom  he  saw  opposite,  who  had  en- 
deavoured magnanimously  to  difranchise 
the  town  of  Nottingham,  might  have  been 
put  to  an  expense  of  8,000/.  or  10,000/1 
The  expenses  being  so  enormous,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say,  that  two  persons  con- 
testing a  seat  in  Parliament  were  not  to 
come  to  any  arrangement  under  the  Gren- 
ville  Act,  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  an 
expenditure  which  might  be  ruinous,  one 
of  them  taking  the  seat,  the  other  giving  it 
up.  It  was  a  great  evil  that  it  should  be 
so,  but  it  was  a  necessary  evil  under  the 
present  law  for  the  trial  of  petitions,  and 
certainly  one  of  the  chief  objects  they 
should  propose  to  themseNes  in  any  legis- 
lation on  this  subject  was  to  diminish  the 
expense  of  these  petitions.    The  resolution 


"That  the  compromises  of  election  peti- 
tions, as  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  this 
House  by  the  report  of  the  select  committee 
on  election  proceedings,  must,  if  for  the  future 
they  be  allowed  to  pass  without  punishment  or 
censure,  tend  to  bring  this  House  into  con- 
tempt with  the  people,  and  thereby  seriously 
to  diminish  its  power  and  authority." 

Now,  there  had  been  numerous  other 
compromises  which  never  had  been  brought 
before  the  committee,  and  which  might 
be  open  to  the  same  objection.  Those 
which  had  come  before  the  committee 
varied  much  in  their  nature,  and  it 
was  utterly  impossible  to  pass  a  reso- 
lution of  so  vague  a  character  without  de- 
fining more  accurately  what  the  compro- 
mises were  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  referred.  By  the  second  resolution 
all  such  practicies  were  declared  to  be  vio- 
lations of  the  liberties  of  the  people,  and 
breaches  of  the  privileges  of  that  House. 
This  resolution  was  objectionable  on  the 
same  grounds  as  the  former,  but  still  more 
so,  bemuse  it  declared  compromises  to  be 
breaches  of  privilege.  He  did  not  see  how 
they  could  escape  from  the  consequences 
adverted  to  by  the  Solicitor-general.  If 
tb«y  passed  a  resolution  that  such  and  such 


proceedings  were  breaches  of  privilege, 
they  ought  in  justice  to  prosecute  persons 
who  had  been  guilty  of  those  practices. 
By  the  third  resolution,  the  writs  for  the 
six  boroughs  named  were  to  be  suspended 
till  further  legislative  proceedings  could 
be  taken ;  but  why  should  punishment  be 
confined  to  these  towns,  when  it  was  noto- 
rious that  others  had  been  more  guilty? 
Why  not  include  Southampton  and  Bel- 
fast ?  The  last  part  of  the  resolution  made 
it  impossible  for  him  to  vote  for  it.  No 
definite  time  was  named  during  which  the 
writs  were  to  be  suspended.  In  voting 
against  this  resolution,  he  must  so  qualify 
his  vote  as  to  say  that  if  at  any  time  any 
Member  chose  to  move  the  suspension  of 
each  individual  writ  on  the  occurrence  of 
a  vacancy,  until  the  Bribery  at  Elections 
Bill  was  passed  into  a  law,  he  would  give 
his  assent  to  that  motion.  If  a  writ  were 
to  issue  for  Harwich,  for  instance,  before 
the  Bribery  at  Elections  Bill  pas»ed,  all 
the  evils  that  bill  was  meant  to  remedy 
might  again  occur  at  Harwich,  where  bri- 
bery was  proved  to  have  taken  place  to  a 
disgusting  extent.  The  writ  might  be  re- 
turned and  a  Member  might  take  his  seat 
while  the  bill  was  passing  which  had  been 
prepared  for  the  prevention  of  such  prac- 
tices. 

Mr.  Aglionbtf  was  met  by  cries  of 
•*  Spoke,  spoke." — He  said  "  No,  no ;  you 
have  given  me  an  opportunity  of  speaking 
again." 

The  Speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  to  the  original  question,  since  which 
an  amendment  had  been  put,  on  which  he 
might  now  speak. 

Mr.  AgUonby  thought  the  proceedings 
of  the  committee  would  not  be  without 
good  effects.  However  the  House  might 
decide,  as  they  would  do,  against  these 
resolutions,  a  tree  had  been  planted  which 
would  bear  good  fruit.  He  had,  at  a  former 
part  of  the  debate  remarked,  that  the  pub- 
lic out  of  doors  would  consider  the  present 
proceeding  a  farce ;  he  might  now  say  they 
had  come  to  the  second  act  of  the  faxce. 
They  would  think  that  it  would  have  been 
a  much  more  honest,  manly,  and  decided 
course  for  the  Solicitor-general^  who  was, 
he  supposed,  the  organ  of  Government  on 
this  occasion,  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  resolutions  seriatim^  instead 
of  giving  the  go-by  to  them  by  moving 
the  previous  question.  What  was  there  in 
the  first  resolution  to  object  to?  Had 
these  compromises  not  brought  the  House 
into  contempt  with  the  people?    They 
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for  Bath  when  he  moved  the  appointment 
of  that  committee.  What  is  the  nature  of 
the  enactments  of  that  bill  which  last 
night  passed  through  committee  ?  It  meets 
the  very  grievance  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  complains — the  com- 
promise of  election  petitions.  That  bill 
empowers  an  election  co  mmittee,  in  the 
event  of  a  compromise  taking  place,  or  of 
a  petition  being  withdrawn,  to  call  before 
it  the  sitting  Members,  the  candidates, 
and  the  agents,  and  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  which  have  led  to  the  compromise, 
in  order  that  the  committee  may  be  ena- 
bled to  judge  whether  such  compromise 
has  been  entered  into  in  order  to  avoid 
the  investigation  of  charges  of  bribery.  If 
the  committee  come  to  the  resolution  that 
a  compromise  had  taken  place,  they  are 
armed  with  the  power  of  prosecuting  an 
inquiry,  assisted  by  an  agent  appointed 
by  the  House  at  the  public  expense,  into 
the  charges  of  bribery.  A  legislative 
measure  has,  therefore,  been  applied  which 
completely  meets  the  case  contemplated 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
Some  clauses  of  the  bill  to  which  I  refer 
were  opposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork  and  by  other  hoo. 
Gentlemen,  on  the  ground  tnat  they  re- 
quired further  consideration  ;  but,  al- 
though those  clauses  have  been  withdrawn, 
I  presume  the  feeling  of  the  House  is, 
that  some  other  legislative  measure  should 
be  adopted  during  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament  v.hich  may  perfect  the  provi- 
sioDs  of  this  bill.  What,  I  would  ask, 
ought  to  have  been  the  nature  of  the  reao- 
lutioos  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath — in  accordance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  House,  and  with  the  report  of  the 
committee^ if  no  bill  had  been  brought 
in  on  the  subject  ?  I  think  the  resolutions 
ought  to  have  been  in  this  form — that 
from  the  disclosures  which  have  taken 
place  before  the  committee,  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  House  that  the  compromises 
entered  into  tended  to  obstruct  the  inves- 
tigation of  charges  of  bribery,  and  that  it 
was,  therefore,  the  duty  of  the  House  to 
adopt  such  legislative  measures  as  might 
prevent  such  compromises.  If  no  legisla- 
tive measures  had  been  brought  in,  or 
were  in  contemplation,  1  would  have  con- 
curred in  resolutions  of  this  nature;  for 
the  House  being  satisfied,  from  the  report 
of  the  committee,  that  compromises  have 
taken  place  with  the  object  alleged  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  would  have  bei  n 


bound  to  provide  some  legislative  enact- 
ment on  the  subject,  instead  of  declaring 
these  compromises  to  be  a  breach  of  pri- 
vilege, and  censuring  the  conduct  of  the 
persons  who  have  entered  into  such  com* 
promises.  I  entertain  strong  objections 
to  the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath.  Is  the  House  prepared 
to  deal  in  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  with  the  rights  of  six  bo* 
roughs  returning  twelve  Members  to  Par- 
liament ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asks  the  House  to  suspend  the  issue  of 
the  writs  for  these  boroughs.  With  what 
object  does  the  hon.  Member  make  this 
proposition  ?  The  hon.  Member  proposes, 
in  his  resolutions,  that  Mr.  Speaker  shall 
issue  no  writs  for  any  election  of  Members 
for  certain  boroughs  tiil  further  legislative 
enactments  have  been  adopted  to  protect 
the  purity  of  election.  What  does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  mean  ?  Is  he 
prepared  to  introduce  some  other  measure 
besides  that  already  before  the  House  ?  or 
does  the  hoo.  Gentleman  mean  the  House 
to  understand  that  any  other  legislative 
measure  will  be  brought  forward  affecting 
these  boroughs  ?  The  bill  introduced  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London  is  the  only  measure  now  before 
the  House ;  and  let  me  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  that  bill  will  contain  some  im- 
portant provisions  with  respect  to  bribery 
which  have  originated  from  the  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  on  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
I  do  not  allude  to  the  clauses  which  were 
passed  last  night,  but  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  that  at  a 
future  stage  of  the  bill  he  would  introduce 
provisbns  respecting  the  payment  of  bead- 
money  and  treating,  either  before  or  after 
elections.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  now  asks  us  to  suspend  the  writs 
for  six  boroughs,  and  to  keep  twelve  aeata 
in  this  House  vacant — until  what  time?  I 
stated  on  a  former  occasion  my  opinion  on 
this  subject  in  a  constitutional  point  of 
view.  The  House  of  Commons,  as  a  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  has  the  power,  if  it 
thinks  right,  to  propose  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  a  borough  for  corrupt  and  illegal 
practices  ;  but  I  think  this  House  assumes 
a  most  dangerous  power  when,  without 
the  consent  of  the  'other  branches  of  the 
Legislature,  it  prevents  boroughs  from 
sending  representatives  to  Parliament* 
Considering  the  nicely-balanced  state  of 
parties,  what  would  have  been  the  effect 
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had  this  House,  the  Session  before  lasl, 
suspended  the  issue  of  writs  for  six  bo- 
roughs ?     The  fate  of  the  Ministry  might 
have  depended — it  would  have  depended 
—  upon  the  presence  of  the  Members  for 
those  boroughs.     It  is,  therefore,  I  con- 
ceive, a  most  dangerous  power,  and  one 
which  ought  only  to  be  exercised  in  case 
of  great  emergency  and  with  some  definite 
object.     I  can  understand  the  suspension 
of  a  writ  if  you  intend  to  introduce  a  bill 
for  the  disfranchisement  of  a  borough, 
and,  with  the  consent  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  of  the  Crown,  to  carry  that 
disfranchisement  into  effect;    but   what 
right  has  this  House  to  suspend  the  privi- 
lege of  boroughs  to  return  Members  to 
Parliament  ?    I  remember  that,  on  a  late 
occasion,  the  hon.  Member  for  Montgo- 
meryshire  (Mr.   Wynn)  stated    that    in 
former  times  the  House  of  Commons  had 
suspended  writs,  and  for  several  months ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Member  referred  to  a 
bad  period  of  the  history  of  this  country ; 
and  1  think  this  House  will  not  follow  such 
a  precedent.     If  you  suspend  these  writs 
now,  you  are  to  pass  over  the  period  du- 
ring which  Parliament  is  prorogued  ;  you 
are  to  wait  until  the  next  Session.  These 
boroughs  are  to  have  no  representatives — 
till  when  ?    Will  you  be  prepared,  when 
you  meet  again^  to  adopt  measures  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  these  boroughs  ?  You 
will  not.  Then  suppose  this  House  adopts 
the  measure  which  was  under  considera- 
tion yesterday,  and  that  it  is  rejected  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  are  these  boroughs  to 
have  no  representatives  ?  I  entertain,  then, 
great  doubt  whether,  constitutionally,  the 
House  of  Commons  is  justified  in  exer- 
cising this  power.     If  yon  suspend  these 
writs  you  establish  a  precedent  which  may 
be  followed  in  worse  times,  when  it  may 
be  important  to  a  party  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  suspend,  for  unconstitutional 
purposes,  the  issue  of  writs  for  certain 
boroughs.      I   hope,  therefore,  that    the 
House  will  not  concur  in  the  resolutions 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
I  trust  we  shall  not  be  subjected  to  the 
misrepresentation  that,  in  opposing  these 
resolutions,  we  afford  any  countenance  or 
encouragement  to  the  system  of  bribery. 
I  object  to  the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  because  I  think  they 
are  wholly  unnecessary,  and   because  I 
conceive  they  involve  a  violation  of  the 
understanding  into  which  the  House  en- 
tered when  the  committee  was  appointed. 


We  are  now  adopting  legislative  measures 
which  are  directly  calculated  to  meet  the 
evils  of  which  the  hon.  Member  com- 
plains ;  but  the  principal  ground  on  which 
I  object  to  these  resolutions  is,  that  they 
recommend  the  suspension  of  writs  for  an 
indefinite  time.  I  shall,  therefore,  move 
the  previous  question. 

Sir  R.  Inglis  said,  after  the  direct  allu- 
sions which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  he 
thought  it  right  to  state,  that  what  he  said 
on  a  former  occasion  was  this — that  he 
conceived  an  exaggerated  view  had  pre- 
vailed as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
guilt  of  bribery.  He  might  say,  with 
respect  to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  he  believed,  as 
far  as  his  public  life  was  concerned,  he 
was  no  hypocrite ;  and  he  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  show  that  he 
had  ever  swerved,  or,  to  use  a  somewhat 
unparliamentary  expression,  *'  skulked  " 
from  the  avowal  of  his  opinions.  He 
begged  pardon  of  the  House  for  having 
referred  to  a  matter  entirely  personal ;  but 
as  he  had  been  pointedly  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  he  thought 
it  right  to  give  some  explanation.  He 
entertained  strong  objections  to  the  reso- 
lutions proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath,  and  be  wished  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor-general  had  met  them  by  a  direct 
negative.  He  would  not  revive  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  committee  was  appointed,  bit 
he  would  proceed  to  consider  the  results 
of  their  investigations  as  they  appeared 
in  these  resolutions.  The  first  resolution 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  stated, 

"  That  the  compromises  of  election  petitions 
must,  if  for  the  future  they  be  allowea  to  pass 
without  punishment  or  censure,  tend  to  bripg 
this  House  into  contempt  with  the  people,  and 
thereby  seriously  to  diminish  its  power  and 
authority." 

But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  say  that  he  was  not  reading  the 
resolution  fairly;  for,  in  fact,  the  reso. 
Intion  was  perfectly  valueless  witho  t  thi 
parenthesis — 

'<As  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  this 
House  by  the  report  of  the  Select  Committee 
of  Election  Proceedings.'* 

He  found  that  the  very  first  witness  ex- 
amined before  that  committee,  Sir  Denis 
Le  Marchant,  stated  that  he  was  informed 
by  his  legal  adviser,  that  whatever  strong 


811 


Election 


{COMMONS} 


Proceedmgi* 


812 


suspicions  there  might  be  of  bribery  hav- 
ing taken  place  to  a  great  extent,  still  the 
evidence  that  he  could  bring  before  the 
committee  was  very  inconclusive ;  and  the 
witness  proceeded — 

''I  was  told  that  I  had  very  little  hope  of 
our  being  able  to  give  any  evidence  of  the 
way  in  which  the  bribery  had  taken  place, 
and  that  my  only  chance  of  saccess  was  the 
strong  feeling  that  prevailed  in  committees 
upon  the  subject  of  bribery ;  and  he  said,  so 
far  as  the  scrutiny  went,  that  was  perfectly 
hopeless ;  so  that  in  fact  my  only  chance  was 
a  compromise,  if  I  wished  to  get  the  seat.  I 
thought  that  it  might  be  worth  while  to  make 
the  experiment,  and  I  determined  to  drop  my 
petition  for  the  seat.'' 

He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  evi- 
dence of  every  witness  examined  before 
that  committee  produced  the  same  im- 
pression on  his  mind  ;  but  he  thought  he 
had  rescued  one  compromise,  at  least, 
from  the  charge  affixed  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Bath  to  all  compromises ;  for  he 
had  shown,  from  evidence  upon  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  relied,  that 
one  hon.  Gentleman  entered  into  a  com- 
promise because  he  was  informed  he  could 
not  prosecute  his  petition  with  any  chance 
of  success.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  seemed  to  have  an  almost 
instinctive  aversion  to  the  idea  of  com* 
promise.  He  seemed  to  think  with  the 
firm  of  Buzzard,  Hawk,  and  Co.,  that 


'**  arbitrations  were  the  stain 


"Of  9th  and  10th  of  William's  reign/' 

—and  that  all  disputes  ought  to  be  settled 
by  a  suit  at  law.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Harwich,  who  was  examined 
before  the  committee,  said, 

"  I  have  had  one  petition,  and  that  has  been 
enough  for  me ;  I  am  determined  never  to 
have  another." 

He  believed  many  gentlemea  were  in- 
fluenced by  a  similar  feeling,  and  he 
thought  no  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  ever 
served  on  an  election  committee,  and 
above  all  those  who  had  been  themselves 
involved  in  such  an  investigation,  could 
wonder  at  the  desire  which  existed  to 
avoid  such  inquiries.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  declared  in  his  second  resolution, 
that 

''  All  such  practices"  as  those  to  which  he 
had  drawn  the  attention  of  the  House,  *'  are 
hereby  declared  to  be  a  violation  of  the  liber- 
ties of  the  people." 

He  was  boand  to  say  that  the  hon. 


Oentleman  had  not  endeavoured  to  en- 
force by  his  speech  this  part  of  the  reso- 
lution. He  asked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  whether  soch  practices 
could  be  shown  to  be  a  Tiolation  of  the 
liberties  of  the  people  ?  Although  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  delivered  a 
very  long,  and  a  very  able  speech,  he  had 
not  said  one  word  on  this  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  had  not  even  attempted  to 
substantiate  the  other  clause  of  this  second 
resolution — that  these  practices  were  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  that  Hoase.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  said 
that  such  practices  violated  the  purity  of 
election ;  or  if  he  had  used  any  term  of 
that  kind,  he  could  have  understood  him. 
He  did  not  know  how  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
treating  these  compromises  as  an  offence, 
could  propose  to  punish  those  who  might 
hereafter  enter  into  such  compromises, 
while  those  who  had  already  committed 
the  offence  were  permitted  to  escape. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  that  the  investi- 
gations before  election  committees  were 
trials  instituted  by  priTate  individnals  in 
order  to  obtain  private  rights;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  punish  any 
person  who,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discre- 
tion, might  choose  to  withdraw  a  petition 
for  inquiry  before  an  election  committee. 
He  then  came  to  the  third  resolution.  Hie 
resolutions  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  said  they  were  to  suspend  the  issue 
of  new  writs  for  all  these  boroughs  till  there 
were  some  further  legislative  enactments 
to  protect  the  purity  of  election.  What 
interpretation  was  the  House  to  put  on 
this  ?  What  interpretation  was  the  House 
to  put  on  the  three  last  words  of  the  third 
resolution  7  What  did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  mean  bt  **  purity  of  elec- 
tion ?"  He  had  not  stated  that,  and  he  (Sir 
R.  Inglis)  would  venture  to  state  it  for  him. 
He  assumed  that  he  meant  *'  universal  snf- 
rage"*  and  «'  vote  by  ballot**  [••  Hear, 
hear."]  At  any  rate,  there  were  those  behind 
him  who  would  say,  that  there  conld  be 
no  purity  of  election  till  they  got  vote  by 
ballot  and  universal  suffrage.  Were  they, 
then,  to  satisfy  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  as  to  **  purity  of  elec- 
tion ?*"  A  power  soch  as  was  proposed  to 
be  given  by  the  second  resolution,  con- 
ceded to  a  majority,  might  6x  the  fate  of 
any  Ministry,  and  transfer  power  from  one 
party  to  another.  He  thought  this  rcso- 
latioD  ansastaioed  by  any  previous  prece- 
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dent.  He  would  atk  the  boo.  and  learned 
Member  to  point  out  what  liberties  of  the 
people  were  violated,  and  where  the  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House  was?  He 
asked  him,  respectfully,  to  point  out  the 
page  in  Hansard  or  in  the  journals  of  the 
House  where  *'  such  practices"  were  for- 
bidden. He  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  would  tell  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member,  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  evidence  produced  to  justify 
the  taking  of  the  decision  of  those  ques- 
tions from  the  tribunal  to  which  they  were 
usually  referred.  If  the  parties  involved 
in  the  case  felt  that  the  expense  was  so 
great  as  to  justify  them  in  withdrawing 
from  such  contest,  it  would  be  a  most  mis- 
chievous precedent— it  followed  certainly 
no  precedent — and  dangerous  to  the  li- 
berties of  the  people  to  give  to  a  majority 
in  that  House — a  *'  tyrant  majority,"  as 
it  had  once  formerly  been  called — the 
power  of  deciding  what  persons  should  or 
should  not  continue  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  For  these 
reasons  he  would  rather  have  met  the  re- 
solutions with  a  direct  negative;  but  it 
was  not  for  him  to  interfere  with  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Solicitor-general.  At  any  rate, 
he  should  record  his  vote  against  the  reso- 
lutions. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  sat  down  had  not  done  justice  to 
his  hon.  Friend.  The  inquiry  had  gone 
forth,  not  with  the  view  of  criminating 
any  party  concerned  or  interested.  The 
bon.  Baronet  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  the  instruction  to  the  committee  was 
to  inquire  into  certain  corrupt  practices 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  with  regard  to 
certain  elections.  That  was  the  object  for 
which  the  committee  had  been  granted, 
and  he  did  not  know  but  that  that  object 
had  been  completely  answered.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Solitor-general  had  admitted 
the  corrupt  practices,  and  the  bribery 
which  had  been  proved ;  and  had  concluded 
by  stating,  that  he  was  prepared  to  move 
the  previous  question.  He  was  very  sorry 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  place  the  House  in  that  situation  : 
because  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
admitted  the  corrupt  practices,  on  account 
of  which  the  inquiry  had  been  made,  to  be 
proved ;  he  admitted  that  they  were  prac- 
tices which  ought  not  to  exist,  and  ought 
not  to  be  tolerated ;  and  he  admitted  that 
the  bill  which  had  passed  through  the  House 
the  night  before  was  intended  to  correct 
and  remedy,  if  not  the  whole,  a  part  of 


those  abuses,  and  he  was  therefore  very 
much  at  a  loss  to  know  why  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  the  course 
he  had.  JfVhat  an  impotent  resolution  the 
House  wdUld  come  to  if  the  bill  to  whjch 
the  learned  Gentleman  referred  should  be 
rejected  in  another  place  I     They  would 
then  be  in  the  situation  of  having  made  the 
inquiry  into  these  abuses,  of  having  had  all 
the  practices  fully  proved — for  no  Mem- 
ber had  yet  attempted  to  deny  them — and 
of  having  visited  them  with  no  condem- 
nation whatever;   for  that  would  be  the 
case  if  *'  the  previous  -question*'  were  put 
and  carried.     Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  say  that  such  practices  as  had 
been  proved,  did  not  tend  to  bring  that 
House   into  contempt  with   the  people  ? 
He  did  not  deny  that  they  did.    The  evils 
were  admitted.     His  hon.  Friend  brought 
them  before  the  House  in  a  manner  not  to 
be  denied,  and  asked  if  these  practices 
were  to  be  allowed  to  pass  whout  notice 
or  censure,  as  they  would  tend  to  bring 
that  House  into  contempt.    Was  there  any 
man  in  that  House  who  would  be  bold 
enough  to  say,  that  such  practices  did  not 
tend  to  damage  the  character  of  that  House 
in  the  eye  of  the  public  ?   Would  any  maa 
say  that  the  expenditure   of   10,0002.   or 
12,000/.,  in  bribery  and  corruption  at  elec- 
tions of  Members  of  the  House  was  con- 
sistent with  the  character  which  Members 
of  that  House  ought  to  maintain  as  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  ?     If  that  were 
the  case,  why  refuse  to  condemn  such  prac- 
tices?   The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor- 
general,   by  not  condemning  them  posi- 
tively, stated  to  the  world  that  such  prac- 
tices  should  go  on.     In  his  opinion  it 
would  be  better  at  once  to  legalise  such 
practices.     Extensive  as  these  abuses  had 
been,  and  clearly  exposed  and  admitted 
as  ihey  had  been,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  yet  called  upon  the  House  not 
to  psss  an  opinion  on  them.     It  was  as 
much  as  to  say,  they  might  practise  such 
things  without  being  detected,  and  even  if 
detected,  it  mattered  not;  for  the  House 
of  Commons  had  refused  in  six  or  seven 
cases  to  pass  an  opinion,  on  the  authority 
of  her   Majesty's   Solicitor-general,   that 
such   practices  ought  to  be  condemned. 
He  most  deeply  regretted  the  course  which 
had  been  pursued.     He  had  given  credit 
to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth 
that   he   would   endeavour  to  get   these 
practices  put  an  end  to  and  to  prevent 
their  repetition ;  but  how  could  he  (Mr. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday.  July  29,  1842. 

MiivuTBft.]  Nkw  Writ.  For  Nottingham,  vke  Sir  O.  O. 
Hodipicd  Larpent. 

Bills.      PicMic.— !••  Lighting  Towns  (Inland);  Canada 
Loan ;  Slavery  (ISut  Indiei)  t  Court  of  Chanosry  OfBoea. 
8"-   Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  i  Militia  Pay. 
Commuted,— Lvnacy  I  Dublin   Boundarleit  Eait  India 
Bifhopc;  Lunatic  Aiylumt  (Ireland). 
Reported. — SL  Aiaph  and  Bangor  Prefennentii;  Lunade 
Asylum*  (Irdand):  Four  Courts  Marshalsea  (DubUn). 
3*-   and  pasted :— Ordnance  Seryices  i  Wcsteni  Australia. 
Private.— V-  SewelFs  Uivoree. 
Reported, — Crawfurd's  Estate. 

Fbtitionb  PRBsaitTSD.  From  BristD!*  for  the  Tobaeoo 
Regulations  Bill. — From  Ashton-under-Lyne*  for  declar- 
ing Brewers  Caslcs  not  Distrainable  for  the  Rent  of  their 
Customers.— From  Northwichp  Middlelon,  Manchester, 
Gtrvan,  and  Leek,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Com-laws. 

Case  OF  Dr  M'Douall.]  Sit  J.Graham 
said,  he  perceived  bj  the  notice  paper  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  intended  to 
present  a  petition  from  Dr.  M'Douall  this 
evening,  and  to  subinit  a  motion  to  the 
House  upon  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
submitted  his  motion  in  this  particular 
form^  in  consequence  of  the  Standing  Order 
adopted  in  April  last,  which  made  it  com- 
petent to  the  House  to  discuss  any  petition 
complaining  of  a  personal  grievance,  which 
pressed  for  a  remedy.  He  understood  that 
the  person  whose  grievance  was  intended 
to  be  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  was  not  in  custody,  but  at  large 
on  bail.  At  present,  therefore,  there  was 
no  personal  grievance  suffered ;  had  there 
been,  he  would  not  have  asked  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  his  motion.  But  as 
the  parties  were  at  large,  it  would  be  a 
great  convenience  if  he  would  adhere  to 
the  customary  usage  in  presenting  petitions, 
and  give  notice  of  the  precise  motion  he 
intended  to  make.  As  a  point  of  form, 
there  would  be  greater  advantage  in  adopt- 
ing that  course.  He  would  state  that  he 
had  yesterday  written  to  the  magistrate, 
requesting  to  be  furnished  with  a  full  re- 
port of  the  proceedings  in  the  case.  He 
had  not  yet  received  the  report,  but  he  ex- 
pected to  receive  it  by  Monday.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  more  conducive  to  the  ends  of 
justice,  if  the  hon.  Member  would  postpone 
any  motion  he  might  be  desirous  of  bring- 
ing forward  until  Monday,  on  which  day 
her  Majesty's  Government  would  give  him 
every  facility  for  bringing  forward  his  mo- 
tion. He  requested  as  a  personal  favour  to 
himself,  that  the  hon.  Member  would  post- 
pone his  motion  to  Monday. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  would  be  happy  to 
accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  would  postpone  his  motion. 


on  condition  that  he  should  have  prece- 
dence on  Monday.  He  would  now  confine 
himself  to  presenting  two  petitions.  He 
thought  certainly  that  those  petitions  came 
within  the  rule  which  allowed  a  discussion 
to  be  raised  on  the  presentation  of  a  pe- 
tition, complaining  of  an  immediate  public 
and  personal  grievance.  The  petitioner 
had  been  held  to  bail  fur  sis  months  when 
he  had  committed  no  offence,  but  had 
merely  exercised  his  right  of  attending  a 
public  meeting,  which  the  police,  acting 
upon  the  law  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  had  chosen  to  interpret  as  illegal. 
The  first  petition  which  he  would  present 
was  signed  by  the  chairman  of  a  public 
meeting  consisting  of  j,000  or  6,000  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Deptford,  complaining  of 
the  conduct  of  the  police  in  arresting  Dr. 
M'Douall;  and  the  other  was  from  Dr. 
M'Douall  himself,  a  surgeon,  residing  in 
Hampton-street,  Walworth,  complaining  of 
the  conduct  of  the  police  in  interrupting  a 
public  meeting,  and  arresting  him— of  the 
hardships  which  he  had  endured  in  the 
station-house,  and  of  the  obstacles  which 
had  been  thrown  in  his  way,  to  prevent  his 
procuring  evidence  to  show  that  the  charges 
of  the  police  were  unfounded.  After  the 
petitions  were  brought  up,  he  should  move 
that  they  be  printed. 
Petitions  to  be  printed. 

Raja  of  Sattara.]  Mr.  Hume  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  Puntaub  Shean,  the 
deposed  Raja  of  Sattara,  who  was  now  a 
state  prisoner  at  Benares.  He  had  last  year 
offered  a  petition  to  th^  House  on  the  same 
subject,  but  as  it  was  written  in  the  Mah- 
ratta  language,  and  unaccompanied  by  an 
English  translation,  it  had  been  withdrawn. 
He  now  presented  a  petition  from  the  same 
individual,  written  in  the  English  language. 
The  petition  was  signed  at  Benares,  on  Uie 
8th  of  January,  1842,  and  was  sealed  with 
the  seal  of  the  Mahratta  kingdom  of  Seva- 
jee.  It  was  attested  by  four  inhabitants  of 
Benares,  and  by  a  magistrate.  The  pe- 
titioner stated  that  he  was  the  lineal  de- 
scendant of  Sevajee,  the  founder  of  the 
Mahrattaempire;  that  he  was  now  the  legiti- 
mate head  of  the  Mahratta  empire;  that  in 
181 9,  on  the  deposition  of  the  Peisshwa,  he 
had  been  restored  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment as  a  feudatory  of  the  British  empire ; 
that  from  that  period  up  to  the  year  1835, 
he  hade  njoyed  the  unlimited  confidence  of 
the  Court  of  Directors,  who,  in  that  year,  had 
sent  him  a  sword  of  honour,  and  stated  that 
his  conduct  was  worthy  of  the  imitation  of 


817 


Election 


{July  28} 


Proceedings. 


818 


dation,  and  thereby  the  recurrence  of  these 
transactions. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  protracting  this  painfnl  discus- 
sion, but  simply  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  caronet  as  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  appeared  by 
these  proceedings  two  or  three  Members 
of  that  House  had  engaged,  in  pursuance  of 
agreements  entered  into  to  carry  out  these 
settled  compromises,  to  accept  by  a  certain 
day  the  stewardship  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds.  He  wished  to  know,  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government,  in 
the  event  of  any  of  those  individuals  ap- 
pl3riug  for  it,  to  grant  the  application? 
He  wished  to  know  whether,  in  the  case  of 
Major  Beresfordy  for  Harwich*  of  Captain 
Plumridge,  for  Penryn,  and  with  regard 
to  one  of  the  Members  for  Reading — for 
the  report  did  not  state  which — it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Treasury  to  gnnt  the 
stewardship,  by  means  of  which^e  com- 
promise might  be  carried  out  ?  It  appeared 
to  him  that  if  the  Government  bestowed 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds  in  these  cases,  they 
would  be  parties  to  these  corrupt  practices, 
and  be  giving  facilities  to  that  which  he 
hoped  the  House  was  on  the  point,  by  the 
adoption  of  these  resolutions,  of  pre- 
venting. 

The  Chancellor  of  ike  Exchequer :  As 
the  stewardship  of  the  Chiltern  Hundreds 
is  in  the  gift  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
question.  No  application  has  been  made 
to  me  by  any  of  the  parties  referred  to  for 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds;  and  when  that 
application  is  made,  it  will  be  time  enough 
for  me  to  decide  what  course  I  shall 
pursue. 

Captain  Plumridge  requested  to  know 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  would  give  him  the  Chiltern  Hundreds 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  carry  out  the 
compromise. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer :  He 
would  give  an  answer  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  made  an  official  application. 

Captain  Plumridge:  1  now  make  the 
application.  He  felt  himself  in  a  very 
difficult  position,  and  the  reason  was,  that 
he  did  not  make  the  compromise  himself; 
he  never  would  have  consented  to  ask  for 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds ;  he  was  not  guilty 
of  bribery ;  but  he  had  been  so  far  com- 
promised by  his  agent  as  to  be  called  upon 
to  accept  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  if  he 
could  get  them.  He  made  that  applica- 
tion very  reluctantly,  so  far  as  relatnl  to 


his  sense  of  feeling,  but  he  did  so  from  a 
sense  of  duty. 

Mr.  Cochrane  defended  himself  against 
the  charge  of  inconsistency  brought  against 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  for 
having,  on  former  occasions,  supported 
inouiry,  with  regard  to  the  borough  of 
Bndport,  and  afterwards  refused  to  give 
evidence  before  this  committee.  He  begged 
to  say  he  never  asked  for  a  committee ;  all 
he  asked  for  was,  for  an  explanation  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Warburton ;  but  when  that 
committee  was  appointed  no  one  would 
have  imagined  that  its  proceedings  were  to 
be  conducted  in  secret^  and  without  the 
parties  charged  having  an  opportunity  of 
challenging  their  judges.  By  his  silence 
before  the  committee  he  did  not  mean  to 
sanction  the  charge  of  extensive  bribery 
brought  against  himself  and  the  Conser- 
vative party  in  the  borough  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  The  course  he  had 
taken  he  had  adopted  with  a  view  to  vin- 
dicate the  law  and  constitution  of  his 
country. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bath,  in  the  speech  by 
which  he  had  opened  the  present  motion 
to  the  House,  stated  that  be  had  received 
from  me  a  consistent  and  decided  support 
in  the  former  proposal  he  had  made  for  an 
inquiry  into  these  transactions.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  that  willing  admis- 
sion, and  I  cannot  say,  although  I  know  the 
course  I  pursued  on  that  occasion  caused 
some  dissatisfaction  and  led  to  some  ani- 
madversion, that,  on  reflecting  upon  the 
matter,  I  see  any  reason  to  regret  that 
course.  I  certainly  did  think  that  the  no- 
toriety and  development  of  those  proceed- 
ings— the  public  notification  that  compro- 
mises, as  they  were  called,  had  taken  placei 
should  not  prevent  the  House  from  institu- 
ting an  inquiry— I  certainly  did  think  that 
the  very  inquiry  and  development  of  the 
facts  of  the  transactions  referred  to  would 
operate  as  a  strong  discouragement  to  their 
repetition;  but  at  the  same  time  that  I 
stated  this  much  I  had  a  strong  impres- 
sion that  it  would  be  unjust  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  brand  with  pe- 
culiar censure  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  been  parties  to  these  proceedings.  I 
felt  that  for  very  many  years  those  com- 
promises had  taken  place  almost  with  the 
connivance  of  the  House  of  Commons  it- 
self. I  felt  that  it  was  notorious  such 
compromises  were  made,  and  I  think, 
whatever  might  be  wrong  in  those  compro- 
mises, the  House  of  Commous  itself  ought 
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general,  describe  that  document  as  a  decla- 
ration  of  war.  It  was  not  considered  so  by 
Denmark,  nor  by  the  authorities  in  this 
country.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  facts 
of  the  case.  A  Danish  vessel,  called  the 
Orion,  was  captured  in  the  year  1807,  and 
the  subject  of  the  legality  of  the  capture 
was  brought  before  the  Admiralty  shortly 
afterwards.  Lord  Stowell  had  decided, 
that  any  vessel  taken  previous  to  the  month 
of  November  was  not  a  prise  of  war. 
Neither  the  Danish  Government  nor  the 
British  Government  had  ever  considered 
that  we  had  been  at  war,  previous  to  the 
declaration  of  war  by  the  Government  of 
Denmark.  If  that  were  the  case,  he  con- 
tended that  the  parties  now  in  question 
were  justly  entitled  to  the  compensation 
which  they  sought.  But,  even  though 
they  had  not  such  a  title  as  could  be  stricUy 
enforced,  the  House  would  recollect,  that 
the  equitable  right  of  the  parties  had  been 
admitted  by  themselves  upon  various  occa- 
sions. He  really  thought  they  would,  now, 
be  hardly  justified  in  reversing  their  own 
repeated  decisions.  And,  after  the  House 
had  allowed  the  claims,  it  would  not  become 
the  Government  of  this  great  country  to 
shelter  themselves  under  forms  or  tedbnL 
call  ties  in  refusing  them.  They  should 
consider  what  was  due  to  the  dignity  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  not  decline  to  ac- 
cede to  the  repeated  manifestations  of  its 
wishes.  He  would  not  press  the  subject 
further  upon  that  occasion.  He  should 
only  say  that,  if  compensation  were  denied 
to  these  parties,  such  a  course  would  be 
discreditable  to  the  Government,  unworthy 
of  the  character  of  Parliament,  and  would 
remain  a  scandal  on  the  annals  of  this 
country.  He  would  say  no  more  upon  the 
subject,  and  would  not  press  any  motion 
respecting  it.  He  should  not  have  brought 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  that  evening,  in  the  midst  of  the 
many  public  questions  which  called  for  their 
immediate  deliberation,  and,  in  the  present 
unsettled  state  of  their  finances,  were  it  not 
that  the  parties  interested  felt  that  their 
case  might  be  prejudiced  by  observing  a 
total  silence.  He  had  introduced  the  sub- 
ject, principally  for  the  purpose  of  reserving 
the  rights  of  parties,  and,  in  order  that  it 
might  not  be  supposed,  upon  any  future  oc- 
casion, that  they  had  abandoned  their 
claims. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend 
did  not  intend  to  press  his  motion,  at  the 
same  time  he  was  anxious  to  make  one  or  two 
observations.  This  question  was  one  in  which 


the  national  hoiiour  was  concerned,  and  it 
had  been  longer  before  the  House  than  any 
other.  Twenty-three  years  ago  he  had  first 
divided  in  favour  of  these  claims.  Then  the 
whole  of  the  claims  were  refused.  Since 
then,  after  a  lapse  of  twenty  years,  two- 
thirds  of  those  claims  had  been  granted, 
and  one  third  only  now  remained.  After 
three  decisions  of  the  House  in  favour  of 
those  claims,  faith  ought  to  have  been  kept 
with  the  claimants.  He  thought  that  both 
the  late  Government  and  the  present  €h)- 
vemment  in  refusing  the  demands  of  these 
claimants,  were  wrong.  If  there  were  any 
error  in  regard  to  dates,  that  ought  not  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  their  doing  justice.  In 
the  estimates  for  the  present  year  they  had 
voted  a  sum  of  lOflOOL  to  settle  some  Por- 
tuguese claims,  which  were  due  in  1810. 
Therefore,  the  length  of  time  which  had 
elapsed  ought  not  to  prevent  justice  from 
being  done.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  willing  to  pay  away  money  where 
there  was  no  daim,  but  they  refused  to 
pay  a  just  daim.  This  obstinate  denial  of 
justice  was  discreditable  to  the  Government. 
They  had  voted  a  sum  to  liquidate  the 
claims  of  M.  Sampayo,  which  had  accrued 
from  1808  to  1814.  There  had  been  no 
objection  made  to  pay  foreigners  why  should 
there  be  any  objection  to  pay  English  claim- 
ants? He  hoped  that  the  Cfovemment 
would  see  the  propriety  of  taking  the  ques- 
tion into  their  serious  consideration  before 
the  next  Session,  and  would  pay  the  last 
third  due  to  the  Danish  claimants ;  who 
would,  even  if  that  was  paid,  suffer  severe 
loss,  inasmuch  as  they  would  only  have 
been  paid  the  principal,  and  have  lost  the 
interest  for  thirty- five  years. 

Question  again  put. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  should  be  perfectly  ready,  when  the  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  the  subject  forward,  to 
express  his  views  upon  it.  At  present  it 
could  not  have  been  discussed  without 
causing  the  delay  of  other  business.  He 
had  already  expressed  his  opinion  on  those 
claims,  which  expression  of  opinion  had  not 
been  given  merely  since  he  sat  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  for  when  he  had  sat  on  the 
4;ilher  side  he  had  supported  the  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  his  opposition 
to  these  claims.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  that  if  a  claim  was 
a  just  one,  length  of  time  could  be  no  bar  to 
its  admission,  but  he  could  not  agree  that 
because  they  had  voted  a  sum  of  money  to 
Mr.  Sampayo,  therefore,  they  ought  to  vote 
a  sum  of  money  to  the  Danish  claimants. 
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visit  with  censure  those  fire  or  six  Gentle* 
men  who  had  lieen  concerned  in  these  com« 
promises ;  and  here  is  an  admission  by  the 
committee  that  the  evidence  relative  to 
these  practices  had  exhibited  them  in  a 
dearer  light  than  had  ever  yet  appeared ; 
so  that  the  House  had  now  got  the  testi- 
mony from  willing  witnesses,  and  I  must 
say  I  cannot  reconcile  it  with  my  sense  of 
justice  now  to  select  for  censure  those  par- 
ticular individuals.  [Captain  Bemal: 
How  do  you  provide  for  the  future  ?3  I 
provide  for  the  future  by  the  bill  last  night 
under  discussion.  But  how  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Roebuck)  meet 
the  case  ?    His  resolutions  are, 

"  That  the  compromises  of  election  petitions 
must,  if  for  the  future  they  be  allowed  to  pass 
without  punishment  or  censure,  tend  to  bring 
this  House  into  contempt  with  the  people,  and 
thereby  seriously  to  diminish  its  power  and 
authority. "  ^ 

And  further,— 

**  That  all  such  practices  are  hereby  de- 
claied  to  be  a  violation  of  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  and  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this 
House,  which  it  will  in  all  future  cases  strictly 
inquire  into  and  severely  punish," 

Why,  that  being  translated,  means^  no 
more  than  this :  **  You  have  been  guilty 
of  an  offence  which  is  a  violation  of  the 
liberties  of  the  people,  and  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House.  Still  we  will  not 
call  you  to  the  Bar  and  censare  you,  but 
any  person  who  hereafter  in  like  manner 
may  offend,  we  will."  But  there  are  se- 
veral other  parts  of  these  resolutions  with 
which  I  am  not  satisfied.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, by  his  resolutions,  declared  these 
practices  to  be  a  violation  of  the  liberties 
of  the  people,  and  a  breach  of  the  privi- 
leges of  tne  House.  Now,  I  do  not  like 
dealing  with  general  terms  of  this  kind. 
I  think  the  House  ought  not  lightly  to 
adopt  such  a  declaration.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman does  not  state  the  particular  nature 
of  the  compromise  which  shall  constitute  a 
violation  of  the  liberties  of  the  people  and 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House ; 
but  he  refera  to  certain  compromises,  all  of 
which  differ  in  character,  and,  speaking 
genera11y»  says,  they  are  breaches  of  privi- 
lege and  violations  of  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  If  they  be  so,  why  do  you  not  go 
on  and  censure  the  parties  to  them  ? 
When  you  talk  of  inefficient  proceedings  is 
it  not  inefficient  to  pass  by  those  guilty  of 
these  violations  ?  Why,  you  abstain  from 
censuring  them  because 'we    gave  them 


reason  to  believe  that  if  they  gave  their 
evidence  fairly,  they  should  not  be  visited 
with  censure.  1  cannot  reconcile  it  to  my 
mind,  as  a  fair  proceeding,  to  brand  these 
parties  after  they  have  so  given  their  evi- 
dence with  censtire.  Their  evidence  has 
been  obtained  upon  a  distinct  underatand- 
ing  that  the  inquiry  was  set  on  foot  and 
the  investigation  gone  into  in  order  to  put 
an  end  to  the  svstem,  but  not  to  punish 
them.  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  agrees 
with  me  that  that  was  {m>.  ["  Hear,  hear."] 
Well,  then,  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
resolutions  have  the  effect  of  branding 
these  parties  with  a  sort  of  qualified  and 
implied  censure.  I  concur  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  thinking  that  in  all  future 
cases  you  should  deal  strictly  with  such 
compromises,  but  I  will  not  do  so  by  mere 
resolutions,  but  I  will  do  it  by  law.  I 
wish  to  see  a  law  passed  which  shall  insure 
a  full  inquiry  into  and  a  remedy  against 
such  practices,  but  I  am  not  quite  certain 
that  they  are  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  because  when  the  House  passed 
the  Elections  Trial  Bill,  it  divested  itself 
of  the  charge  of  inquiring  into  bribery, 
and  said  to  individuals,  ^  We  leave  it  to 
you  to  prefer  and  defend  charges  of  bri- 
bery," and  the  Legislature  visited  with 
costs  those  who  preferred  or  advanced  fri- 
volous and  vexatious  charges  or  defences ; 
and  I  think  the  House  when  it  adopted 
that  course,  be  it  wise  or  be  it  wrong,  left 
to  individuals  the  vindication  of  the  purity 
of  the  House,  and  therefore  the  House 
ought  to  take  care  not  to  visit  with  severe 
censure  the  parties  to  such  compromises, 
and  by  legislation  rather  than  by  resolution 
to  prevent  them  in  future.  If,  therefore, 
as  I  have  already  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  moved  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that 
the  disclosures  made  before  the  committee 
required  a  legislative  remedy,  to  that  reso- 
lution I  would  have  now  given  my  sup- 
port; and  it  is  only  l)ecause  there  is  a 
bill  before  the  House  which  will  effectually, 
I  think,  insure  a  remedv,  that  1  believe  it 
unncessary  to  come  to  tne  resolutions  pro- 
posed. 1^  much  for  the  fint  two  resolu- 
tions.   With  regard  to  the  last,— 

*<That  whereas  in  the  late  elections  for 
Harwich,  Nottingham,  Lewes,  Reading,  Fal- 
mouth and  Penryn,  and  Bridport,  the  present 
laws  have  been  found  insufficient  to  protect 
the  voters  from  the  mischievous  temptations  of 
bribery,  it  be  ordered  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  no  writ  for  any  election  of  Members  for 
the  said  towns  till  further  legislative  enact- 
ments have  been  adopted  to  protect  the  purity 
of  elections.** 
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law.  He  ibould  besr  io  mtnd  ibe  dedam- 
tion  the  right  hoo*  Banmet  had  made  this 
day. 

Mr.  Williams  laid,  that  Irom  what  he 
had  seen  of  the  country,  he  helieved  that  a 
constderahle  qoantitj  of  flour  and  pro- 
visions, the  produce  of  the  western  States, 
would  be  brought  in.  But  of  course  the 
cost  of  the  transit  would  be  veiy  great.  It 
was  not  generally  known,  that  the  Ameri- 
cans were  the  largest  consumers  of  articles 
of  clothing  in  the  world.  They  were  the 
best  doth^  people  he  ever  saw,  and  he  had 
been  through  most  of  the  countries  of 
Europe.  An  American  would  deprive  him- 
self of  almost  any  comfort  rather  Uian  not  be 
well  dressed  according  to  the  average  opinion. 
There  never  was  a  more  favourable  period 
for  their  entering  into  a  commercial  treaty 
with  America.  America  was  on  the  eve  of 
making  a  change  in  her  tariff^  but  there 
was  a  strong  party  there  most  anxious  for 
an  increased  intercourse  with  this  country ; 
and  if  her  Majesty's  Government  encou- 
raged that  disposition,  they  could  establish 
a  favourable  treaty  of  commerce. 

Supply. — Civil  Continobncibs.]  The 
House  resolved  itself  into  committee. 

Sir  George  Clerk  moved  that  70,000/. 
be  granted  for  the  civil  contingencies  for 
the  year  ending  in  1843. 

Mr.  WUliatm  said,  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  on  behalf  of  the  distressed  people  of 
this  country,  to  protest  against  m^y  items 
in  this  grant  He  thought  many  of  the 
items  were  discreditable  to  those  by  whom 
they  were  claimedj  and  an  insult  to  the 
d  istress  of  those  who  were  called  to  pay  them. 
The  first  to  which  he  would  call  atten- 
tion was  an  item  of  962.  for  the  entertain- 
ment of  the  Bishop  of  Exeter  and  his  suite, 
during  a  passage  from  Plymouth  to  the 
Scilly  Islands  in  1838,  a  passage  which  was 
only  of  a  few  hours'  duration.  He  thought 
it  would  be  well  if  the  Bishop  of  Exeter 
would  read  the  Scriptures,  and  see  how  his 
divine  Master  and  the  Apostles  travelled. 
He  pretended  to  be  the  servant  of  the  ona 
and  the  follower  of  the  others;  and  yet, 
though  he  received  about  6,000/.  a  year 
from  his  bishonric,  and  the  charge  for  the 
suite  of  the  Bishop  of  Jerusalem  all  the 
way  to  Jaffit  was  only  20/.  6s.,  he  (the 
Bishop  of  Exeter)  charaed  48/.  a  day  for 
visiting  places  in  his  cuooese.  Another 
was  an  item  of  SSL  6s.  7c/.,  '*  for  the  en^ 
ter  tain  men  t  of  the  Duchess  of  Kent  and 
Mjite,  during  a  passage  to  Ostend  and  back.*' 
Her  Royal  Highness  was  allowed  30,000/. 


a-year,  and  soch  charges  siioald  not  be 
made.  Another  was  an  item  of  2SSL  10s. 
for  the  entertainment  of  Laid  Sydenham, 
Governor-general  of  Canada  and  suite, 
during  certain  passngfi  on  the  lakes  in 
Canada*  He  believed  Lord  Sydenham's 
salary  was  7,000/.  a  year,  and  consequently, 
there  was  no  necessity  for  sudi  charges. 
Other  items  were  those  of  394/L  lOs .  6<L 
for  incidental  expemies  of  the  emlMs^y 
at  Wirtemberg,  and  800/.  Ss.  StL  for  those 
of  the  embassy  at  Tuscany.  As  their  only 
functions  being  to  entertain  the  nobility  df 
this  country,  he  maintained  that  these  em- 
bassies were  of  no  political  or  commercial 
service  whatever,  and  their  abolition  would, 
therefore,  effect  a  saving  of  useless  expen- 
diture to  the  amount  of  6,500/.  a-vear. 
Another  was  an  item  of  87/.  lOt.  "  for 
the  entertainment  of  the  Crown  Prince  of 
Bavaria  and  suite,  during  a  panage  from 
Athens  to  Ancona,"  places  not  even  in  her 
Majesty's  dominions.  Another  was  an 
item  of  73/.  lOs.,  **  far  the  entertainment 
of  certain  foreignen  of  distinction  on  board 
her  Majesty's  steam-vessel  Vesuvius.  What 
for  ?  Why  should  they  not  pay  their  own 
expenses?  Surely  it  was  enough  to  find 
them  ships,  without  taxing  the  country  to 
pay  for  their  entertainments.  Another  was 
an  item  of  334/.  15s.,  for  the  passage  of 
Robert  Steuart,  Esq.,  her  Majesty's  charg£ 
d'affaires  at  New  Granada,  from  Liverpool 
to  Boston."  He  had  oome  from  Boston  to 
Liverpool,  and  had  been  as  well  enter* 
tained  as  any  gentleman  could  wish  to  be, 
and  it  did  not  cost  him  more  than  35/., 
while  Robert  Steuart,  Esq.,  charged  334/L» 
though  his  income  of  1,600/.  a-year  waa 
going  on  all  the  time.  Other  items  were 
"800/.  for  passage-money  due  to  Mr.  S* 
M'Kenzie  on  returning  from  the  govern* 
ment  of  Ceylon ;"  "  242/.  4s.  3i/.  for  the 
passaffe  of  the  Bishop  of  Barbadoes  and 
Chaplain  to  Antigua,  and  for  the  hire 
of  a  schooner  during  his  visitations 
through  the  arehdeaoonry  of  Antigua,"  and 
*'  530/.  8#.  to  Sir  G.  Arthur,  late  Gover- 
nor  of  Upper  Canada,  for  his  passage 
home."  These  charges  were  all  ezorU- 
tant  and  unneoessaiy.  It  was  impoanUe 
the  money  oould  be  spent  in  the  man- 
ner aUeged*  Another  item  was  one  of 
422/.  lAs.  M-,  *"  for  robes,  coUara,  badges, 
&c,«  for  knights  of  the  several  arders." 
Surely  the  country  ought  not  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  these.  He  thought,  alsis 
that  the  item  of  350/.  «'  for  inveatig»ting 
certain  points  relative  to  the  diarter  of  in- 
corporation of  Sheflicld,"  ought  to  be  de. 
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frayed  by  that  city,  and  not  by  the  people 
generally^  who  had  no  interest  in  the  mat- 
ter. The  items  of  2,2702.  for  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  officer  for  carrying  into 
eifect  the  regulations  of  the  penny  postage, 
and  of  550Z  '*  to  the  civil  engineer,  for 
services  on  works  connected  with  the  Cale- 
donian Canal/'  ought  to  be  carried  to  the 
respective  accounts  of  those  undertakings. 
There  was  also  an  item  of  500/.  to  Cap- 
tain J.  W.  Pringle,  *'  for  services  m 
Canada."  He  should  like  to  know  what 
those  services  were.  To  mention  one  more 
only  among  many  others,  there  was  also 
one  of  923/.  Is,  6d,  to  Lord  Campbell, 
"  being  the  usual  allowance  on  his  appoint- 
ment as  Lord  Chancellor."  He  should 
like  to  know  why  the  people  were  to  pay 
that?  He  believed  Lord  Campbell  had 
been  very  anxious  to  get  the  office*  and 
was  well  paid  for  his  services.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  requesting  some 
information  from  the  Government  respect- 
ing these  iteniSy  and  protesting  against 
their  being  defrayed  by  the  public. 

Colonel  Sibtharp  said,  these  things  were 
the  acts  of  the  late  Government,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  supported  them  in 
and  out  of  office.  Look  at  the  expenses 
they  had  caused.  He  had  often  complained 
of  their  innumerable  commissions.  He 
had  a  great  objection  to  the  whole  of  those 
commissions,  and  he  could  wish  to  see 
them  burnt,  as  some  of  them  had  been. 
He  never  saw  such  a  profligate  Govern- 
ment, and  he  hoped  he  never  should  see 
another.  He  was  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Coventry  should  still  sit  be- 
hind that  Government  when  thev  were 
disgraced.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  missed 
one  item  of  their  work,  and  that  was  the 
imperial  penny  postage  job.  Then  there 
was  the  item  to  Mr.  Rowland  Hill  of 
1,500/.,  and  the  item  to  Mr.  Cole.  But 
the  greatest  of  all  was  the  Monteagle  job, 
added  to  the  Campbell  job — a  pretty  pair. 
With  regard  to  the  outfit  for  Lord  Camp- 
bell, he  thought  that  the  articles  purchased 
with  that  money  ought  to  be  returned  and 
sold.  They  would  produce  but  little,  but 
in  the  present  exhausted  state  of  the 
Treasury  the  smallest  donation  would  be 
thankfully  received  —  or  they  might  be 
kept  as  an  exhibition,  to  show  we  job 
which  had  been  perpetrated.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  divide  the  Hoose  against 
that  vote,  he  would  divide  with  him. 
Doubtless,  he  should  be  told,  as  he  had 
been  when  he  had  objected  to  the  vote  of 
16,000/.  to  the  Member  for  Bolton  for 


his  expenses  in  his  travels,  that  the  money 
had  been  paid.  The  grant  was  a  gross 
and  unpardonable  grant,  and  he  looked  for 
something  better  from  her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government.  If  they  did  not  do 
better,  they  should  not  have  his  support. 
He  was  not  for  a  low,  niggardly  economy, 
but  he  was  for  a  proper  economy.  This 
expense  had  been  incurred  after  that  House 
had  come  to  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
in  the  late  Government,  and  it  was  dis- 
graceful. 

Sir  C.  Napier  :  With  reference  to  the 
sum  of  96/.  for  the  entertainment  of  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter  on  board  of  one  of  her 
Majesty's  ships,  observed,  that  the  sum 
appeared  to  be  considerable.  He  should 
say  that  about  30^.  or  40s.  a-day  ought  to 
be  sufficient  for  such  a  purpose.  There 
was  no  one  who  had  any  experience  of 
naval  matters  could  deny  that  it  would  be 
most  inconvenient  and  disagreeable,  if  cap- 
tains of  the  navy  were  to  be  under  the 
necessity  of  demanding  payment  from  those 
persons  of  distinction  whom  they  might  be 
ordered  to  take  on  board  their  vessels ;  but, 
though  it  was  quite  right  thai  the  State 
should  defray  those  charges,  he  did  think 
the  sum  now  demanded  was  beyond  rea- 
sonable limits.  He  also  thought  that  there 
was  another  objectionable  charge,  namely, 
235/.  for  the  passages  of  Lord  Sydenham 
on  the  lakes. 

Sir  G.  Clerk  said,  that  captains  of  ships 
of  war  were  frequently  directed  to  take 
persons  of  distinction  on  board,  with  the 
full  understanding,  of  course,  that  the  ex- 
penses of  their  entertainment  should  be 
defrayed  by  the  Government.  Those  ex- 
penses had  been  fixed  according  to  certain 
specified  rates,  which  rested,  it  was  sup- 
posed, upon  just  principles.  Those  rates 
or  scales  were,  of  course,  regulated  by  the 
rank  of  the  parties  and  the  number  of  per- 
sons in  their  respective  suites.  The  charge 
for  entertaining  the  Bishop  of  Exeter  and 
those  by  whom  he  was  accompanied,  on 
his  visitation  of  the  Scilly  Islands,  was  a 
charge  actually  incurred  so  far  back  as  the 
year  1838,  though  not  paid  till  1841.  The 
occurrence  took  place  four  years  ago — he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  what  length  of 
time  was  occupied  in  the  visitation,  but  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  affirm  that  it  took  a 
much  longer  time  than  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry  appeared  to  suppose.  With 
respect  to  Captain  Pringle,  the  officer  who 
accompanied  Lord  Sydenham,  he  was  a 
gentleman  who  had  rendered  considerable 
services  and  it  was  the  opinion  of  all  to 
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whom  tlie  question  had  been  submitted 
that  he  was  fairly  entitled  to  the  sum 
granted  him^  the  more  especially  as  he  was 
not  in  the  receipt  of  any  salary.  As  to 
the  sum  payable  to  Mr.  Rowland  Hill,  he 
was  quite  ready  to  adroit  that  it  would  be 
convenient  in  all  cases  to  have  sums  esti- 
mated fur  beforehand,  and  not  left  to  be 
introduced  into  the  civil  contingencies,  but 
he  thought  that  this  case  might  fairly  be 
considered  an  exception  to  the  general  rule. 
Mr.  Hill  was  originally  engaged  for  a 
period  of  two  years;  since  then  the  ar- 
rangement with  him  had  been  extended  to 
a  third  year,  ending  in  the  month  of  Sep- 
tember next.  Intimation  had  been  given 
to  Mr.  Hill  that  after  Ihe  termination  of 
the  third  year  the  Post-office  and  the 
Treasury  would  be  able  to  carry  on  the 
business  of  the  department  without  his 
assistance. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  there  was  no  accommodation  for  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter  in  the  Scilly  Islands,  and 
that  the  captain  who  took  him  out  there 
was  under  the  necessity  of  accommodating 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  and  all  who  accom- 
panied him  on  that,  his  first,  visitation, 
which  occupied  a  much  longer  time  than 
had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry. 

Mr.  Hume  believed,  that  no  individual 
who  was  ever  employed  in  the  public  service 
had  been  worse  paid  than  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bolton.  He  was  only 
paid  at  the  same  rate  as  other  commissioners, 
but,  contrary  to  the  usual  practice,  he  never 
was  paid  a  shilling,  except  when  on  actual 
duty ;  and  he  knew  that  there  was  a  ba- 
lance now  due  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
never  had  been  paid,  very  much,  as  be 
thought,  to  the  discredit  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment. He  objected  to  many  of  the 
items  included  in  this  grant,  but  he  re* 
quested  an  explanation  of  certain  of  them, 
more  particularly  the  sum  of  20,000/.  for 
postages,  and  the  extra  expenses  of  the 
Foreign  Ministers. 

Viscount  Palmersion  said,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  aware  of  the  practical  utility  of 
civil  missions,  they  surely  would  not  oUect 
to  any  expenses  that  might  be  iocurred  in 
carrying  them  out.  With  regard  to  foreign 
missions,  it  had  been  his  lot  to  increase  our 
relations  with  foreign  states.  He  had  ac- 
credited some  of  the  smaller  German  states, 
with  whom,  before,  we  had  no  direct  com- 
munication, to  some  of  our  foreiffn  missions, 
available  for  that  purpose;  and  the  most 
valuable  information,  aa  to  European  affairs, 


frequently  came  collaterally  from  those 
smaller  states.  As  to  the  **  passages  *' 
which  formed  part  of  this  vote,  some  of  the 
sums  seemed  large ;  but  he  believed  they 
were  justified  by  the  occasions  which  had 
given  rise  to  them.  One  of  them  was  a 
charge  for  the  passage  of  the  Crown  Prince 
of  Bavaria  to  his  own  kingdom,  on  the 
throne  of  which  he  had  been  placed  by 
England,  in  conjunction  with  other  Eu- 
ropean powers.  With  regard  to  what  had 
been  said,  relative  to  the  claim  of  his 
hon.  Friend  for  Bolton,  it  was  quite  true 
that  there  was  a  sum  due  to  him,  which 
had  not  been  paid  by  the  late  Government. 
He  was  not  aware  of  any  reason  for  not 
satisfying  the  hon.  Gentleman's  claim,  and 
he,  for  one,  should  support  any  vote  for  bis 
payment.  The  House  was,  probably,  aware 
that  the  amounts  fixed  on  the  civil  list  were 
only  the  salaries  of  the  Ministers,  and  did 
not  include  any  incidental  expenses,  such 
as  messengers,  carriers,  postages,  &c.  He 
had,  when  in  office,  reduced  the  salaries  of 
those  employed  on  the  diplomatic  service 
considerably,  and,  he  believed,  their  salaries 
were  now  quite  as  low  as  those  of  the  ML 
nisters  of  France,  Austria,  and  other  parts. 
He  was  firmly  convinced,  with  regud  to 
our  diplomatic  services,  that  no  Govern- 
ment in  Europe— no  Government  in  the 
world,  was  so  well  served  as  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  been,  during  the 
time  he  had  a  knowledge  of  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  performed  their  services. 
The  expenses  of  postage  were  also  fixed  ac- 
cording to  a  certain  regulation. 

Dr.  Bowring  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  importance  of  having 
direct  communication  with  the  Turkish 
Government.  He  believed,  at  that  mo- 
ment, they  had  no  means  of  holding  any 
intercourse  with  the  Sovereign,  except  by 
the  agency  of  strangers,  and  he  thought 
that  was  a  state  of  things  which  ought  to 
be  remedied.  The  state  of  things,  at  pre- 
sent, was  very  unsatisfactory.  Many  of 
the  families  from  which  the  dragomana 
were  taken  had  reached  a  state  of  opulence, 
and  the  interests  of  the  country,  and  one  or 
two  others,  were  entirely  in  their  hands. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  there  was  a  vote 
for  the  education  of  youth  in  the  eastern 
lanffuages ;  and  there  was,  moreover,  a  re- 
medy against  the  dragomans.  An  instance 
had,  not  long  ago,  occurred  of  a  niatake 
made  by  a  dragoman,  upon  which  be  had 
founded  an  answer  in  that  House,  in  conse- 
quence of  which  the  dragoman  had  been 
suspended. 
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Dr«  Bonring  was  convinced,  if  English 
feelings  were  represented  by  English  man- 
ners, m  oriental  countries^  the  best  results 
would  be  effected. 

Viscount  Pahnerslon  said^  that  he  agreed 
with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bolton;  but  he  must  say^  that  he  found 
the  dragomans  very  faithful  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duty.  Before  he  left  office,  he 
proposed  that  attaches  should  be  added  to 
the  Turkish  embassies,  for  the  purpose  of 
learning  the  Turkish  language;  and  he 
accordingly  wrote  to  the  Vice  Chancellors 
of  the  two  Universities  to  nominate  a  Gen- 
tleman from  each  University  for  those  ap- 
pointments. The  Universities  had  accepted 
that  proposal,  and  one  Gentleman  from 
each  University  had  been,  accordingly,  ap- 
pointed ;  and  there  were  now  four  persons 
attached  to  the  embassies,  who  understood 
the  Turkish  language. 

Sir  C  Napier  said^  he  observed  that  a 
sum  of  1,600/.  was  set  down  as  an  allow- 
ance for  the  Commissioners  for  the  settle- 
ment of  Portuguese  claims.  It  appeared  to 
him,  that  it  would  be  better  to  allow  those 
gentlemen  a  certain  sum,  in  case  the  claims 
were  finally  adjusted,  than  to  grant  them  a 
yearly  allowance. 

Sir  jR.  Peel  had  heard  many  complaints 
of  delay  and  dilatoriness.  He  had  requested 
his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  to  make  inquiries  on  the 
subject,  and  he  believed  that  no  unnecessary 
delay  had  been  interposed.  In  fact,  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  utmost  diligence  had 
been  used  by  the  commissioners.  The 
claims  were,  some  of  them,  of  a  very  pecu- 
liar nature.  Some  most  extravagant  de- 
mands had  been  made.  It  was  but  just, 
both  to  the  claimants  themselves,  and  to 
the  Portuguese  Government,  that  these 
claims  should  be  strictly  examined  and 
scrutinized,  before  they  were  admitted.  He 
was  not  inclined  to  interfere  with  the 
Commissioners. 

Colonel  Sibihorp  expressed  his  surprise, 
that  the  Hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had 
not  objected  to  the  additional  sum  of  money 
which  it  was  proposed  to  pay  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton.  He  (Colonel  Sibthorp) 
did  not  wish  to  derogate  from  the  merits  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman }  but  he  had  objected 
to  the  former  grants,  and  as  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  not  brought  the  grant  for- 
ward last  year,  he  hoped  the  present  Go- 
vernment would  object  to  it,  and  leave  the 
Members  of  the  late  Government  to  pay  it 
themselves.  He  should  certainly  oppose 
the  grant. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Supply — Education— Sinqinq.]  On 
the  resolution  that  10,000Z.  be  granted  for 
public  education  in  Great  Britain  for  the 
year  1842. 

Dr.  Botvring  asked,  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  make  a 
grant  for  national  singing.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  other  night,  mentioned 
with  eulogium  Mr.  Hullah,  but  he  did  not 
allude  to  the  exertions  of  Mr.  Mainzer, 
who  had  done  wonders  upon  this  very  in- 
teresting subject. 

Mr.  Hume  reminded  his  hon.  Friend, 
that  on  a  former  occasion,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  declared,  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  ask  for  any  grant  upon  the  subject  dur- 
ing the  present  Session.  He  believed  there 
were  many  funds  existing  available  for  the 
education  of  the  people,  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  direct  his 
attention  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  Cotvper  had,  with  pleasure,  on  a 
former  occasion,  heard  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman express  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment to  give  encouragement  to  the  edu- 
cation carried  on  at  Exeter  Hall.  He 
hoped,  that  that  would  not  be  a  mere 
barren  promise.  Objections  had  been  made 
on  account  of  this  mode  of  instruction  not 
being  connected  with  religious  instruction  ; 
but  he  could  not  suppose,  that  the  mode  of 
education  imparted  at  Exeter-hall,  could 
ever  become  the  subject  for  a  normal 
school.  It  could  only  be  a  school  of  method. 
He  thought  it  was  exceedingly  injudicious 
on  the  part  of  those  who  supported  educa- 
tion upon  the  principles  of  the  Church  of 
England,  to  obstruct  the  efforts  of  other 
schools.  Why  not  adopt  the  school  of 
method  at  the  diocesan  schools,  and  at 
King's  College,  for  instance  ?  He  hoped 
next  year  a  erant  would  be  proposed  for 
encouraging  this  sort  of  education. 

Mr.  P,  Howard  wished  something  done 
for  the  Roman  Catholic  schools.  The  Ro- 
man Catholic  Members  had  been  more  libe- 
ral than  the  Protestants,  havine  concurred, 
without  cavil,  in  many  votes  for  purposes 
exclusively  Protestant,  while  a  party  of  the 
Protestants  had  resisted  even  the  small 
srant  yearly  proposed  for  the  College  of 
Maynooth. 

Mr.  O^Connell  said,  that  this  was  a  grant 
to  which  every  individual  in  the  community 
was  called  on  to  contribute,  and  from  which, 
as  it  was  at  present  distributed,  no  Catholic 
could  benefit.  There  were  two  societies 
authorised  to  superintend  the  distribution 
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of  this  grant,  the  National  School  Society^ 
and  the  British  and  Foreign  School  Soci- 
ety. The  first  was  a  society  connected  with 
the  Established  Church,  and  the  second  was 
connected  with  the  Protestant  Dissenters. 
The  Catholics  were,  therefore,  necessarily 
excluded  from  deriving  any  benefit  from 
this  grant,  not  by  any  direct  rule,  but  be- 
cause they  could  not  conscientiously  send 
their  children  to  the  schools  under  the  su- 
perintendance  of  these  societies.  The  want 
uf  a  participation  in  this  grant  was  felt 
most  severely  by  the  Catholics  in  England 
— a  large  portion  of  the  lower  orders  were 
Catholics.  A  great  many  poor  Irish  Catho- 
lics who  came  to  England  for  employment, 
were  absolutely  deprived  of  the  means  of 
educating  their  children.  It  was  not  fair,  nor 
just,  nor  reasonablci  that  the  benefit  of  the 
grant  should  be  confined  to  Protestants,  it 
ought  to  be  for  the  education  of  the  children 
of  the  people  of  England  generally.  He  had 
pressed  the  noble  Lord,  late  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  on  this  subject,  and  he 
believed  that  noble  Lord  had  been  as  ready 
to  resist  him  as  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side.  Some  years  agp>  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  the  educational  grant  had  been  siven 
to  a  Voluntary  Society,  constituted  on 
somewhat  similar  principles  to  this  society ; 
and  in  consequence  the  Catholics  had  b^n 
able  to  participate  in  it ;  but  during  the 
last  Session,  a  law  had  been  passed,  putting 
all  Christians  on  a  footing  of  equality.  That 
example  ought  to  be  followed.  He  hoped, 
that  for  the  future,  a  portion  of  the  grant 
would  be  devoted  to  the  Catholic  schools. 
They  did  not  wish  to  escape  from  su- 
perintendence;  on  the  contrary,  they  in- 
vited the  utmost  vigilance,  and  were  wiL 
ling  to  conform  to  any  regulations  that 
might  be  laid  down  in  matters  of  litera- 
ture, morals,  and  manners.  All  they  asked 
was,  that  Catholics  should  be  educated  in 
their  own  religion. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply — South  Au8tra1.ia.]]  On  the 
question— 

**  That  a  sura  not  exceeding  59,936/.  be 
voted  to  her  Majesty  to  enable  her  Majesty  to 
liquidate  certain  bills  drawn  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  South  Australia  since  the  year  1840.^ 

Mr.  Hume  must  have  further  explana- 
tion before  he  agreed  to  the  vote.  At 
present  the  House  knew  nothing  of  this 
expenditure.  There  was  plenty  of  land  in 
South  Australia,  which  mieht  be  sold  by 
degrees  in  order  to  pay  this  money>  and 


why,  therefore,  should  the  fieople  of  £og« 
land  be  taxed  to  pay  it. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
poor  individuals  had  gone  out  to  the  co- 
lony on  the  faith  of  their  proceedings  in 
Parliament,  and  were  unable  to  support 
themselves  when  they  arrived  there,  and 
the  bills  had  been  drawn  for  maintaining 
such  of  the  population  as  were  absolutely 
destitute  of  any  means  of  support.  The 
Governor  had  not  thought  it  right  to  re» 
fuse  to  sanction  those  bills,  when  the  lives 
of  so  many  persons  depended  on  it  as  a 
means  of  subsistence. 

Mr.  jB.  Wood  should  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  fur  the  Colonies 
whether  this  was  to  be  a  gift  or  a  loan. 
QLord  Stanley :  A  grant.]  This  sum,  to- 
gether with  the  sum  voted  last  year, 
amounted  to  355,000/.  Were  they  to  have 
any  more  grants  or  loans  of  this  kind  this 
year?  [Lord  Stanley:  No  more  will  be 
required.]  He  was  very  glad  to  bear 
that.  Why  were  not  all  these  sums 
charged  upon  the  colony,  to  be  paid  here- 
after when  the  colony  was  able?  The 
present  mode  of  proceeding  appeared  to 
him  to  be  merely  squandering  money. 
Governor  Gawler  had  drawn  the  bills  be- 
cause he  saw  this  country  would  pay  them. 
The  grant  was  one  which  the  House  ought 
not  to  be  required  to  make. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  he  would  not  enter 
into  the  question  of  the  grant  made  to  the 
colony  last  year,  which  there  was  no  pros- 
pect of  its  repaying.  A  part  of  that  sum, 
85,000/.,  lent  on  bonds  in  the  colony,  and 
for  which  this  country  paid  interest,  would 
be  repaid  whenever  the  colony  was  able  to 
repay  it.  With  regard  to  this  vote  of 
59,000/.,  it  was  part  of  the  debt  under 
which  the  colony  was  labouring.  155,000/. 
had  been  advanced  to  the  colony  bv  Par- 
liament; there  was  85,000/.  bona  debt 
advanced  from  the  colonv.  and  56,000/. 
due  to  the  land  fund.  The  committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  this  question 
had  reported  that  the  ordinary  revenue  of 
the  colony  was  30,000/.  a-year,  and  that 
the  ordinary  expenditure,  which  had  been 
increasing,  was  about  70,000/,  a-year,  and 
though  the  committee  hoped  that  some 
reduction  might  be  made  in  this  iteai, 
they  could  not  speak  With  any  confidence 
on  the  subject.  They  hoped  that  in  due 
time  the  colony  would  yield  an  ample 
revenue,  but  some  time  must  elapse  before 
the  revenue  would  be  sufficient  to  make 
up  the  deficit  without  an  appeal  to  the 
mother  country.     At  the  time  of  Captain 
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Grey*8  arrival  out  in  the  colony  its  expen* 
diture  was  at  the  rate  of  about  90,000/. 
over  and  above  the  interest  of  the  debt. 
But  Captain  Grey  had  reduced  it  from 
90,000/.  to  between  30,000/.  and  40,000/., 
and  it  was  hoped  that  next  year  it  would 
be  necessary  to  call  upon  Parliament  for 
little  or  nothing  to  assist  them.  It  had 
been  for  the  immediate  purposes  of  the 
colony,  and  to  cover  the  distress  occasioned 
partly  by  the  debt,  that  Captain  Grey  had 
been  obliged  to  incur  a  heavy  expenditure 
for  the  maintenance  of  persons  absolutely 
in  a  state  of  pauperism.  He  (Lord  Stanley) 
repeated  that  he  had  every  expectation 
that  next  year  a  very  trifling  sum,  if  any, 
would  be  required  in  aid  of  this  colony. 
He  had  given  directions  to  reduce  the 
expenditure,  but  those  reductions  must  be 
the  work  of  time,  and  if  Parliament  re- 
fused assistance  at  present,  the  colony 
would  be  seriously  injured.  He  had  even 
gone  so  far  as  to  send  out  instructions  to 
the  Governor  of  Australia,  that  if  the  ad- 
ditional labouring  emigrants  could  not  find 
employment  there,  it  would  be  his  duty 
to  have  them  removed  to  New  South 
Wales,  where  there  was  employment, 
(and  those  instructions  had  been  com- 
municated also  to  the  Governor  of  New 
South  Wales),  and  that  they  should  not 
be  kept  upon  the  resources  of  South  Aus- 
tralia or  of  this  country.  Time  must 
be  allowed  to  carry  out  these  instruc- 
tions ;  and  he  truKted  the  committee  would 
not,  by  refusing  to  sanction  this  vote,  leave 
the  colony  in  the  meantime  in  a  state  of 
embarrassment.  He  did  not  mean  to  jus- 
tify the  former  expenditure,  but  this  vote 
was  necessary  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
colony. 

Mr.  W.  ^tV/uim^  attributed  the  increase 
of  the  debt  to  the  mismana^^ement  of  the 
commissioners.  If  the  colony  had  been 
kept  under  the  control  of  the  Colonial 
Department  the  debt  would  never  have 
been  incurred,  and  the  colony  would  have 
been  now  in  a  prosperous  state.  Still,  the 
fault  was  not  so  much  attributable  to  the 
commissioners  as  to  the  Colonial-oflice,  for 
they  bad  represented  to  the  Colonial  De- 
partment that  the  powers  with  which  they 
were  invested,  were  insufficient  to  enable 
them  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  the  colony 
with  success.  He  was  glad,  however,  now 
to  hear  that  a  change  was  to  take  place. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
would  take  the  land  in  the  colonies  as  a 
security  for  the  repayment  of  the  debt. 


Mr.  Ward  said,  this  debate  became  ex- 
ceedingly irksome,  inasmuch  as  the  sub- 
ject haa  been  already  discussed  iotidem 
verbis  three  times  already.  He  could  not 
agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him, 
(Mr.  Hume),  for  if  the  land  was  taken  as 
a  security,  it  would  upset  the  principle  on 
which  the  colony  was  founded.  He  should 
vote  with  the  noble  Lord,  on  the  principle 
of  making  the  best  of  a  bad  bargain.  He 
believed  there  had  been  gross  minmanage- 
ment,  but  for  it  the  House  of  Commons 
was  in  part  responsible  in  having  passed  a 
bad  bill  in  the  first  instance.  He  con- 
curred with  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark,  in  thinking  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
furnish  the  House  with  a  return  of  the 
names  of  those  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  who  were  interested  in  these 
loans.  For  himself,  he  never  bad  an  acre 
of  land  in  the  colony,  neither  was  he  in- 
terested in  the  colony  beyond  a  desire  to 
see  it  prosper.  He  desired  to  see  such  a 
return,  and  if  it  was  made  the  subject  of  a 
substantive  motion  he  should  second  it ; 
but  at  present  he  should  vote  with  the 
noble  Lord,  as  for  the  most  just  plan  that 
could  be  adopted  to  extricate  the  colony 
from  the  difficulties  in  which  it  was  placed. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  had  opposed  the 
first  bill,  and  therefore  did  not  paritcipate 
in  the  blame  cast  upon  the  House  for 
having  passed  it.  The  mismanagement 
had  arisen  from  the  authority  being  di- 
vided between  the  Colonial  Department 
and  the  commissioners.  If  the  noble  Lord 
meant  to  apply  this  vote  as  a  gift,  he  would 
take  the  sense  of  the  committee  against 
such  an  application. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  thought  that  nothing 
was  more  impolitic  than  to  depreciate  this 
colony  in  the  public  estimation.  The 
course  which  had  been  taken  by  his  hon. 
Friends  around  him  was  one  which  would 
prevent  the  colony  emerging  from  its  diffi- 
culties. He  felt  convinced  that  Govern- 
ment had  taken  a  manly  and  patriotic 
course  in  sanctioning  this  grant.  He 
trusted  they  would  not  be  deterred  by  the 
Opposition,  from  ^rantine  that  moderate 
support  which  would  aid  the  efforts  of 
their  predecessors.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  a  great  part  of  the  money  was  em- 
ployed in  taking  labourers  to  South  Aus- 
tralia who,  if  they  had  remained  here, 
would  have  been  thrown  on  the  poor-rates 
and  become  the  victims  of  penury. 

The  committee  divided :  —  Ayes  75  ; 
Noes  13:  Majority  62. 
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A'Court,  Capt. 
Arkwright,  G. 
BariDg,  hoo.  W.  B. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bernal,  R. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cockborn,  rt.hn.SirG. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £. 
CoTTf,  rt.  hoo.  H. 
Cripps,  W. 
Dick,  Q. 
D'lsraeli,  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follelt,  Sir  W.  W. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forsler,  M. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,rt.  hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  CapU 
Gore,  M. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Hamilton,  W.J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 


Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hussey,  T. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  E. 
M'Geachy,  F.A. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
NichoU,  rt.  hon.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Pakington,J.S. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  P. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  H.W. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vivian,  J.  £. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ward,  H.G. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringle,  A. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Aldam,  W. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Duncan,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Connell,  D. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Philips,  M. 
PuUford,  R. 
Thomely,  T. 
Wawn,  J.T. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Wood,  B. 


Supply — India  and  China.]  On  the 
question  that  272,921/.  be  granted  for  the 
army,  navy,  and  ordnance  services  for 
China  and  India, 

Sir  E.  Colebrooke  inquired  what  part  of 
this  expense  belonged  to  India?  it  seemed 
to  him  to  relate  only  to  China. 

Sir  H.  Hardinge,  in  answer  to  an  hon. 
Member  said,  that  six  regiments  had  been 
sent  out  to  India  to  replace  the  regiments 
that  had  been  sent  thence  to  China.  This 
had  been  done  at  the  request  of  the  East- 


I  India  Company,  who  would  bear  the  whole 
of  the  expense.  These  six  regiments  had 
been  replar-ed  by  other  regiments  raised 
in  England  since.  The  extra  expenses 
which  appeared  in  the  vote  were  cbieflj 
for  China. 
In  answer  to  Mr.  M.  Philips, 
Sir  H,  Hardinge  said,  that  every  regi- 
ment in  the  service  was  supplied  with 
new  arms  and  accoutrements  every  twelve 
years;  whether  the  East-India  Company 
would  bear  the  expense  of  the  arms  and 
accoutrements  of  the  six  regiments  that 
had  been  sent  out,  would  depend  upon 
whether  they  were  near  the  time  for  their 
receiving  new  arms  and  accoutrements  or 
not. 

Sir  C  Napier  should  like  to  see  some 
explanation  of  the  large  promotion  that 
had  been  made  in  the  navy  since  the  1st  of 
January  of  this  year.  He  had  by  him  a 
long  list  of  a  number  of  mates  who  had 
been  many  years  in  the  service,  and  though 
he  did  not  at  all  quarrel  with  the  fifty-nine 
mates  who  had  been  made  lieutenants,  he 
did  not  see  why  some  of  that  list  had  not 
been  promoted,  as  they  ought  to  have  been. 
Some  of  the  mates  in  that  list  had  passed 
their  examinations  as  long  ago  as  1820, 
others  in  1827,  and  so  on  down  to  1835. 
He  should  recommend  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  come  forward  boldly  and 
manfully  and  make  out  two  lists,  one  of 
efficient  and  the  other  of  inefficient  offi- 
cers, and  rigidly  abide  by  that  arrange- 
ment. They  ought  to  take  care  when 
vacancies  took  place  that  they  should  be 
filled  up  on  a  rule,  that  one  vacancy  should 
always  be  given  for  long  services,  and  the 
other  to  favour  interest  and  influence.  He 
said  they  should  be  given  in  this  |tropor- 
tion,  because,  though  of  course  he  would 
much  prefer  that  all  vacancies  should  be 
given  to  merit,  yet,  in  the  present  state  of 
this  country  and  under  a  representative 
Government,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty would  always  find  it  impossible  to 
resist  his  political  Friends.  He  did  not 
blame  the  Admiralty  for  this ;  as  human 
nature  was  constituted  it  could  not  be 
avoided  at  present;  but  he  thought  the 
plan  of  supplying  vacancies  which  he  had 
proposed  would  be  beneficial  to  the  ser- 
vice, advantageous  to  the  navy,  and  good 
for  the  country.  In  general,  he  must  say 
that  hitherto  the  present  Government  had 
carried  on  things  in  the  navy  very  fairly. 
He  said  this  without  reference  to  any  but 
I  public  considerations ;  the  Government 
I  had  nothing  to  give  that  he  wanted,  and 
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he  must  say  that  he  believed  there  was  a 
disposition  to  inquire^ully  into  the  condi. 
tion  of  the  nary  during  the  ensuing  recess. 
He  hoped  and  trusted,  and  he  was  almost 
perfectly  certain,  that  the  Government, 
now  they  had  got  a  fiiU  exchequer,  meant 
to  set  things  to  rights  in  the  navy.  Mr. 
Perceval  used  to  say,  *'  Give  me  a  full 
exchequer  and  a  good  navy  and  I  defy  the 
world."  That  was  his  sentiment ;  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  borne  in  mind,  for  if 
something  was  not  done  in  the  navy  he 
believed  the  country  would  be  in  imminent 
danger  in  case  of  a  war. 

Sir  G.  Cockburn  said,  the  handsome 
terms  in  which  the  gallant  commodore  had 
spoken  of  the  Government  would  render  it 
necessary  for  him  to  say  but  a  few  words. 
The  gallant  Commodore  had  found  fault 
with  the  promotions  that  had  been  made 
this  year ;  but  if  he  looked  into  the  sub- 
ject he  would  find  that  nobody  of  the 
younger  class  of  officers  had  been  promoted 
except  for  gallant  deeds.  Among  the  pro- 
motions were  some  officers  who  had  been 
six  or  seven  years  off  the  coast  of  Africa, 
and  who  came  home,  the  only  officers  that 
were  left,  the  rest  having  all  died.  The 
Admiralty  having  considered  that  these 
were  peculiar  circumstances,  and  that  they 
should  be  justified  in  promoting  officers  so 
situated.  They  had  been  anxious  to  make 
a  large  promotion  of  mates,  and  they  laid 
down  a  line  which  had  the  efiect  of  ex- 
cluding all  those  who  had  passed  only  six 
years,  and  then  they  took  those  who  hud 
been  roost  at  sea.  Many  of  the  young 
officers  who  had  been  promoted,  were  those 
who  bad  served  in  China.  He  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  utmost 
attention  was  paid  at  the  Admiralty  to  the 
daims  of  persons, ,  whether  for  length  of 
service,  or  for  service  afioat,  and  he  did 
believe  that  if  he  were  required,  he  could 
give  a  satisfactory  reason  for  every  promo- 
tion that  had  taken  place. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  great  as  was  the  zeal  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  on  behalf  of  the 
navy,  he,  at  least,  showed  that  he  was  not 
an  efficient  guardian  of  the  public  purse. 
Out  of  4,000  officers  who  were  on  the  navy 
list,  not  more  than  800  were  really  em- 
ployed. He  had  moved  for  returns  by 
which  he  would  be  able  to  show  that  in 
many  cases  mere  boys  had  been  passed 
over  the  heads  of  3,000  officers  of  old 
standing,  when  they  had  not  served  three 
months  over  and  above  the  six  years.  The 
great  evil  of  our  system  with  regard  to 
promotion  in  the  navy  was  that  we  allowed 


I  interest  to  supersede  services.  The  navy 
was  little  more  than  a  mere  pension  list 
for  the  aristocracy.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  there  was  one  officer  in  500  but 
was  desirous  to  do  his  duty  to  his  country ; 
but  there  were  too  many  of  them,  and  the 
system  of  promotion  was  bad.  How  many 
had  they  seen  promoted  who  were  mere 
boys  of  10  or  12,  scarcely  able  to  walk,  but 
who  were  now  actually  taking  a  lead  in 
the  service.  He  did  enter  his  protest 
against  the  wholesale  system  of  promotion 
recommended  by  the  hon.  ana  gallant 
Gentleman.  However  just  such  a  system 
might  be  to  individuals  it  was  unjust  to 
the  public,  and  in  that  view  he  opposed  it. 
Why  should  the  Admiralty  have  an  un- 
limited power  of  promotion  ?  Why  not 
limit  the  number  of  officers  as  in  the 
army? 

Sir  C  Napier  said,  there  the  officers 
were,  and  they  must  be  provided  for.  He 
did  not  see  how  the  country  could  get  rid 
of  them,  unless,  indeed,  a  little  prussic 
acid  were  administered.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  knew  nothing  at 
all  of  what  he  was  talking  about.  If,  in- 
stead of  moving  for  all  those  nonsensical 
returns,  the  hon.  Member  would  assist  him 
to  get  the  Government  to  make  out  a  list 
of  efficient  and  non- efficient  officers,  and  to 
give  a  pledge  that  they  would  not  increase 
Uie  number  beyond  the  wants  of  the  ser- 
vice, he  would  be  of  much  more  use. 

Mr.  Hume:  It  is  very  easy  for  the  gal- 
lant officer  to  get  up  and  say  I  know  no- 
thing about  the  matter,  but  I  think  that 
looks  much  more  like  the  answer  of  an 
ignorant  man,  who  knows  nothing  at  all 
what  he  is  talking  about.  He  should  have 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  had  more  shot  in  his  locker.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  talks  about  nonsensi- 
cal returns.  It  is  very  foolish  to  talk  in 
that  way.  He  says,  1  moved  for  nonsen- 
sical returns — what  does  the  hon.  Member 
mean  by  that?  He  says,  I  moved  for 
foolish  returns.  I  know  the  gallant  officer 
thinks  I  am  a  fool.  I  am  a  fool.  But  is  not 
the  man  who  supports  a  fool  a  greater  fool 
than  the  fool  himself?  Did  not  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  support  me  in  four 
or  five  divisions  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
these  very  same  nonsensical  returns  ?  [Sir 
C.  Napier:  Just  to  show  you  were  wrong.] 
Then  the  hon.  Member  supported  him 
just  to  show  he  was  wrong.  He  could  tell 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  he  had 
not  properly  considered  what  he  said  when 
he  said  that.    The  object  of  those  returns 
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was  to  show  what  had  been  the  services 
of  officers,  atid  he  defie<I  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber,  with  all  his  experience,  to  get  at 
the  actual  services  without  such  returns 
as  he  had  moved  for.  Ail  he  would  add 
was,  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  undoubtedly  made  a  very  foolish 
speech. 

Captain  Plumridge  said,  that  the  pro- 
motions which  had  taken  place  haa  all 
been  richly  deserved,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the 
service  for  what  they  had  done.  They 
had  not  acted  nig<^ardly  in  reference  to 
che  navy  as  the  Whigs  had  done,  and  the 
course  they  had  taken  had  given  the  ut- 
most satisfaction  'throughout  the  service. 
It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  no  officer 
had  been  promoted  who  had  not  served 
ten  years,  and  this  was  not  all,  for  if  they 
had  not  certificates  of  ^ood  conduct  during 
the  whole  of  that  period  they  would  not 
have  been  advanced  in  the  service.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  always 
evinced  great  niggardliness  towards  the 
navy,  but  he  was  quite  wrong  in  supposing 
that  promotion  was  the  result  of  patronage. 
He  had,  with  one  exception,  obtained  all 
his  steps  by  service,  and  if  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds  were  granted  to  him  to-morrow, 
he  had  no  doubt  if  he  went  to  the  Admi- 
ralty and  asked  for  a  ship  he  would  get  it. 
His  observations  did  not  apply  to  himself 
individually,  but  to  the  service  generally. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  understood  it  was  the 
privilege  of  every  admiral  on  a  station, 
on  resigning  his  command,  to  recommend 
an  officer  for  promotion.  He  wished  to 
know  how  many  such  appointments,  on  an 
average  of  years,  were  usually  made  } 

Sir  G.  Cockburn  said,  the  only  restric- 
tions attending  these  recommendations 
were,  that  the  officer  must  have  served 
under  the  admiral  recommending,  and  that 
his  conduct  whilst  employed  must  have 
given  satisfaction  to  the  Admiralty.  It 
had  formerly  been  the  practice  to  allow 
admirals  to  make  two  recommendations, 
one  of  a  lieutenant  to  be  commander,  and 
another  of  a  mate  to  be  lieutenant.  Now, 
however,  the  admiral  was  only  allowed  to 
make  one  nomination.  With  respect  to 
the  main  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
be  would  at  once  see  that  the  promotions 
upon  those  recommendations  could  not  be 
very  extensive,  for  we  had  only  five  admi- 
rals commanding  on  foreign  stations,  and 
they  could  be  only  entitled  to  the  nomina- 
tion once  in  every  three  years. 

Mr.  D* Israeli  wished  to  remark,  before 


this  vote  was  put,  that  as  they  had  already 
assented  to  several  votes  of  money  for  the 
prosecution  of  the  war  in  China,  be 
thought  it  would  be  well  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  them  some  means  of 
judging  as  to  when  they  might  anticipate 
the  probable  termination  of  that  wiir. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  of  this  war,  like 
many  other  wars,  it  was  not  easy  to  fore- 
see exactly  how  long  or  how  short  might 
be  its  duration.  All  he  cuuhl  say  was, 
that  every  efibrt  should  be  made  to  termi- 
nate the  war.  Indeed,  they  had  shown 
their  anxiety  on  this  pokit  by  not  dis- 
regarding temporary  exigencies,  but  by 
asking  for  supplies  in  the  hope  of  bringing 
the  war  to  an  end. 

Mr.  Ulsratli  observed,  that  it  was 
a  fact  that  this  war  was  carried  on  on 
a  principle  utterly  erroneous,  because  it 
was  a  war  against  the  government  of 
China,  and  not  against  the  people.  Had 
they  made  war  on  the  nation  the  dispute 
would  have  been  terminated  long  since. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  the  only  question  was 
if,  whilst  they  were  carrying  on  a  war 
against  the  commerce  of  China,  they 
would  not  be  also  carrying  on  a  war 
against  the  commerce  of  England.  It 
certainly  seemed  to  him  to  be  our  best 
course  to  abstain  from  making  such  a  war. 

Mr.  Af.  Philips  wished  to  ask  in  what 
manner  it  was  proposed  to  apply  the 
6,000,000  of  dollars  received  for  the 
ransom  of  Canton.  Were  they  in  voting 
these  estimates  in  fact  applying  that 
money,  or  would  the  Government  give  any 
explication  as  to  how  they  intended  to 
dispone  of  it  ? 

Th^  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  had  already  in  an  early  part  of  the 
Session  explained  the  application  of  the 
money  alluded  to.  A  portion  of  the  sum 
—about  he  believed,  680,000/.— had  been 
applied  to  our  service  in  India,  and  the 
remainder  had  been  brought  home  and 
paid  into  the  consolidated  fund,  to  be  made 
available  for  our  services  in  India  and 
China. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question,  that  the  Chairman  do 
leave  the  Chair, 

Mr.  R,  Yorke  said,  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  Chairman  on  a  matter  of 
privilege.  He  was  informed,  that  in  the 
division  on  the  South  Australia  vote,  the 
vote  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  came  into 
the  House  just  before  the  division  was  ob- 
jected to  on  the  ground  that  he  was  not 
present  when  the  question  was  put    This 
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was  to  him  a  matter  of  considerable  per- 
soDal  importaDce,  for  of  all  the  Members  in 
the  House,  there  were  fe«v,  perhaps,  more 
regular  in  their  attendance  than  himself, 
whilst  also  there  were  few  whose  names  so 
rarely  appeared  in  the  division  list.  The 
fact  was,  that  he  ne\'er  gave  a  vote  unless 
he  distinctly  understood  the  question,  and 
he  should  certainly  like  to  know  what  the 
rule  was  as  regarded  Members  who  were 
not  present  when  the  question  was  for- 
merly put. 

Dr.  Borvring  observed,  that  he  was  very 
similarly  situated  to  the  Member  refer rea 
to  by  the  hon.  G^entleman.  He  had  en- 
tered the  House  before  the  strangers  had 
left  the  Gallery  ;  but  yet  he  was  prevented 
from  voting  on  the^^und,  that  he  had 
not  been  present  when  the  question  was 
pat. 

Mr.  Greene  said,  the  fact  was,  that  he 
had  put  the  question  before  clearing  the 
Gallery^  being  under  the  impression,  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  divide  the  commit- 
tee upon  the  vote.  Had  he  known,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  intended 
to  divide,  he  should  certainly  have  cleared 
the  Gallery  in  the  first  instance,  and  then 
time  would  have  been  given  Members  to 
re-enter  the  House. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Nottingham  New  Writ.]  Mr.  S, 
Crawford  said,  that  in  moving  that  a  new 
writ  should  issue  for  the  borough  of  Not- 
tingham, he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  reasons  which  induced 
him  to  take  an  interest  in  this  question. 
A  petition  had  been  committed  to  his 
charge,  signed  by  1,700  electors  and  in- 
habitants of  the  Dorough  of  Nottingham, 
which  petition  he  presented  to  the  House 
last  week.  This  petition  complained  of 
the  grievance  which  the  borough  of  Not- 
.  tingham  sufft-red  in  not  being  permitted  to 
have  its  due  proportion  of  Members  during 
the  discussion  of  most  important  measures 
relative  to  the  interests  of  the  country. 
The  petitioners  prayed  the  House  immedi- 
ately to  issue  a  writ  to  supply  the  defi- 
ciency in  the  case  of  Nottingham.  Those 
who  did  him  the  honour  to  intrust  this 
petition  to  his  hands,  requested  that  he 
would  make  a  motion  founded  on  that  pe- 
tition, that  a  new  writ  be  issded  for  the 
borough  of  Nottingham.  In  making  this 
motion,  he  should  not  trespass  on  the  time 
of  the  House  by  offering  many  observa- 
tions, but  he  thought  it  right  to  submit  a 


very  few  points  to  th#  consideration  of  the 
House.     He  admitted,  that  this  question 
should  be  viewed  as  a  general  one  with 
reference  to  the  writs  of  other  boroughs  in 
a  similar  situation,  and  he  conceived,  that 
the  House  was  in  a  position  which  did 
not  justify  it  in  any  longer  withholding 
the  writs  from  those  boroughs,  and  from 
the  particular  borough  in  whose  behalf  he 
now  spoke.  He  was  the  last  person  to  give 
any  countenance  to  those  practices  which 
the  report  of   the   Election    Proceedings 
Committee  had  disclosed,  and  he  conceived, 
that  he  was  authorised  to  say,  for  those  on 
whose  part  he  was  now  endeavouring  to 
persuade  the  House  to  issue  the  writ  for 
Nottingham,  that  they  disapproved  of  such 
practices  as  much  as  any  Member  of  that 
House  could.     He  conceived,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  petitioners  was  not  to  promote 
any  corrupt  practices  or  improper  compro- 
mises, but  that  they  wished  by  the  fair 
exercise  of  the  elective  franchise,  to  defeat 
any  corrupt  return  or  practice.     He  felt 
he  was  justified  in  saying,  that  the  persons 
who  signed  the  petition  he  presented  would 
not,  whatever  candidate  they  might  sup- 
port, permit  any  un*lawful  practices,  but 
would  rather  suffer  the  election  to  be  lost, 
than  join  in  such  practices,  trusting  to  an 
appeal  to  that  House  to  set  them  right. 
Such  he  believed  to  be  the  sentiments  of 
the  petitioners  whose  petition  he  had  pre- 
sented ;  and  he  thought  there  could  be  no 
reason  for  withholding  the  writ,  except  it 
were  to  punish  the  borough,  to  disfranchise 
it,  or  to  suspend  the  writ  until  a  remedy 
were  adopted.  Now,  the  report  of  the  Elec- 
tion Proceedings  Committee  itself  conveyed 
the  impression,  that  it  was  not  the  object  of 
the  House  to  enact  a  punishment  as  the 
result  of  that  report;  but,  nevertheless,  if 
they  continued  to  suspend  these  writs,  they 
would  be  practically  punishing  the  electors 
without  their  being  tried.    Another  mo- 
tive for  suspending  the  writs  might   be 
suggested — namely,   that   some   remedial 
measure  should  be  adopted,  previous  to 
their  issue.     There  was  a  bill  in  progress 
through  the  House,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  provide  a  remedy  against  corrupt 
practices,  but  he  wished  the  House  to  ob- 
serve, that  that  bill  would,  by  the  19th 
clause,  operate  on  the  elections.     The  19th 
clause  provided  that  all  the  provisions  of 
the  act  should  apply  to  any  election  which 
might  have  taken  place,  or  might  take 
place,  after  the  1st  of  June.      Therefore 
this  bill,  if  it  should  pass  the  Legislature, 
would  apply  to  any  election  for  the  borough 
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of  Nottingham.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  would  not  appear  just  any  longer 
to  withhold  the  issue  of  the  writ  for  the 
borough  of  Nottingham.  If  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  House  to  disfranchise  the 
borough^  then  let  an  open  course  be  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  disfranchisement ;  but 
Jet  not  the  House  practically  disfranchise 
the  borough  without  taking  the  regular 
means  for  doing  so.  He  should  not  con- 
tend whether  the  borough  ought  to  be 
disfranchised  or  not ;  but  he  was  undoubt. 
ediy  of  opinion  that  the  House  ought  not 
practically  to  disfranchise  the  borough  in 
the  manner  he  had  described.  He  would 
not  further  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House.  His  object  had  been  to  state  his 
motive  for  moving  for  the  issue  of  the  writ, 
and  he  should  reserve  to  himself  the  right 
to  reply,  should  a  reply  be  rendered  neces- 
sary by  any  observations  in  opposition  to 
his  motion.     He  now  moved 

"  That  the  Speaker  do  issue  his  warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new' 
writ  for  the  election  of  a  burgess  to  serve  in 
the  present  Parliament  for  the  borough  of 
Nottingham,  in  the  room  of  Sir  George  Gerard 
de  Hochepied  Larpent.'/ 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
voted  against  the  writ  being  issued  on  a 
former  occasion,  but  after  the  proceedings 
of  last  night,  when  the  House  stultified 
itself^  he  thought  there  was  do  use  io 
refusing  the  issue  of  the  writ  any  longer. 
He  had  expected  that  the  right  hon. 
fiaronet  opposite,  consistently  with  the 
opinion  he  expressed  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  moved  for  a  committee  of 
inquiry,  would  not  have  stopped  short  of 
declaring  that  the  practices  for  which  the 
Nottingham  writ  had  been  temporarily 
suspended  were  an  offenee  against  the 
privileges  of  the  House.  But  the  right 
non.  l^aroiiet  had  concurred  with  the  ma- 
jority in  thinking  that  they  ought  not  to 
express  any  opinion  as  to  whether  those 
practices  were  a  violation  of  the  liberties 
of  the  people,  and  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House.  The  majority  of  the  House 
having  so  acted »  he  now  thought  it  better 
that  the  whole  of  the  writs  should  be 
issued  without  further  delay.  This  was 
acting  fairer  than  holding  out  to  the  public 
the  pretence  that  they  were  desirous  of 
punishinff  and  correcting  those  abuses. 
They  had  fallen  hx  sliort  of  that,  and  he 
for  one  was  unwilling  to  be  a  party  to  hold 
out  the  appearance  of  doing  something 
and  yet  to  do  nothing. 

Mr.  Bernal  said,  that  if  he  had  been 


I  present  last  night  be  should  not  have  voted 
m  favour  of  the  resolutions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath.  He  thought  it  was 
perfectly  idle  (and  so  far  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose)  to  suspend 
this  writ  for  Nottingham,  or  the  other 
writs  for  other  places,  which  had  been  hung 
up  lately  in  that  House;  but  there  was 
another  more  important  consideration.  He 
was  not  one  of  thoee  who  looked  with  so 
much  horror  at  these  compromises  which 
were  spoken  of ;  he  would  not  throw  stones 
at  the  unfortunate  people  who  had  been 
the  victims  of  these  disclosures ;  but  there 
was  another  matter  which  affected  him 
more  deeply,  and  which  filled  his  mind 
with  disgust,  fear,  and  apprehension  for 
the  consequences.  Ae  feared  that  that 
House  might  accumulate  about  itself  more 
disrespect  than  it  was  at  present  subject  to, 
in  consequence  of  the  result  of  that  com- 
mittee, which  had  been  moved  for  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath,  and  in  consequence 
of  the  facts  there  detailed  in  eridence. 
He  knew  well  enough  that  the  existence 
of  those  circumstances  were  suspected  be- 
fore ;  but  now  that  they  were  dressed  up 
with  the  authority  of  the  House,  they 
assumed  a  different  aspect  in  the  eyes  of 
the  people.  Taking  the  case  of  Nottingham , 
he  found  that  16,000/.  or  17,000/.  had 
been  spent  in  that  election,  though  it  was 
concluded  in  the  short  space  of  an  hour,  or 
less  than  an  hour,  and  2,000  out  of  5,000 
persons  had  accepted  bribes.  Every  species 
of  disgraceful  enormity  was  committed,  so 
much  so,  that  a  noble  Lord,  whom  he  now 
saw  in  his  place,  and  who  felt  so  strong 
a  desire  to  purify  the  representation,  took 
extraordinary  measures  with  the  view  of 
lessening  the  evil.  Now,  when  these  elec- 
tions were  to  commence  de  novo,  it  was 
a  painful  reflection  for  a  man,  after  quitting 
that  House,  where  he  had  been  attempting 
to  discharge  his  duty,  to  think  that  no 
remedy  was  applied  (for  at  that  period  of 
the  Session  there  was  no  prospect  of  apply- 
ing a  remedy)  to  the  abuses  which  had 
been  discloseu.  There  were  more  serious 
considerations  than  these,  arising  from 
what  were  designated  corrupt  and  disgrace- 
ful compromises.  He  spolce  not  only  in 
reference  to  Nottingham,  but  other  bo- 
roughs; and  in  the  case  of  Harwich,  out 
of  182  electors  80  or  90  received  bribes  of 
no  small  a  nature.  He  was  aware  that  the 
report  of  the  Bribery  Bill  was  standing  on 
the  Order  Paper,  and  they  had  been  told 
that  there  were  to  be  some  clauses  to  have 
the  magical  effect  of  putting  an  end  to 
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treating  and  other  corrupt  practices  by  the 
end  of  the  Session.  God  knew  what  the 
fate  of  that  bill  would  be !  But  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  when  so  near  its 
close,  nothing  had  yet  been  done  to  suppress 
those  enormities.  He  called  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  who  was 
so  sore  at  what  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Ber- 
nal)  a  more  light  part  of  the  case,  to  this 
fact.  He  wished  the  hon.  Member  to 
direct  his  indignation  against  what  was 
more  serious.  It  was  therefore  with  sor- 
row and  disgust  he  quitted  this  subject, 
because  he  saw  no  one  positiFe  step  taken 
to  provide  a  remedy  for  repressing  enormi- 
ties which  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  put  a  stop  to. 

Mr.  R.  Yorke  said,  he  thought  there  was 
in  the  House  a  strong  tendency  to  stultifi- 
cation. He  must,  however,  make  an  ex- 
ception for  himself.  He  had  the  highest 
regard  for  the  1,700  petitioners,  but  knew 
that  they  were  not  the  majority ;  and, 
therefore,  with  all  his  admiration  for 
them,  he  must,  until  there  had  been 
adopted  more  effectual  means  for  purifying 
the  borough  from  the  impurities  that  had 
been  exposed »  he  must  oppose  the  issuing 
of  the  writ.  As  touching  the  law  on  the 
subject*  he  might  observe,  that  though  the 
new  bill  had  been  discussed,  perhaps  de- 
cided, in  that  House,  it  had  yet  to  pass 
through  another  ordeal,  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  House  was  in  the  same  situation 
substantially  as  when  they  had  started. 
When  they  had  commenced  these  proceed- 
ings they  had  opposed  the  writ,  and  now 
he  knew  not  on  what  grounds  the  writ 
should  be  issued. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  Sir,  when  the  House  re- 
solved to  inquire  into  the  alleged  corrupt 
compromises  affecting  the  borough  of  Not- 
tingham, and  the  committee  had  power  to 
inquire  into  the  extent  of  bribery  which 
had  been  practised,  I  willingly  consented 
to  the  postponement  of  the  writ;  for  I 
thought  that  it  would  have  been  inconsist- 
ent to  support  a  committee  with  very  ex- 
traordinary powers,  and  immediately  to 
issue  the  writ  for  a  new  election.  But 
DOW  the  committee  have  made  their  report, 
and  there  is  nothing  in  that  report  which 
induces  me  to  suppose  that  it  U  their 
opinion  that  measures  ought  to  be  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  disfranchising  the  bo- 
rough. You  have  no  recommendation  in 
the  report  of  ulterior  proceedings.  So  far 
as  Nottingham  is  concerned,  that  being  the 
casoj  I  think  it  would  be  unconstitutional 
to  consent  to  the  indefinite  postponement 
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of  the  writ.  But  then  it  is  said,  there 
will  be  more  corrupt  practices.  Now,  let 
us  take  the  case  of  treating.  I  apprehend 
by  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stands,  any 
treating  now,  even  before  the  test  of  the 
writ,  would  be  illegal.  In  the  case  of  a 
general  election,  treating  before  the  test  of 
the  writ  might  not,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, come  within  the  act;  although* 
on  general  principles,  it  is  illegal,  yet  it 
misht  not  come  within  the  statute  7th 
and  8th  William.  But  in  the  present 
case,  there  being  now  a  vacancy,  I  appre* 
bend  any  man  who  treats  at  Nottingham 
before  even  the  test  of  the  writ  is  liable  to 
forfeit  his  seat,  and  would  be  disqualified. 
The  hon.  Member  seems  to  contradict 
me  ?  [Mr.  Bernal :  was  only  listening.] 
At  all  events,  I  am  certainly  right  in  my 
view  of  the  law,  that  if  at  this  moment, 
even  before  the  writ  is  issued,  any  candi- 
date is  treating  at  Nottingham  he  is  liable 
to  forfeit  his  seat.  But  so  far  as  treating, 
is  concerned  I  think  the  distinction  in 
point  of  time  is  an  unwise  one.  It  tends 
to  raise  an  impression,  that  treating  is  not 
objectionable  until  after  the  test  of  a  writ. 
Suppose,  now,  you  remove  this  distinction 
of  time,  and  make  all  treating  an  offence' 
against  law,  I  confess  you  will  then  have 
carried  the  law  as  far  as  it  is  possible.  It  is 
said  there  should  be  a  new  law  on  treating. 
Why,  the  law  existing  on  the  subject  is  as 
strong  as  it  is  possible  to  have  it.  Let  us 
see  now  what  the  law  here  really  is. 
There  is  an  excellent  preamble  (exceed- 
ingly applicable  to  ^the  present  period), 
couched  in  language  as  strong  as  possi- 
ble:— 

"  Whereas,  great  and  grievous  complaints 
are  made,  and  do  manifestly  appear  to  be 
true,  that  elections  are  carried  with  excesses 
and  outrages  contrary  to  the  free  and  pare  re- 
presentation of  the  Commons  of  England,  &c.'^ 

It  is  then  enacted, 

"  That  any  person  who  shall  by  any  means 
before  his  election  give,  directly  or  indirectly, 
any  meat,  drink,  provision,  &c.,  or  make  any 
gift  or  reward,  or  any.  promise  of  such  meat, 
drink,  &c.,  or  of  any  gift  or  reward,  &c.,  any 
such  person  shall  loose  his  seat,  and  be  de- 
clared incapable  of  serving  in  Parliament." 

Could  there  be  stronger  words?  If 
there  were  any  error,  it  was  in  superfluity 
of  language :  unless  it  were  the  error,  of 
appearing  to  draw  the  distinction  as  to 
time ;  and  I  cannot  help  thinking,  that  it 
would  be  best  to  abolish  that  distinction 
altogether,  and  to  enact  that  whosoever 
2F 
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•ball  treftt,  eitber  before  or  after  an  elee* 
ttoD,  sball  be  liable  to  looie  bis  seat,  lear* 
iDg  it  to  the  committee  to  determine  the 
animus  of  any  particular  entertaiomeot ; 
Id  some  cases  perhaps  a  breakfast,  &c., 
may  not  be  of  a  corrupt  character ;  but 
leafing  it  to  the  committee  to  determine 
that,  it  would  be  well  to  abolish  altoge- 
ther any  distinction  of  time.  The  punish- 
ment is  certainly  severe  enough,  including, 
as  it  does  disqualification  as  well  as  loss  of 
seat.  I  hope,  witbin  the  present  Session, 
the  bill  under  our  consideration  will  pass, 
with  useful  clauses  respecting  head-money, 
and  providing  that  in  cases  of  compromise 
the  committee  may  conduct  the  investiga- 
tion at  the  public  charge.  That  measure 
will  have  a  retrospective  effect,  and  will 
apply  to  the  ensuing  election.  I  cannot 
help  expressing  my  conviction,  tbat  on  a 
bill  so  intimately  connected  with  our  own 
proceedings  and  constitution,  tbe  House 
of  Lords  will  pay  sufficient  deference  to 
our  judgment  to  pass  the  main  provisions 
of  the  measure  :  of  course  I  cannot  answer 
for  the  decisions  of  the  other  House,  but, 
at  all  events,  it  may  be  relied  upon  that  1 
will  be  no  party  to  the  defeat  of  tbe  bill. 
Therefore,  if  the  election  took  place  within 
tbe  next  few  days,  any  description  of 
treating  now  going  on  would  be  subject  to 
inrestigatioD.  If  tbe  House  were  to  ait 
for  six  months  longer  we  could  do  no 
more,  so  far  as  enactments  go.  Nor  do  I 
see  any  sort  of  inconsistency  in  having, 
when  the  committee  was  about  to  be  ap- 
pointed, Toted  for  the  suspension  of  the 
writ ;  and  now,  finding  no  recommenda- 
tion in  the  report  of  disfranchisement,  re- 
fusing to  be  a  party  to  the  indefinite  sus- 
pension of  the  elective  rights  of  some 
50.000  people ;  I  sball  therefore  cordially 
join  in  issuing  the  writ.  Now,  really  I 
cannot  help  just  adverting  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose — 
of  course  it  were  impossible  and  useless  to 
be  angry  with  anything  he  says ;  but  cer- 
tainly if  any  Gentlemen  differ  from  him 
in  opinion,  he  reproaches  them  with  ''stul- 
tifying the  House,'*  and  being  influenced 
by  the  worst  motives,  and  so  on ;  giv- 
ing no  credit  to  them  for  honourable 
feeling,  bat  rising  immediately  after 
a  division  adverse  to  his  own  opinions  and 
denouncing  all  others  in  most  unmeasured 
terms.  If  his  disposition  at  all  corres- 
ponded (which  I  believe  it  does  not^  with 
the  harsh  language  he  employs,  ana  if  he 
were  vested  with  despotic  power,  he  cer- 
*-'alj  would  ^  ene  of  the  most  tvraooical 


of  men.  No  nan  who  ever  was  the  judge 
of  an  inquisition— no  arbitrary  tyrant 
could  erer  display  more  intolerance  of 
bigotry  than  does  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  to- 
wards his  political  opponents.  I  submit 
to  the  bon.  Gentleman  that  when  others 
differ  from  him  it  would  be  more  charitable 
and  tolerant  to  give  to  all  equal  credit  for 
good  and  honourable  motives,  and  to  aroid 
acting  on  the  principle,  which  is  the  essence 
of  all  bigotry,  that  you  must  necessarily 
be  quite  right  and  ereiybodT  elae  quite 
wrong.  [Mr.  Hume  had  merely  remarked 
on  what  seemed  to  him  the  inconsistency 
of  the  right  bon.  Baronet.]  Now,  that 
convinces  me.  Sir,  how  Httk  tbe  hon. 
Member  minds  what  he  aays,  for  assoredly 
he  last  night  accused  me  of  ooontenaneinff 
all  sorts  of  abominationa,  and  said  that  I 
bad  acted  quite  inconsistently,  and  had 
stultified  the  House. 

Mr.  fVard  said,  that  if  the  right  boo. 
Baronet  had  not  shown  reasonable  grounda 
to  lead  to  tbe  conclusion  that  the  bill  now 
in  progress  would  be  passed  danng  the 
present  Session, — if  it  were  not  ri^owa 
that  that  measure  would  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  as  well 
aa  the  honest  support  of  ber  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, he  thought  there  would  be  suflfi- 
dent  reason  for  still  saspending  the  writ 
for  Nottingham  j^  hat  haTine  proceeded  so 
fiu*  with  the  Bribery  Bill,  be  did  not  tee 
tbat  any  ground  lonji^  existed  which 
would  prevent  an  acquiescence  in  the  mo- 
tion of  the  boo.  Member  for  Roddale. 
He,  therefore,  would  consent  to  the  ns^K 
tion,  receiving  the  speech  of  tbe  right  hoo. 
Baronet  as  an  understanding  that  the  Bri- 
bery Bill  would  receive  the  support  of  the 
Government  in  the  other  House.  If  the 
arguments  used  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor-general  against  the  reaolodons  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
were  to  stand  ^ood — ^if  those  resolutioos 
were  to  be  got  rid  of  oo  the  plea  then  put 
forward,  and  if  the  Bribery  Bill  were  to 
to  be  thrown  overboard  by  a  maMBUfre, 
then  he  should  come  to  the  condusion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  that  the 
House  would  only  stultify  itself  by  such  a 
course  of  proceeding.  Thinking  thus,  he 
would  assent  to  the  proposition  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Rodidale,  on  the  understand* 
ing  that  tbe  Bribery  Bill  should  pass 
during  the  present  Session,  and  that  all 
which  occurred  within  the  SesaioD  shoQla 
come  within  the  operation  of  the  nineteenth 
j  clause  of  the  bill.  This,  coupJrd  with  the 
I  doing  away  with  tbe  limitation  as  Id  the 
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time  of  treating,  would^  in  bis  opinion^ 
strilce  at  the  root  of  the  evil. 

Viioount  Pabnersion  said,  that  as  the 
general  opinion  appeared  to  be  in  favour 
of  the  motion  he  should  not  object  to  it. 
His  own  inclimition,  however,  would  be 
for  a  postponement  of  the  writ  for  a  short 
time  until  the  bill  now  in  progress  had 
passed  into  a  law.  He  did  not  say  this 
from  any  doubt  of  the  bill  passing ;  on 
that  point  be  thought  the  House  might 
make  itself  quite  at  ease ;  but  every  per- 
son could  perceive  the  influence  which  the 
present  state  of  things  would  have  upon 
any  election  which  might  immediately 
take  place,  and  the  different  effects  which 
would  be  produced  by  a  bill  which  had 
become  law,  and  a  bill  which  was  still 
pending.  He  thought  it  would  better  an- 
swer the  purpose  which  they  all  had  in 
▼Jew  to  postpone  the  issuing  of  tlie  writ 
for  a  wedk  until  the  bill  became  a  law,  or 
nearly  approached  to  being  so ;  but,  as  the 
will  of  the  House  seemed  otherwise,  he 
should  offer  no  objection. 

Writ  to  be  Issued. 

Canada  Loan.]  The  following  reso- 
lution was  reported : — 

''That  her  Majesty  be  aaiborised  to  gaa- 
ranlse  the  interest,  at  a  rate  of  not  more  than 
4  per  cent,  per  asaum,  of  a  loan  to  an  amount 
not  exceeding  l,600»000/.9  for  the  service  of 
the  province  of  Canada ;  and  that  provision  be 
made  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
Uuited  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
for  the  payment  from  time  to  time  of  such 
sums  of  money  as  may  become  payable  by 
her  Majesty  under  such  guarantee.'^ 

On  the  question,  that  it  be  read  a  se- 
cond time, 

Mr.  Hume  opposed  the  motion  on  the 
ground  that  be  did  not  see  why  this  coun- 
try should  be  called  upon  to  pay  the 
interest  of  a  million  and  a  half  of  money. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  if  the  hon.  Genileman  had  read  with 
attention  the  papers  which  had  been  laid 
upon  the  Table  with  respect  to  this  loan, 
be  would  have  found  that  the  expense 
would  not  be  thrown  upon  the  mother 
country.  It  was  a  loan  necessary  for  the 
Qolony^  and  for  the  fulfilment  of  an  ho- 
nourable pledge  given  by  her  Majesty. 
Some  public  works  had  been  commenced 
in  Canada  upon  the  faith  of  this  loan,  and 
there  was  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  it 
would  be  of  the  gre.itest  advantage  to  the 
colony,  in  improving  its  navig^ation,  and 
promoting  its  commercial  facilities. 


Mr.  F.  Fr^cA  complaine<^,  that  in  spite 
of  the  pledges  of  the  Government,  and  the 
decision  of  a  majority  of  forty-four  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  similar  assistance  had 
not  been  extended  to  the  public  works  of 
Ireland.  He  did  not  know  why  such  a 
distinction  was  made  in  favour  of  Canada. 

Mr.  JV.  Williams  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  state  what  those 
public  works  were,  which  be  stated  to  be 
going  on  in  Canada. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  89 ;  Noes 
9  :  Majority  80. 


List  of 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Aclaad,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Cspt. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldara,  W. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Baring,  hoo.  W.  8. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bateson,  R. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  H.  0. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Broad  ley,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
BuUer,  Sir  J  Y. 
Clayton,  R:  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cockburn,  rt.hn.SirG. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Divett,  £. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Duncombe,  hoo.  A. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Fitzroy,  Capt. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.W.£. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulburn,  rt  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
GuAst,  Sir  J. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
BitmiUon,  Lord  C. 
Hampden,  li. 
Hardioge,  rt.  hn.SirH. 

List  of 

Cobden,  R. 
Crawford.  W.  S. 
Duncan,  O. 
2  F2 


the  Ayes. 

Hawkes,  T. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hussey,  T. 
IngUs,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Eari. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Litton,  £. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Maclean,  D. 
McGeacby,  F.  A. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morris,  D. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Fringle,  A. 
Pulsford,  R. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  J.  A. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Viriao,  J.  E. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  O.  W. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLBBS. 

Fremantle  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 

the  NoEa. 

Duncombe,  T. 
Hindley,  C 
Hume,  J. 


871 


New/cmMdkmd» 


{COMMONS} 


87S 


O'Cairacll,  M.  J.  muoM. 

Wawo,  J.  T.  Bowrinf ,  Dr. 

WilliaiDf,  W.  Frcoeb,  F. 

Refloloiioo  read  a  second  time 
Bill  porsoant  tbereto  brought  io  and 
read  a  6rtt  time. 

Adjourned  at  one  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Saturday,  July  30,  1842. 

MnrVTM]     Bills.     pHUkv— 1*- 


CnrtooM  Actf  AncBdmcBt:  Escbcqan 
TiUlflMiiy  POTpcturtSoft  Fwkiltt 
Dmb  Fomt  rwJMitlri!  Diitriccss 
•ad  PritoMs  TitlMi  Cimuml»tkMt  Eleetioo 
Trtal;  N«w  South  Waki  i  Sooth  AoftnUiat  Slsve  Tnde 
TMitteAct«  CootfanauMt ;  Ffahoici  Trarty;  Tnrapika 
AoCt  CootfanuDWtt  MOtary  Ssiipfi  Bodti  i  MOitfe 
Bfliloli  SmpCTrtoni  lUUwsjn;  Path  PriKm;  London 
nffdctAppraMfanPondt  ChdMsHoipitalt  WidcStncto 
(DobBa)t  UttM  Mamftfltarci,  te.  <Ii«lad)i  Right  at 
Vottag  (DoUia  Untrrndty);  Chnitablo  Fhwn  Oflim 
(Inind). 

fri9aU,^JUetHted  the  Bopat  Ai9e»t,  Soulhwiih  Im- 
pRnrtoMiit  (No.  f) ;  lAtmpooi nd  ManffhwTT  Raihraj} 
M«iMy  Comcnmey  i  Rcudtaif  Cemetery  i  Wkkkm 
Haihonri  rimhoiJai^  and  Matafclrk  Roade  (Now  S); 
Sari  of  Derooff  Eitetei  Lord  Sherbomerii  Eitate; 
OlhMMi'f  litetei  POUngton't  (or  Swhmertonli)  Bitatei 
Loid  LortOD'e  (Coaatcn  of  Ronefi)  Eitetai  CelUnid'i 
Sitefei  Dnka  of  Brldgetrntet^  Eiutet  Lord  Soothenap- 
tonCf  Eetetat  Moetyali  Bitetet  MerqoeM  of  Twoedale^ 
Smtai  Bldkop  of  Deiry^  EiCatei  Blrmmghni  Scfaooli 
CowHd^  JAtami  Vmonriart  Natiinliirtton 

Adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Saturday,  July  ZO,  1842 

llimiTii.]    Biui.    PaMk.— !*•    Slavt  Trade  Suppree- 


JUporied.— Luoaeyt  DubUa  Bonadailei. 
8**    end   paMed  i— St  Aiaph  aad  Baogor  Prelbrmeats. 
pBrrrroMB  PaasairrBO.    From  Werrlngton,  thst  Brewei*! 
Ceeki  nay  not  be  Dlitninable  te  the  Rent  of  their 
CaHooMnt 

Newfoundland.]  On  the  (juestion  that 
the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair  for  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  committee  on 
the  Newfoundland  Bill, 

Mr.  GConnM  rose  to  move  that  the 
committee  be  postponed  for  three  months, 
to  enable  a  communication  to  be  had  from 
the  parties  interested.  He  contended  that 
no  case  could  be  made  out  for  the  present 
bill.  What  were  the  facts?— In  1832 
there  was  every  reason  to  expect  that  the 
grant  of  a  constitution  to  Newfoundland 
would  be  attended  with  beneficial  effects; 
and,  after  inquiries  had  been  instituted,  a 
charter  was  granted  on  the  27th  July  of 
that   year,    giving  them  a   constitution, 


wDidi  eimated  of  two  Iwniafs  of  FlarlHi* 
ment;  one  conasring  of  repieaeDtativca 
dected  by  the  people,  and  tlie  oiber  a  legis- 
lative eoondl  qipointed  by  the  Crawn,  a 
governor  having  the  power  of  aaseatiiig  to, 
or  withholding  his  oonaent  from,  the 
sores  the  two  bodies  ^reed  to.  That 
stitation  had  been  so^iendcd,  in  eosH^ 
qoenoe  of  some  irregolaiities  which  it  wia 
pretended  justified  such  a  pnioeeding.  Bet 
what  was  the  state  of  the  colony  now? 
Upon  this  point  he  would  refier  to  a  des- 
patch from  Sir  John  Harvey,  the 
dated  October  6,  1841,  which 

*'  1 .  The  inhabitants  of  NevfoQiidUnd  ap- 
pear to  be  nnfeigiiedly  loyal  and  firmly  at« 
tached  to  British  conocctioo.  Mo  material 
degree  of  political  excitement  appears  at  pr^ 
sent  any  where  to  exist,  but,  oo  the  oootraiy, 
an  apparent  approximation  towards  a  general 
disposition  to  bury  past  occurrences  in  oblivioo. 
The  trade  of  the  colony  is  flourishing;  its 
revenues  ample  and  increasing;  thefiJieries 
of  the  present  year,  both  of  seals  and  cod-fish, 
have  been  highly  successful.  2.  The  apparent 
suspension  of  their  representative  constitution, 
so  recently  conferred  upon  them,  upon  the 
ground  of  their  gross  id>use  of  the  elective 
franchise,  has  evidently  created  much  appre- 
hension in  the  public  mind,  and  has,  1  am 
willing  to  believe,  produced  such  a  moral  ef- 
fect as  would  exert  a  salutary  influence  in  re- 
pressing any  undue  violence  in  fiiture  eleo» 
tions,  in  the  event  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment deciding  on  authorising  me  to  convene 
another  Assembly.  *  *  *  To  some  of 
the  causes  to  which  these  discordant  proceed- 
ings may  be  imputed,  I  may  hereafter  advert; 
at  present  I  will  merely  observe,  that  all  par- 
ties are,  I  hope  and  believe,  convinced  that 
moderation  in  their  measures  and  proceedings 
will  best  accord  with  their  true  interests ;  and 
all  and  every  individual  of  every  creed,  party, 
aod  denommation  who  has  approached  me, 
and  with  whom  I  have  held  communication, 
has  eipressed  an  anxious  desire  that  its  con- 
stitution should  be  restored  to  the  island,  with 
certain  modifications." 

The  people  were  loyal  and  attached  to 
this  country,  and  how  were  they  about  to 
reward  them?  By  trampling  on  them, 
and  taking  away  their  constitution.  Let 
them  not  trust  too  much  to  their  power  to 
crush  the  people  of  Newfoundland.  Let 
them  remember  that  the  French  had  a 
strong  interest  in  the  island.  What  were 
the  reasons  for  seeldnff  to  oppress  the  in- 
habitants  of  Newfounfland  ?  He  regretted 
that  he  should  have  to  state  what  thooe 
reasons  were,  but  the  truth  most  be 
told.  They  were  persecuting  the  people 
of  that  island,  because  the  minority  or  them 
were  Roman  Catholics.    MaA  the  wesda 
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used  by  the  noble  Lord  opporite  in  bis 
deipatcb  in  answer  to  that  from  Sir  J. 
Harvejj  from  wbicb  be  bad  just  quoted. 
The  noble  Lord  tbe  Secretary  for  tbe  colo- 
nies said : 

^  So  far  as  my  attention  has  yet  been  called 
to  the  difficulties  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  affairs  of  Newfoundland,  they 
appear  to  me  to  arise  mainly  from  three  causes : 
— 1st.  Tbe  interference  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood  with  election  matters,  which  has  led 
to  feelings  of  religious  animosity  previously 
unknown  iu  the  colony,  and  to  scenes  of  a 
scandalous  character,  shocking  to  religious  and 
well-disposed  Roman  Catholics." 

Tbe  grievance  tbat  be  particularly  com- 
plained of  was,  tbat  this  bill  was  not  founded 
on  an  investigation  in  wbicb  botb  parties 
had  been  beard.  All  be  required  was,  that 
tbe  bill  should  be  postponed  till  such  an 
investigation  was  completed.  In  connection 
witb  this  part  of  tbe  subject,  be  would  read 
an  extract  of  a  letter  written  to  himself  by 
tbe  Biabop  of  Newfoundland,  and  dated  tbe 
25tbof  June,  1842:— 

"My  dear  Lord  Mayor—Your  Lordship 
retains  in  recollection  the  committee  of  last 
year ;  you  remember  that  upon  the  occasion 
of  that  mock  inquiry  the  people  of  Newfound- 
land were  taken  by  surprise,  and  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  being  heard  either  by  evidence  or  by 
counsel  before  that  body,  and  that  the  several 
witnesses  examined — almost  all,  indeed  I  be- 
lieve all,  with  the  exception  of  Captain  Geary, 
were  persons  who  professedly  had  riot  been  in 
that  island  for  several  years — Sir  Thomas 
Cochrane  since  1834;  Mr.  Brooking  since 
1835;  Dr.  Shea  since  1836 ;  and  none  of  them 
present  during  the  general  election,  which  took 
place  in  the  latter  part  of  that  year,  and  the 
occurrences  and  the  returns  at  which  were 
made  the  principal  subjects  of  complaint ;  bat 
the  people  of  Newfoundland  were  studiously 
kept  in  the  dark  upon  the  subject  of  the  intend- 
ed inquiry,  although  the  Legislature  was  sit- 
ting at  the  time,  until  accident  developed  it  on 
the  very  last  day  of  Session. 

'*  Notwithstanding  the  House  of  Assembly 
had  only  a  few  hours  of  existence  before  them, 
however,  they  appointed  four  gentlemen  of 
their  body  to  repair  to  London  and  assist  at 
the  investigation  in  the  expectation  that  they 
would  have  been  examined,  and  that  the  coun- 
try would  have  had  the  benefit  of  their  evi- 
dence; but  upon  their  arrival  in  London  the 
committee  was  up,  the  Parliament  shortly 
after  prorogued,  dissolved,  and  the  ministry 
changed. 

'"  Under  these  circumstances,  the  delegates 
of  the  Assembly,  appointed  by  their  unanimous 
vote,  were  received  by  Lord  John  Russell,  and 
invited  by  his  Lordship  to  put  themselves  in 
Gommimication  with  the  Govemmeot  in  writ- 


ing; and  in  compliance  with  this  invitation 
three  or  four  important  communications  were 
made  by  them ;  and  then,  finding  that  there 
was  no  likelihood  that  the  affairs  of  Newfound, 
land  would,  during  that  year,  be  broui^ht  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  they  departed 
from  London,  and  returned  to  Newfoundland, 
but  not  before  they  had  procured  from  Lord 
John  Russell,  through  Mr.  R.  Vernon  Smith, 
in  reply,  that  no  measure  should  be  mooted 
with  respect  to  Newfoundland  without  a  fair 
and  sufficient  notification  being  previously 
made  to  the  people  of  that  colony,  to  enable 
them  to  adopt  the  necessary  means  of  defend- 
ing their  constitution,  a  distinct  pledge  bearing 
date  30th  of  August,  1841,  and  signed  by  R. 
Vernon  Smith, '  that  if  the  House  of  Commons 
shall  determine  on  reviving  the  committee  on 
the  affairs  of  Newfoundland,  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  give  you  (the  delegates)  due  intima- 
tion of  it '  and  a  similar  pledge  was  subse« 
quently  verbally  given  by  I/)rd  Stanley  to  Mr. 
Brown,  after  the  departure  of  the  delegates ; 
and  by  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  Brown  was  distinctly 
authorised  to  communicate  that  pledge  to  his 
Colleagues .'' 

He  bad  a  right  to  say  tbat  faitb  bad  not 
been  kept  witb  tbe  parties  who  opposed  tbe 
bill.  There  was  an  absence  of  all  evidence 
on  wbich  to  proceed  to  the  destruction  of 
the  constitution ;  on  the  contrary,  tbe 
greatest  blessings  resulted  to  tbe  people 
From  their  baving  obtained  a  constitution. 
A  small  and  insignificant  party  was  inter- 
ested in  the  destruction  of  tbe  constitution, 
because  it  would  advance  their  own  mono- 
polising interests ;  but  tbe  popular  party — 
tbe  party  benefitted  by  tbe  constitution— 
the  party  interested  in  tbe  internal  improve- 
ment of  the  colony,  desired  the  preserva- 
tion of  the  constitution,  and  that  was  the 
position  of  tbe  inhabitants  whose  interest  it 
was  now  sougbt  to  crush.  But  let  them  see 
what  were  the  alterations  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  make  in  tbe  constitution  ? 
Tbe  first  was  to  destroy  tbe  two  Houses  of 
tbe  Legislature,  and  amalgamate  them 
into  one.  Why  thus  mock  them  witb  the 
appearance,  without  tbe  reality  of  a  con- 
stitution. Let  tbe  old  system  be  revived. 
Let  despotism  be  established  ^let  the  peo- 
ple be  punished  as  formerly,  for  making 
improvements  in  tbe  colony — for  building 
houses — for  cultivating  the  land.  Let 
there  be  a  despotism  wbicb  would  be  re- 
sponsible, but  let  them  not  receiv  a 
mockery  of  a  constitution — let  not  their 
Legislature  be  converted  into  a  divan. 
The  second  alteration  proposed  was  an  in- 
crease in  the  qualification  of  the  Members 
of  tbe  Assembly.  Sir  J.  Harvey  recom- 
mended tbe  increase  in  tbe  qualification  ; 
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and  he  was  not  advene  to  it.  The  colo- 
nists themselves  were  willins  to  increase 
the  qualification,  but  this  bill  prouosed  to 
take  the  matter  out  of  their  hands.  He 
protested  against  thus  taking  the  legisla- 
tion upon  this  suUect  from  the  inhabitants 
of  the  colony.  He  objected  also  to  the 
change  propcraed  to  be  made  in  the  quali- 
fication of  voters^  which  was  to  be  raised 
to  a  5/.  franchise  for  the  town  districts, 
and  a  405.  freehold  with  an  occupation  of 
two  years.  He  contended  that  such  an 
alteration  would  disfranchise  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  inhabitants,  and  whom 
Sir  J.  Harvey  considered  as  the  most 
valuable  part  of  the  community.  Sir  J. 
Harvey  said,  in  a  despatch  dated  January 
10,  1842:— 

**  I  am  of  opinion  that  to  require  any  rent- 
qualification  whatever,  or  any  property  one, 
beyond  perhaps  the  lowest  value  of  a  Ior  but 
(say  40i.)i  and  that,  in  fact,  can  scarcely  be 
regarded  as  the  property  of  the  squatter,  from 
being  erected  on  ground  to  which  he  can 
have  acquired  no  other  title  tbnn  such  as  an 
unauthorised  occupancy  may  be  considered 
conferring  upon  him,  would  operate  a  very 
extensive  disfranchisement  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts, without  at  all  improving,  or  indeed 
materially  changing  the  description  of  voters ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  towns,  the  qualiftoa- 
tions  being  already  restricted  by  an  act  of  the 
local  legislature  to  one  person  in  each  housSt 
namely,  biro  by  whom  the  rent  is  paid,  no 
further  provision  would  appear  to  be  required 
upon  this  subject.** 

Sir  J.  Harvey  solicited  the  opinions  of 
five  "  highly  respectable  individuals  in  the 
colony,"  and  they  all  agreed  that  the  e&ct 
of  raising  the  franchise  would  be  the  dis- 
franchisement of  many  voters.  One  of 
these  gentlemen  said — 

**  After  giving  the  subject  all  the  consider- 
ation in  my  power,  I  beg  respectfully  to  say, 
first,  with  regard  to  voters,  that  it  may  be  laid 
down  as  a  general  proposition  that  a  house- 
hold franchise  i«  roost  suitable  to  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  ioliabitaots  of  this  colony. 
Under  this  circumstance,  it  is  my  opinion, 
that  a  rent  or  properly  qualification,  to  super* 
sede  the  present  unlimited  system  of  house- 
hold suffrage,  would,  in  effect^  disfranchise  a 
Urge  portion  of  the  inhabitants.  I  hope  it 
may  not  be  considered  pre9ompti!Ous  in  me 
to  state,  in  conclusion,  my  humble  opinion, 
that  if  the  present  constitution,  so  generously 
and  liberally  granted  by  his  late  Majesty,  has 
not  been  found  to  answer  the  expeetatioo 
formed  at  the  commencement^  the  fault  does 
not  lie  in  the  constitution." 

The  second  gentleman  said— 

**  I  consider,  in  the  present  state  of  New- 


foundland, a  property  qualftcaiton  iroprne- 
tioable  and  unjust ;  it  would  have  the  effect  la 
disfrauchise  the  greatest  and  best  part  of  the 
population.  In  a  moral  and  political  point 
of  view,  I  consider  household  sofiVage  the 
best  that  has  yet  been  discovered.  A  house- 
holder is,  for  the  meat  part,  a  husband  and  a 
fatheri  having  a  fixed  locality ;  the  peaee  of 
his  community,  the  prosperity  of  his  couatiy, 
roust  be  dear  to  him*" 

The  third  expressed  bis  opinion  as  fol- 
lows:— 

"  1  do  not  think  that  a  rent  or  property 
qualification  would  be  productive  of  mueb,  if 
any,  practical  advantage.  Household  suffrage, 
guarded  by  an  efficient  system  of  registry,  to- 
gether with  simultaneous  votinj^  under  a  new 
division  of  the  electoral  districts,  such  as  I 
recommended  in  my  communication  to  the 
right  hon.  her  Majesty's  principal  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Lord  John  Russell,  in 
July  last,  would,  in  my  bumble  opinion,  go 
far  to  render  any  other  qualification  unneces- 
sary. In  nearly  all  the  other  settlement?  the 
inhabitants  occupy  premises  which  have  de- 
scended to  them  from  their  ancestors«  or  lao4 
which  they  have  themselves  redeemed  Apooi 
the  wilderness,  for  which  they  pay  no  rent  to 
the  Crown,  and  on  which  they  have  built  for 
the  convenience  of  their  families,  and  the  pur- 
poses  of  the  fishery.  I  would  further  remark 
that  such  property  is  in  a  great  degree  valuable 
only  so  long  as  it  be  thus  occupied,  and  that 
the  annual  rent  of  an  ordinary  house  in 
St.  John's  would  be  almost  equivalent  to  the 
full  value  of  these  freeholds,  and,  in  many  in- 
stances, ropch  more." 

The  fourth  gentleman  admitted  that  the 
augmentation  of  the  franchise  would  de- 
prive of  the  right  of  voting  a  class  of  persons 
whom  he  was  pleased  to  describe  as 
'^strangerf  and  raw  youngsters  recently 
imported  from  England  or  Ireland.'*  The 
fifth  gentleman  who  was  applied  to,  for 
information,  expressed  bimaelr  in  a 
strain.    He 


"  The  advantages  which  would  result  from 
such  a  regulation  or  law,  would  be  to  disfran- 
chise many  adventurers,  arriving  from  the 
mother  country  or  the  colonies,  having  no 
property  or  stake  in  this  colony,  and  who  have, 
hitherto,  been  allowed  to  vote  from  the  occu- 
palion  of  a  but  of  nominal  value  in  the  woods^ 
or  a  room,  as  under  tenant,  in  town." 

It  had  been  said,  with  raspeet  te  the 
subject  of  the  finances,  that  the  Crown 
ought  to  have  the  power  of  oii^natiog 
money  grants,  as  was  done  in  this  isoimtry* 
Why,  according  to  the  charter,  no  money 
could  be  expended  without  the  Governor's 
warrant  Some  gmota  oertaioly  oonU  he 
made  by  the  AasenUy;  but  mm  thai  a 
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f-Qund  for  de8tro3ring  the  constitution? 
verything  that  was  wanted  would  he 
dope.  There  was  no  necessity  for  thus 
trampliog  on  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
The  Catholic  bishop  of  the  colony,  in  the 
lettier  from  which  he  had  already  quoted^ 
stated^  that  the  Assembly  had  never  refused 
any  supply — that  they  had  always  been 
ready  to  adopt  any  proposition  made  by  the 
Govemorj  notwithstanding  the  Council 
had  thwarted  them  in  every  possible 
way*  He  would  read  the  passage  to  the 
House : — 

*<  I  might  go  much  farther ;  but  that  I  feel  I 
have  already  fatigued  you.  I  might  mention 
the  extraordinary  circumstanoe,  that  this  much 
maligned  House  never  refused  whatever  sup- 
plies were  demanded  by  the  Executive,  how- 
ever extravagant;  and  that,  notwithstanding 
this,  the  Council  were  eternally  thwarting  them, 
by  refusing  the  necessary  votes  for  the  necessary 
contiageot  expenses  of  the  House.  I  might 
mention,  that  every  measure  that  was  ever 
recommended  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  by 
the  Governor*  was  ever  sure,  without  one 
solitary  exception,  to  be  adopted  by  the  As- 
sembly,  and  reduced  to  a  bitl,  and  passed ; 
and  I  might  have  sbowe  you,  that  bill  after 
bill  of  these,  notwithstanding  such  recommen- 
dation, wes  thrown  out  by  the  Council,  many 
of  then  even  without  amendment,  many  with- 
out reaching  to  a  committal,  and  some  even 
without  a  second  reading*  But  1  think  I  have 
Bone  far  eBougb*  to  inform  you  generally  upon 
the  main  questions  connected  with  this  bill ; 
and  even  this  would,  probably,  have  been  un- 
necessary, were  it  not  that  the  official  party 
here,  who  are  leagued  with  the  merchants, 
have,  just  now,  entered  upon  a  most  furious 
erusade  against  the  press,  evidently  to  silence 
them  while  this  measure  is  before  the  House." 

He  denied  that  the  noble  Lord  had  found 
the  constitution  susp^ided.  The  Session 
of  the  Assembly  had  ended  in  May,  1841, 
and  it  was  impossible  that  a  new  election 
could  have  been  held  before  November,  be-* 
cause  the  whole  adult  population  was 
absent,  during  the  interval,  at  the  fisheries. 
The  deputation  which  had  been  over  here 
on  the  subject  had  been  assured*  by  Mr.  V. 
Smith,  thai  nothing  should  be  done  without 
due  investigation.  Now,  he  asked  where 
that  investigation  had  taken  place  ?  Every 
principle  ofhonesty,  of  Justice,  and  of  fair- 
neas,  was  in  favour  of  his  proposition^  and 
yet  he  knew  that  the  majority  of  that 
House  would  support  the  Cfovemment,  in 
this  attack  upon  the  liberties  of  Newfound- 
land. If  the  bUl  had  been  brought  forward 
earlier  in  the  Session,  an  expression  on  the 
subject  might  have  been  elicited  from  the 
people  of  £D({land,  who  would  have  had 


generosity  enough  to  ask  for  a  fisir  trial. 
Why  did  not  tne  noble  Lord  call  another 
Assembly,  as  had  been  recommended  by  Sir 
John  Harvey,  and  see  if  that  Assembly 
would  not  make  every  necessary  alteration 
in  the  existing  constitution?  They  had 
stated  their  willingness  to  raise  the  qualifi- 
cation of  members,  and  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment the  initiative  in  the  introduction  of 
grants.  Under  the  noble  Lord's  plan, 
considerable  delay  must  take  place  in  call- 
ing together  the  Legislative  Assembly. 
Under  his  plan,  no  such  delay  would  take 
place.  It  had  been  objected  that,  among 
the  members  of  the  Assembly,  there  was  one 
who  could  not  read  or  write,  and  two  who 
were  in  menial  situations.  Had  those  per- 
sons been  elected  by  the  popular  party  ?  No. 
They  had  been  elected  by  the  mercantile 
party  to  bring  the  Assembly  into  con- 
tempt. In  1836,  the  elections  placed  the 
anti-constitutional  party  in  a  minority, 
and  the  Government  declared  those  writs 
void,  because  a  little  bit  of  wax  had  not 
been  attached  to  them.  At  the  new  elec 
tion,  four  mercantile  men  were  elected; 
they  refused  to  serve,  and  these  persons 
were  elected  in  their  stead;  so  that  the 
anti- constitutional  party  first  elect  impro- 
per persons,  and  then  turn  round  and  say, 
''Look  at  the  improper  persons  who  are 
elected  under  this  constitution."  Could  any- 
thing be  so  gross  or  so  inconsistent  as  this  ? 
He  had  received  a  letter  which  gave  a 
history  of  the  transaction.  The  writer 
said  :— 

"  It  is  a  singular  circumstance,  that  all  the 
persons  who  were  complained  of  as  being 
unfit  members  were  returned  by  Protestant 
districts.  I  do  not  blame  the  Protestant  con- 
stituency  for  this,  it  grew  out  of  a  combination 
among  the  Protestant  merchants  not  to  take  a 
seat  in  the  Assembly,  even  though  they  should 
be  elected.  la  the  year  1836,  during  the  ad- 
Bunistration  of  Captain  Prescott,  there  was  a 
general  election,  it  was  hotly  contested  in 
almost  every  district  in  the  island,  the  (general 
result  was  a  majority  in  favour  of  the  Liberal 
party.  Shortly  after,  this  election  was  de- 
clared void,  owing,  as  it  was  said,  to  some 
informality  in  the  writs.  When  the  mercan- 
tile party  could  not  acquire  a  majority,  they 
changed  their  focfigtie,  they  seceded  altoge- 
ther— they  not  alone  seceded,  but  they  used 
their  influence  to  return  unfit  persons.  The 
person  most  complained  of,  was  a  man  named 
Moore,  he  was  returned  for  Trinity  by  the 
influence  of  the  house  of  Robinson,  Brooking, 
and  Garland,  and  then,  after  thus  notoriously 
supporting  this  return,  they  charge  the  dis- 
grace of  it  on  the  Catholic  constituency.  I 
will  now  give  you  the  names  of  Conservatives 
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who  were  returned  in  1836,  and  who,  on  a 
new  election,  declined  to  offer  theroseWes : — 
Robert  Job,  merchant,  for  the  district  of  Bona- 
▼ista ;  Thomas  Bennett,  ditto,  Fogo ;  William 
B.  Row,  lawyer,  Fortune  Bay;  John  Shea, 
editor  of  a  paper.  Burin.  These  would  have 
a  great  influence  on  a  house  composed  of  fif- 
teen members,  with  a  council  exclusively  Pro- 
testant; but  they  would  not  again  offer  them- 
seWes.  Our  constitution  is  now  suspended. 
It  is  rumoured,  that  Lord  Stanley,  fortified  by 
the  ex  parte  eyidence  of  the  witnesses  before 
the  committee,  is  about  introducing  some  act 
into  the  Imperial  Parliament.  If  we  are 
punished,  it  is  because  we  are  Catholic.  We 
have,  however,  some  hope  that  the  justice  of 
our  cause  will  protect  us." 

The  jealousy  of  the  constitution  was,  in 
fact,  jealousy  of  the  Catholics  of  the  colony. 
Up  to  the  period  of  the  granting  the  con- 
ftitution.  Catholics  were  excluded  from 
every  situation.  He  was  perfectly  leady 
to  go  into  any  investigation  of  the  facts 
of  the  election,  during  which  two  out- 
rages did  occur,  but  the  accounts  of 
them  had  been  grossly  exaggerated.  He 
contended  that  the  House  ought  not  to 
legislate  without  hearing  the  other  party. 
Would  they  eive  a  triumph  to  one  party 
alone?  He  had  gone  through  this  case } 
he  had  not  gone  into  a  discussion  respect- 
ing rates  and  taxes,  because  other  oppor- 
tunities would  occur  for  doing  that.  But 
here  was  a  constitution,  with  all  the  regu- 
lar forms,  already  adopted.  All  the  Ame- 
rican colonies  had  had  such  constitutions 
conceded,  and  had  derived  advantage  from 
them.  He  denied  that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics had  shown  any  exclusive  spirit,  or  any 
wish  to  absorb  all  the  funds  of  the  colony 
to  their  own  purposes.  To  prove  this,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  the  petition  of 
the  inhabitants  of  St.  John's,  Newfound- 
land :— 

''That  in  order  to  meet  the  charge  of  the 
subserviency  of  the  Assembly  to  the  Catholic 
priesthood,  a  glance  at  the  records  of  that 
body  will  prove  that  in  no  single  instance  was 
a  measure  not  only  not  passed  for  the  promo- 
tion of  exclusively  Catholic  interests,  but  such 
a  measure  was  never  once  introduced  or 
thought  of;  nay,  on  the  contrary,  the  only 
measure  that  ever  passed  the  Assembly  with 
reference  to  religion,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Marriage  Act,  legalising  the  marriages  of 
Catholics  and  Dissenters,  was  the  granting  of 
a  sum  of  money  to  assist  the  Protestants  of 
Harbor  Grace,  in  the  rebuilding  the  Episco- 
palian church,  which  had  been  destroyed  by 
fire,  which  grant  was  proposed  and  seconded 
by  Catholics,  and  was  carried  by  a  Catholic 
majority/* 

•^he  bill  was  brought  forward  at  a  time 


when  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  g^ve  it  a 
fair  discussion ;  all  from  whom  he  might 
expect  a  fair  hearings  or  from  whom  the 
inhabitants  might  expect  redress,  were  ab- 
sent ;  nor  had  he  the  slightest  hope  of 
convincing  those  who  were  listening  to 
him.  He  put  the  question  on  the  founda* 
tion  of  plain  oonunon  sense.  All  he  asked 
of  the  noble  Lord  was  to  postpone  the  bill 
till  next  Session,  till  the  House  could  hear 
what  the  inhabitants  of  Newfoundland  had 
to  say.  Their  delegates  would  then  be  here, 
and  anything  that  was  just  and  reasonable, 
they  would  be  ready  to  do.  But  he  did  im- 
plore the  noble  Lord  not  to  crush  the 
colony  with  such  a  measure  as  this.  He 
concluded  by  moving  that  this  bill  be  com« 
mitted  that  day  three  months. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  whatever  difficulties 
the  inhabitants  of  Newfoundland  had  to 
contend  with,  he  was  quite  sure,  that  at 
no  period  of  the  Sessbn  could  their  com- 
plaints have  been  listened  to  more  atten- 
tively than  they  had  been  on  the  present 
occasion.  With  the  exception  of  one  or 
two  points,  he  had  very  little  to  complain 
of  in  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  ^  and  he  should  endea- 
vour  to  follow  that  statement  as  closely  as 
possible.  These  points  were,  that  he  had 
given  the  bill  a  character  which  did  not 
belong  to  it,  and  had  assigned  motives  to 
the  Government  which  they  were  far  from 
entertaining.  He  had  stated,  also,  that 
at  the  interview  of  the  delegates  with  Loid 
John  Russell,  that  noble  Lord  had  made  a 
distinct  declaration  that  no  step  should  be 
taken  with  r^^  to  the  colony  till  they 
should  have  had  an  opportunity  of  express- 
ing their  sentiments.  Last  year,  the  Go* 
▼ernment,  in  compliance  with  a  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich,  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  despatches 
from  the  Governor  of  Newfoundland, 
in  which  he  stated  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  that  he  could  not  consider  it  his 
duty,  upon  the  dissolution  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  to  issue  any  new  writs, 
and  not  only  was  that  declaration  made  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  but  also  to  the 
House  of  Assembly,  in  consequence,  as  the 
Governor  stated  in  his  speech,  of  ''the 
atrocious  outrages**  at  the  elections.  The 
noble  Lord,  his  predecessor  at  the  Colonial- 
office,  assented  to  the  appointment  of  a 
committee,  which  sat  during  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament.  The  inquiry,  however,  was 
wholly  ex  parte,  in  consequence  of  which 
he  was  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  adverting 
to  the  emence^  and  should  abstain  from 
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makiiif^  any  use  of  it.  About  the  period  of 
the  dissolution  of  Parliament  those  ap* 
pointed  as  delegates  from  the  colony,  came 
over  to  give  evidence.  He  sent  for  the  de- 
legates, and  saw  one  of  them,  and  in  answer 
to  his  inquiry  told  him  that,  although  he 
had  come  to  no  decision  on  the  subject,  his 
impression  was  that  he  should  not  renew 
the  committee.  However,  as  that  Gentle- 
man said  that  Lord  J.  Russell  had  assured 
him  if  the  committee  were  revived  next 
Session,  ample  notice  should  be  given  to 
the  delegates  to  enable  them  to  lay  their 
case  before  it  j  he  also  gave  him  a  similar 
promise  upon  that  contingency.  He  had 
not  thought  it  desirable  to  reappoint  that 
committee,  and  that  was  precisely  the  po- 
sition in  which  the  case  stood.  Now  he 
must  complain*  of'  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this  bill  was 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  annihilating 
the  constitution  of  Newfoundland.  When 
he  came  into  office  he  found  that  the  late 
Government  had  determined  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  should  not  meet  again, 
and  he  wished,  therefore,  to  impress  upon 
the  House  that  the  step  he  was  takbg  was 
in  fact  for  the  restoration,  with  some  modi* 
fications,  of  the  constitution  of  Newfound- 
land, which  had  been  practically  extin- 
guished by  his  predecessors.  He  must  say, 
too,  that  he  deeply  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  introduce  imputations  on  the 
subject  of  religion  into  this  discussion,  as 
if  a  desire  to  oppress  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Newfoundland  had  supplied  any  motive 
for  the  introduction  of  the  bill.  It  was 
quite  true  that  he  had  applied  to  the  Go- 
vernor for  information,  among  other  things, 
of  the  number  and  condition  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  the  colony ;  and,  if  he  were 
asked  the  question,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  all  his  information  showed  him 
that  at  the  last  election  in  the  colony  a 
considerable  number  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic priesthood  took  an  active  part,  and  acted 
in  a  manner  that  scandalized  many  well- 
thinking  and  respectable  Roman  Catholics. 
Bishop  Fleming  himself  had  admitted  to 
him  that,  although  there  was  some  exagge- 
ration, he  lamented  to  say  there  was  some 
truth  in  the  charges  that  had  in  consequence 
been  made,  and  that  one  of  the  parties 
charged  had  been  visited  with  ecclesiastical 
censure.  Therefore,  although  there  might 
be  some  exaggeration,  the  facts  were  yet 
notorious,  and  substantially  true.  But  so 
far  fiom  being  animated  with  animosity 
towards  the  Catholics,  although  he  had 


stated  in  one  of  his  despatches  that  he  saw 
no  remedy  for  the  evils  complained  of,  ex. 
cept  in  the  withdrawal  of  the  constitution, 
he  had  added  that  he  was  not  prepared  to 
assent  to  this ;  and,  moreover,  he  had  the 
authority  of*  Bishop  Fleming  for  saying 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  had  nothing  to 
complain  of,  and  that  they  were  on  a  foot- 
ing of  entire  and  perfect  equality  with 
Protestants.  Another  cause  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  attributed  the  intro- 
duction of  the  bill  was  the  fact  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  constituted  a  large  majo. 
rity  of  the  population.  He  did  not  know 
where  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ob- 
tained his  information.  He  believed  that 
the  population  was  pretty  equally  balanced. 
Two  years  ago  the  Roman  Catholics  in 
the  isknd  amounted  to  87,000 ;  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church  to  26,000 
or  28,000 ;  and  the  remainder  of  the  popu- 
lation, amounting  to  10,000  or  11,(XX), 
consisted  of  Presbyterians  and  other  reli- 
gious bodies.  Now  there  had  been  but  one 
appointment  in  Newfoundland  under  the 
governorship  of  Sir  John  Harvey,  and  that 
appointment  had  been  given  to  a  Roman 
Catholic  As  a  proof  that  Government  was 
not  actuated  by  any  religious  feelings,  he 
might  state  that  while  a  site  was  obtained 
for  the  erection  of  a  building  for  Roman 
Catholic  worship,  they  could  not  find  any 
land  on  which  to  erect  three  Protestant 
churches,  which  were  wantc^d.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  there 
was  any  practical  difference  as  regarded 
the  treatment  of  both  persuasions?  He 
declared  solemnly  that  in  introducing  this 
bill  he  had  no  views  of  making  any  dis- 
tinction between  Roman  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants. He  had  never  made  any  charges 
^eainst  the  Assembly  on  religious  srounds. 
Then  the  right  hon«  Gentleman  said  that  he 
was  about  to  annihilate  the  constitution  of 
Newfoundland.  What  did  he  propose  ?  He 
proposed  to  unite  the  Legislative  Council 
and  the  House  of  Assembly— 'to  raise  the 
qualification  of  Members-^to  raise  the  qua- 
lification of  electors— 'to  reserve  to  the 
Crown  the  originating  of  money  votes, 
and  that  the  Executive  and  Legislative 
Councils  should  be  separate.  And  so  far 
from  that  bebg  at  variance  with  the  opi- 
nion of  Sir  J.  Harvey,  as  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  exacdy  in 
correspondence  with  a  despatch  which  he 
received  from  him,  dated  the  2 1st.  of  Sep- 
tember. The  noble  Lord  read  the  despatch 
of  Sir  J.  Harvey  and  the  instructions  of 
the  Earl  of  Bipon,  which  the  right  hon. 
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QontlauiMl  h^ii  so  iiiqc}i  praised,  lo  show 
that  bis  proposal  was  not  at  variance  with 
those  doouments.    He  did  not  iqean  his 

troposal  to  be  a  punishment  of  the  Legis- 
^tive  Asipmbljr,  but  to  enable  them  to  le- 
£*  late  without  coming  into  collision  with 
i  other  House,  as  had  been  the  case 
hepetof(H«.  The  right  bon*  Gentleman 
said  that  the  two  Houses  were  made  into 
one  for  the  purpose  of  swamping  the  Legis- 
lativa  Aiseipbly.  But  he  should  like  to 
know  bow  ten  pould  ywamp  fifteen,  this 
be|ng  the  prqportion  in  which  the  new  le* 

Sislature  was  to  be  composed.  He  did  not 
any  that  the  present  constitution  had 
worked  well,  and  that  many  internal  ivn« 
provements  bf|d  been  effected  under  it. 
Th^  r^t  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  present  bill  was  intended  to  give  one 
interest  an  advantage  over  another.  It 
was  true  that  there  were  two  interests 
gyowiqg  up  in  ^e  colony,  but  the  present 
bill  would  not  give  any  advantage  to  one 
c)f|ss  over  another,  but  would  eqq&y  bene- 
fit all  classes.  The*  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  statedi  ftnd  stated  correctly,  that  the 
retums  to  the  House  of  Assembly,  up  to 
the  year  1836,  were  of  a  very  respectable 
cbaracter,  and  that  the  Members  returned 
b^  in  general  carried  on  the  public  busi- 
nass  with  great  satisfaction  to  the  inhabi- 
tants. But  it  appeared  upon  unquestionable 
authority  that  the  last  House  of  .Assembly 
consisted  of  persons  of  much  less  property 
and  int^ligence  than  the  former  House, 
fmd  even  that  some  of  them  were  so  low 
that  it  would  seem  they  had  been  elected  in 
a  spirit  of  burlesque.  Captain  Presoott 
said, 

f' Under  these  oiroumstaoces,  the  acting 
principle  of  the  House  of  Assembly  is  per* 
sonal  ^f  our  or  peisonal  resentment,  combined 
with  A  desire  to  provide  for  theniseUes;  and 
tq  such  an  extent  is  this  carried,  that  a  consta* 
ble  has  been  deurived  of  his  salary  to  gratify 
the  vindictite  (eelingx  of  a  Member  of  the 
Hoose.  The  light  estimation  in  which  the 
House  is  held  could  not  fail  to  produce  its 
effect  upon  the  Couneil,  and  consequently 
almost  every  alteration  in  a  bill  seat  up  is 
oonsideMd  u  an  insult/' 

In  fact,  the  late  Assembly  was  princi- 
pally composed  of  persons  unknown  in  the 
upper  ranks  of  society,  and  who  were  dis- 
qualified for  the  office,  not  only  by  the 
violence  of  their  party  feelings,  but  by 
their  want  of  education  and  respectability. 
The  Members  were  each  allowed  42/.  a 
jrear;  and  it  appeared  among  other  strange 

%  that  a  servant  was  permitted  Ij  his 


master  to  take  bis  place  among  the  repi»» 
sentatives  of  the  people  in  the  Legislative 
Assembly,  while  he  and  his  master  divided 
the  42/.  between  them.  [Mr.  Hume:  In 
whose  evidence  does  that  appear?]  He 
made  the  statement  on  the  authority  of 
Mr.  Brooking,  one  of  the  leading  gentle* 
men  of  Nemoundland,  [Mr.  OrC(mmeU: 
The  firm  of  Mr.  Brooking  got  that  very 
person  returned.]  He  only  mentioned  the 
fact  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  abuiep 
to  which  the  present  ^stem  of  ropreeenta- 
tion  in  the  colony  gave  rise.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  frugality  of 
their  expenditure,  but  did  he  know  that  the 
present  expenditure  of  Newfoundland  wa# 
not  less  than  40,CXX)/.  a-year?  He  did  not 
deny  that  a  great  portion  of  it  had  been 
benefipally  expended,  but  at  the  same  tim^ 
a  great  nortion  of  it  had  also  been  ex* 
pended  tor  private  objects.  The  Land 
Bill  actually  failed  because  the  House  of 
Assembly  would  not  vote  the  money  for 
the  works  without  also  votina  the  names 
of  the  parties  whom  they  wiAed  to  cany 
them  into  effect.  At  present  the  potsea- 
sion  or  occupation  of  any  number  of  boards 
sufficient  to  constitute  a  fishing  settlement 
was  the  sole  qualification  required  to  di^ 
pose  of  the  revenue  of  the  colony*  amount- 
ing to  40,000/.  a-year.  He  asked  if  that 
was  not  a  great  temptation  to  abuse  ?  To 
remedy  this  evil  he  proposed  that  no  per- 
son should  be  elected  a  member  who  did 
not  possess  an  independent  property  of  the 
value  of  100/.  a-year.  But  why  did  be 
propose  to  unite  the  Lmslative  CouncO 
and  the  House  of  Assembly?  It  was  be* 
cause,  from  the  conduct  of  one  or  both  of 
those  bodies,  such  had  been  the  difficulties 
and  dissensions  arising  between  them  that 
legislation  had  been  put  a  stop  to,  and  the 
most  important  measures,  indudhig  the 
Revenue  Bill,  were  actually  at  this  910- 
ment  in  a  state  of  abeyance.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  whole  blame  of  this  state  of 
things  rested  with  the  House  of  Assembly; 
but  that  House  was  continually  sending  up 
bills  in  such  a  state  that  die  Government 
couU  not  assent  to  them,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  the  disputes  arising  respecting 
tne  amendments,  the  Annual  8u|^y  BiU 
had  been  lost  three  years  out  of  five.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  entirely 
mistaken  as  to  the  constitution  of  thie 
Council.  It  was  true  the  Memben  were 
appointed  by  the  Government,  but  so  fhr 
from  being  under  his  control,  like  tenants 
at  will  in  Ireland,  they  held  as  long  aa 
they  pleased.    Fourteen  oiil  of  the  fifteen 
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mtmhm  of  the  AaaemUy  might  be  in  fa- 
vour of  a  grant,  yet  a  bare  majority  in  tbe 
Council  might*  oppose  it,  and  thus  defeat 
the  supply.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said  great  improvements  had  taken 
plaoOi  that  the  revenue  was  goodi  and  the 
trade  had  increased.  Undoubtedly  it  was 
so,  but  the  injury  which  arose  from  the 
stoppage  pf  the  supplies  did  not  fall  01^  the 
merchaqks  and  traders,  but  on  the  resident 
inhabitaots  of  the  eobny.  The  merchants 
depended  solely  on  their  capital,  but  the 
residents  were  seriously  injured  by  their 
revenues  being  locked  up,  and  therefore  not 
available  for  the  purposes  of  the  colony. 
Now  with  respect  to  the  qualification  of 
the  voters,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  present  bill  would 
deprive  many  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
franchise.  He  admitted  that,  but  he 
would  state  distinctly  that  nusins;  the  fran- 
ehise  to  a  moderate  extent  would  not  a£Pect 
the  agricqltur^l  and  Roman  Catholic  inte- 
rest exclusively,  but  would  merely  strike 
off  that  spaall  portion  of  the  constituency 
absolutely  subjected  to  their  employers, 
whether  Catholic  or  Protestant.  He  did 
not  deny  that  as  the  bill  now  stood*  a 
40$f  freehold,  in  the  strict  sense  of  that 
term,  would  disqualify  a  great  number  in 
the  ^  country  districts ;  but  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  con- 
strue the  term  freehold  strictly:  and  in 
order  to  prevent  difficulty,  he  should  pro- 
pose that  updisppted  possession  of  a  tene- 
ment for  three  or  four  years  should  be 
deemed  equivalent  to  a  freehold  for  elect- 
oral  purposes.  What  he  wanted  was  to 
prevent  persons  exercising  the  franchise 
who  had  only  been  in  occupation  one  year, 
and  to  insure  it  to  those  who  had  a  perma- 
nent interest  in  the  soil.  He  had  now 
gone  through  the  different  points  adverted 
to  by  the  hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  asked  him  t^  postnone 
this  bill.  Now  the  present  state  ot  the 
cnlony  was  this.  Since  1841  no  Appro- 
priation Act  had  been  passed ;  and  conse- 
quently public  expenditure  had  been  put  a 
stop  to,  the  revenue  locked  up,  and  not 
only  thet,  but  unless  the  Revenue  Act, 
which  expired  on  the  30th  June,  were  re- 
newed without  delay^  the  colony  would 
lose  the  whole  of  the  duties  imposed  under 
it  unless  they  resorted  to  an  invention  not 
jPtricdy  constitutional — namely,  that  of  re- 
4|gfriag  j^nds  on  the  delivery  of  goods  for 
the  payment  of  any  duties  which  the  Legis- 
tetuze  BMght  ms  an  act  to  levy  retrospec- 
^fly,    fie  9|d  ti^  nppniing  received  a 


letter  from  Sir  J,  Harvey,  entie^ting  him 
not  to  assent  to  any  delay  in  parsing  this 
bill ;  and  he  thei^ore  asked  the  nouse 
whether,  under  these  circumstances— when 
in  fact  the  bill,  instead  of  being  for  the  ^m^ 
nihilationi  was  for  the  restoration  of  the 
constitution^ — they  woi^ld  opnsei^t  top)uq^ 
the  colony  again  in  all  the  difficulties 
which  must  result  from  the  renewal  of  the 
old  system  ?  For  himself  he  declared  most 
solemnly  that  his  object  was  nut  to  pqi^ifl) 
this  or  that  braqch  of  th^  tegislatpv^,  thi| 
or  that  religious  party ;  his  object  ^as  to 
introduce  a  system  by  which  each  painty 
might  ej^rcise  due  influence  on  the  otber^ 
instead  of  not  merely  checking,  but  ab- 
solutely putting  a  stop  to  all  legislation. 
For  these  reasons  he  confidently  trqsted 
the  House  would  consent  to  go  ii^to  com- 
mittee to  remedy  the  evils  he  had  poipted 
out* 

Mr.  Hurne  was  instructed  to  say,  in  re* 
ply  to  the  stateipent  of  the  noble  Lord* 
that  the  population  consisted  of  about  half 
Protestants  and  half  iCatholic^  that  the 
pppulation  consisted  in  reality  of  70,000 
Catholic  residents,  and  80,0Q0  resident 
Protestants^  Out  of  this  populatiqn  there 
were  only  two  Catholic  stipendiary  n^agis* 
trates,  whilst  there  were  fifteen  Prot^tant 
stipendiary  magistrates  ^  the  whole  of  the 
clerks  in  the  eqiplqy  of  the  Govempient 
were  Protestants;  and  yet  this  was  a  co« 
lony  where  the  noble  Lord  said  party  spirit 
did  not  exist,  aud  there  was  no  riffht  to 
complain  that  party  feelings  at  sal  in- 
fluenced the  Government  appointments. 
His  complaint  was,  that  the  parties  whose 
privileges  and  liberties  were  about  to  be  in- 
terfered with  had  not  been  }ie9ii  in  their 
own  behalf.  Canada  and  Jamaica  had 
been  heard  by  counsel  before  the  Legisla- 
ture, previous  to  their  cases  being  decided 
upon,  and  why  should  not  the  same  justice 
be  extended  to  the  patives  of  Newfoundland ) 
Tbey  would  not  disfranchise  the  borough 
of  Sudbury,  which  had  only  7,000  or  8^000 
inhabitants,  without  first  hearing  an  advor 
cate  on  their  behalf.  The  case  of  iSudbury 
was  put  off  for  that  purpose  to  the  next 
Session,  and  how  could  they  reconcile  it  to 
justice  to  legislate  on  the  case  of  New- 
foundland, which  possessed  a  population  of 
100,000,  without  hearing  what  ihey  had  to 
say  on  their  own  cause  r  Why  not  put  off* 
the  consideration  of  the  measure  to  the 
next  Sessiouj  when  the  Newfoundlandera 
would  have  time  to  lay  their  case  fairly 
before  Parliament?  The  object  was  to 
take  the  representation  from  th^  inhabits 
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ants  of  Newfoundland,  and  to  transfer  it 
to  the  merchants  of  London,  Liverpooly 
Bristolj  and  Dartmouth.  With  regard  to 
the  menial  servants  heing  elected^  he  denied 
that  such  was  the  case^  unless  a  clerk  in  a 
merchant's  counting-house  could  be  deemed 
a  menial  servant  There  was  not  a  charge 
brought  forward  but  what  could  be  proved 
untrue  if  an  investigation  were  granted. 
The  great  prosperity  of  the  colony  from 
1832  to  1836,  proved  that  the  constitution 
worked  well.  The  noble  Lord>  by  sending 
out  Mr.  Bolton  as  judge,  had  been  the 
cause  of  the  mischief.  Lord  Ripon  had 
removed  Mr.  Bolton  from  Canada,  as  a  fire« 
brandy  and  the  noble  Lord  sent  him  out  to 
Newfoundland.  From  the  moment  Mr. 
Bolton  arrived  in  Newfoundland^  he  began 
to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  juries.  The 
Government  supported  Mr.  Bolton,  yet  on 
an  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council^  Judge 
Bolton  was  removed.  pLiord  Stanley: 
No.]  He  was  not  sent  back,  and  that 
showed  the  colonists  were  right.  Mr. 
Bolton  was  the  firebrand,  and  had  caused 
this  disturbance  in  the  colony.  He  ap« 
pealed  to  the  rieht  hon.  Baronet  in  this 
case^  for  the  noole  Lord  from  the  first  had 
taken  up  a  prejudice  against  the  colony. 
One  of  the  great  charges  against  the  As* 
sembly  waSf  that  the  Meml^  were  paid 
a  salary  of  42L  a  year.  There  was  an  act 
in  this  country  for  payment  of  Members, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if 
they  had  paid  Members  in  this  House.  It 
would  be  better  that  Members  should  have 
a  salary  than  that  they  should  be  paid  in 
places,  honours,  and  preferments,  which 
Ministers  had  to  give.  Members  ought  to 
be  paid — ^gratuitous  service  was  bad  service. 
He  was  called  stingy,  because  he  had 
wished  to  get  rid  of  sinecures  and  unneces- 
sary offices,  but  he  always  desired  that 
those  should  be  paid  who  did  the  work. 
The  noble  Lord's  bill  had  been  brought 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  disgracing  the 
men  who  had  the  public  confidence,  in 
order  to  further  the  cause  of  the  monopo- 
lists. His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
motion  was  intended  to  remedy  such  an 
abuse,  and  he  would,  therefore,  give  it  his 
most  cordial  support.  The  present  ques- 
tion was  not  one  of  party,  but  of  justice. 
All  that  was  asked  was,  that  the  business 
of  Newfoundland  might  not  stand  still,  but 
that  the  representatives  of  that  country 
misht  exercise  their  constitutional  right  in 
a  lesal  and  constitutional  manner.  He 
shouM  therefore  support  the  motion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend. 


Mr.  P(MngUm  moved  that  the  debate  be 
adjourned. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Ipswich  Election.^  Mr.  P.  ilf.  Stenmrt 
brought  up  the  report  of  the  Ipswich  £lec- 
tion  Committee,  which  was  read  as  fol- 
lows :— 

"That  the  right  hoo.  John  Otway  O'Con- 
nor Cuffe  Earl  of  Desart,  and  Thomas  Glad- 
stone, Esq.,  were  not  duly  elected  burgesses 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
borough  of  Ipswich. 

**  That  the  last  election  for  the  said  borough 
is  a  void  election." 

And  the  said  determinations  were  ordered 
to  be  entered  in  the  journals  of  this  House* 

House  further  informed,  that  the  com- 
mittee  had  come  to  the  following  resolu- 
tions:-— 

«  That  the  right  hon.  John  Otway  O'Con- 
nor  Cuffe  Earl  of  Desart,  and  Thomas  Glad- 
stone, Esq.,  were,  through  their  agents,  guilty 
of  bribery  and  treating  at  the  last  election  for 
the  borough  of  Ipswich. 

**  That  it  was  proved  before  the  committee, 
that  John  Downing  was  bribed  by  release 
from  a  joint  security  for  25/.;  that  Henry 
Greaves  was  bribed  bv  30f .,  under  pretence  of 
services  rendered  by  nis  son  as  a  messenger ; 
that  Amos  Goodchild  was  bribed  by  a  promise 
of  5/. ;  that  Kichard  Bishop,  captain  of  a  ves- 
sel, was  bribed  by  a  bargain  by  his  wife  for 
8/.,  as  indemnity  for  loss  of  voyage,  2L  of 
which  was  detained  by  the  owner  of  the  ves- 
sel; that  Robert  Uine  was  bribed  by  3/., 
through  his  wife ;  that  John  Cockle  was  bribed 
by  4/.,  under  the  pretence  of  travelling  ex- 
penses: that  William  Brown  was  bribed  by 
4/.  10/. ;  William  Cole  by  2/.  14s. ;  a  person 
named  Fuller  by  3/.;  and  William  BIythe, 
and  others,  by  30t.  each,  under  the  pretence 
of  travelling  expenses. 

'*  That  Thomas  Bowman  and  Robert  Naun- 
ton  were  bribed  by  30s.  each,  under  pretence 
of  playing  in  the  band. 

'<  That  there  was  no  evidence  to  show  that 
these  acts  of  bribery  were  committed  with  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  either  the  right  hon. 
John  Otway  O'Connor  Cuffe  Earl  of  Desart, 
or^of  Thomas  Gladstone,  Esq.    • 

"  That  the  Chairman  be  requested  to  move, 
that  this  report,  together  with  the  evidence 
taken  before  this  committee,  be  printed ;  and 
that  the  Speaker  do  not  issue  his  writ  for  the 
return  of  two  burgesses  to  serve  in  Parliament 
for  the  said  borough  of  Ipswich,  until  the 
said  evidence  shall  have  been  printed  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.'' 

The  report  stated  that  Lord  Desart 
and  Thomas  Gladstone,  Esq.,  were  not 
duly  elected  at  the  last  election  for  the 
borongh  of  Ipswich,  and  that  thej  had  by 
their  agents  been  guilty  of  bribery  and. 
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treating,  at  the  last  election  for  that  ho- 
rough.  The  hon.  Gentleman  moved  that 
the  evidence  he  printed,  and  that  the  issu- 
ing of  the  writ  be  suspended  till  the  evi- 
dence was  before  the  House. 

Report  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Minutes  of  the  proceedings  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  of  the  evidence  taken  before 
them>  to  be  laid  before  this  House. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  five 
o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday  p  August  1, 1842. 

ICnrarsa.].  Billb,  PvbUe,-^!^  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor 
Pietemcnt  s  Dublin  Boundaries;  Four  Courta  Manhalwa 
(Dublin)  {  Slave  Trade  (Portugal)  Suppreaiion. 
•S**  Stamp  Dutlea  Auimilatfon ;  Colonial  Payengent 
Bonded  Com;  Watem  AuatraUa;  Parish  Constables; 
Ordnance  Service ;  Court  of  Exchequer  (England). 
Commuted  and  Beforted,—AmBued  Taxes;  Insolvent 
DebCoisi  Fisheries  (Ireland);  Riven  (Ireland);  Primroie 
Hill. 

^  and  passed: — Game  Certificates  (Ireland);   Stimp 
DutieB  I  Mines  and  Collieries. 

Prlvate^—S''  and  passed:— St.  BriAvd'ft  Small  Debts. 

Pwrinoira  PusaaNnn.  From  Electors  of  Sudbury,  to 
be  remunerated  their  Expenses  for  defending  the  Bo- 
nwgfa.— From  James  Bowditch,  oomplainhig  of  Legal 
pneeedings  in  Jersey.—  From  SdMwImasten  of  the  Pres- 
bytsries  of  Biggar  itod  Abertarph,  for  Improvement  of 
their  oooditioo.— From  Fishermen  ci  the  rivers  Barrow 
and  Nore,  Millets  of  Carlow,  Inhabitants  of  New  Ross, 
Nobility  and  Gentry  of  Clare,  against  parts  of  the  Fishe. 
.  xka  (Ireland)  BUI— •FTOm  Inhabitants  of  Tipperary  and 
flnm  Guardians  of  Neath  Union,  for  Alteratioa  of  the 
Poor*Iaw.— From  CoUieis  Male  and  Female,  of  WcUwood 
and  Fordell  Collieries,  agataist  the  Mines  and  Collieries 
BUL^— From  Carrigallin,  fbr  Enoouragement  of  Sdiools  in 
oaonedion  with  the  Churdi  Education  Society.— From 
Rnle-payers  of  Exeter,  against  Municipal  Corpomtions 
BilL — From  Members  of  Ashton-imder>Lyne,  and  Dukin- 
Add  Medumi^  Institutioos,  to  exempt  such  Institutions 
ftom  Rates  and  Taxes.— From  Medical  Practitioners  of 
BerwidKHi'Twaed,  against  the  proposed  Medical  Reform. 

Bonded  Corn  Bill,  (No.  2), — The 
Earl  of  Ripon,  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bonded  Corn  Bill  said^  that  ils  ob- 
ject was,— 

''To  enable  the  importer  or  proprietor  of 
any  foreign  wheat  secured  in  any  bonded 
warehouse  to  take  the  same  out  of  such  ware- 
house upon  his  having  previously  deposited  in 
lieu  thereof,  with  the  privity  of  the  proper 
officers  of  the  Customs,  either  in  such  ware- 
house, or  some  other  warehouse  in  which 
foreign  com  might  be  lawfully  secured  under 
bond,  an  equivalent  quantity  of  fine  wheat 
flour,  or  flour  and  biscuit,  or  biscuit  only — 
there  to  be  kept  and  secured  in  lieu  of  such 
wheat,  subject  to  the  same  rules,  regulations, 
restrictions,  penalties,  and  forfeitures  as  such 
wheat,  or  any  forein  flour  or  biscuit  im- 
ported and  secured  in  bonded  warehouses 
under  the  laws  in  force,  would  be  subject  to.'' 

The  flour  was  not  to  be  taken  out  of  bond 
except  on  payment  of  the  duty  to  which 


foreign  flour  would,  at  such  time^  be  sub- 
ject, except  for  purposes  of  ^  exportation.' 
The  same  rule  would  apply  to  the  biscuit. 
This  would  greatly  tend  to  facilitate  trade 
with  those  countries  which  depended  on 
foreign  states  for  a  supply  of  biscuit  and 
flour,  and  would  not  be  liable  to  fraudu- 
lent transactions. 

Lord  Beaumont  felt  himself  under  the 
necessity  of  opposing  this  bill.  He  did  so, 
not  ftrom  an^  factious  motive,  but  because 
he  believed  it  would  open  the  door  to  nu- 
merous evasions  of  the  Corn-laws  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  home  grower.  Suppose, 
for  instance,  a  farmer  had  1,000  quarters 
to  sell,  at  the  market  price,  say  60#.,  and 
the  miller  or  speculator  were  to  purchase 
one  half.  Thus  far  the  fiirmer  would  not 
lose;  but  the  miller  or  speculator  could 
grind  that  corn,  put  it  into  bond,  and  take 
out  an  equivalent  quantity  of  foreign  corn, 
which  he  would  be  enabled  to  bring  into 
the  corn  market,  in  order  to  oppose  the 
farmer  in  his  sale  of  the  remaining  500 
quarters.  And  as  the  speculator  would  be 
enabled  to  sell  at  a  lower  price  than  6O5., 
the  farmer  would  be  compelled  to  come 
down  to  the  minimum  price  at  which,  after 
such  a  transaction,  the  speculator  could 
sell  in  order  to  leave  himself  a  profit.  This 
was  a  gross  evasion  of  the  Corn-law.  That 
law  was  working  well  at  present,  but  the 
bill  would  completely  overthrow  its  prin- 
ciple. 

^  The  Earl  of  Ripon  thought  the  objec- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord  more  ingenious 
than  practical.  Cases  quite  opposite  to 
those  which  he  put  might  arise,  and  thus 
one  inconvenience  would  balance  another. 
From  the  evidence  which  had  been  taken, 
it  was  quite  clear  there  was  no  fear  of 
illicit  importation  in  so  bulky  an  article  as 
corn.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  forget 
that  vessels  could  now  provision  themselves 
at  Hamburgh,  the  United  States,  and  else- 
where, which,  by  the  operation  of  this  bill, 
would  be  enabled  to  lay  in  their  stock  as 
cheaply  at  home.  It  appeared  to  him,  that 
the  bill  would  remedy  a  great  inconve- 
nience, and  injure  no  one. 

Lord  Monteagle  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  this  bill  was  founded  on  quite 
an  opposite  principle  to  that  of  the  present 
Corn-law,  and,  in  his  opinion,  on  a  better 
one.  The  greatest  advantage,  however, 
which  he  expected,  would  be  derived  from 
it,  was  steadiness  of  intercourse  with  other 
countries. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 
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MiNBB  AND  C0LLIBRIES.3  Lord  RedeS' 
dak  moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Mines 
and  Cdlieries  Bill. 

The  MarqueiS  of  Londonderry  oppoeed 
the  third  raiding.  The  hill  had,  it  was 
true,  been  much  altered  and  defaced)  it 
waa  but  a  blank  sheet  to  what  it  was  when 
it  came  up  to  them,  but  still  it  was  hurried 
through  in  haste,  and  founded  upon  misre- 

Sresentation,  and  it  would  be  far  better  to 
elay  the  matter  altogether  till  next  Ses- 
sion, and  then  examine  e?idenoe  for  them- 
selves.  To  show  the  haste  with  which  it 
waa  framed,  the  pet  clause  of  his  noble 
Friend,  the  President  of  the  Council, 
enabling  a  Goyemment  inspector  to  in* 
spect  collieries  and  mines  at  all  times,  was 
alieolutely  inoperative.  The  inspector 
might  come,  but  there  was  nothing  to 
compel  the  coaUowner  to  put  him  down 
the  pit,  or  to  carry  on  the  work  of  the  pit 
whilst  he  was  there.  As  a  coal-owner,  he 
should  say  to  any  inftpector, 

''You  may  go  down  the  pit  how  you  can, 
and  whea  you  are  down,  yon  may  remain 
there/' 

He  meant  to  say,  there  was  nothing  to 
compel  the  coal-owner  to  give  any  facili« 
ties,  and  if  the  bill  passed  in  its  present 
shape,  he,  for  one,  should  not  afford  any. 
The  alarm  that  had  been  created,  arose 
from  misrepresentation.  The  report  of 
the  commissioners  was  filled  with  cases  se- 
lected from  the  worst  and  roost  unfavour* 
able  mines,  and  though  the  favourable 
mines  infinitely  exceeded  them  in  number, 
an  impression  unfavourable  to  the  whole 
was  thus  excited  in  the  public  mind.  For 
instance,  the  chief  report  consisted  of  269 
pages— -of  which  there  were  given  to  coal 
mines,  189  pages;  iron,  5;  tin,  copper, 
lead,  sine,  52;  general  observations,  23; 
totsl,  269.  Thus,  more  than  two  thirds  of 
the  whole  report  had  been  lavished  on  the 
coal  question,  which  formed  but  one-sixth 
of  the  number  of  subjects  to  be  enquired 
into.  The  number  of  pages  in  the  chief 
report  devoted  to  each  district  was  as  fol- 
lows: —  Durham  and  Northumberland, 
21  pages ;  Stafford,  6i ;  Salop,  3 ;  War. 
wick,  14 ;  Leicester,  2|  Derby,  llj; 
Oloucesier,  7 ;  Somerset,  2  ;  Cumberland, 
&i ;  Ireland,  11 1  Lancashire  and  Cheshire, 
20 ;  York  (West  Riding),  Sl{ ;  Wales. 
18 ;  Scotland,  27 ;  making  169,  and  ge- 
neral subjects,  110;  the  total  being  269. 
Thus,  out  of  159  pages  devoted  to  specific 
districts,  96  (  are  given  to  bad  ones,  the 
balance  (62^)  being  placed  to  the  good  and 
other  districtSi  21  only  being  appropriated 


to  Durham  and  Northumberland ;  thareby 
swamping  the  unobjectionable  mines  on 
thepleaofpurifying  the  &ulty  ones,  Tha 
report  had  also  eighteen  pages  of  woodeuta» 
exhibiting  the  different  operations  in  mines 
in  reference  to  the  following  districts  :— 
Lancashire  and  Cheshire,  4 ;  West  Riding 
of  York,  4 ;  Gloucester,  1 ;  Wales,  4 ; 
Scotland,  5;  total,  18.  All  relating  to 
the  fiiulty  districts;  not  ooe»  as  a  set*^, 
being  given  for  the  good  ones — those  of 
greater  magnitude  than  the  bad  ones  in 
question.  Thus  the  dark,  the  repulsive, 
picture  of  some  is  made  to  apply  to  all. 
00  much  for  fair  play ;  and  these  things, 
too,  in  the  teeth  of  the  following  passage 
in  the  chief  report,  page  259  :  — 

^That  the  bad  mines  are  not  happily  nume- 
rous, nor  of  great  extent.*' 

Lord  Redeidak  said,  as  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  charge  of  the  bill  was  ceotent 
with  the  clause,  he  should  qot  seek  to 
amend  it.  He  did  not  think  the  noble 
Marquess  would  be  willing  to  brave  the 
inference  which  would  be  drawn  from 
throwing  any  difficulties  in  the  way  of  in- 
spection. 

Lord  Campbell  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  in  his  construction  of  the  clause, 
and  as  he  had  given  iair  notice  of  hia  in- 
tention to  prove  refractory,  it  would  be 
well  for  the  noble  LoKd«  to  re-oonrider  his 
determination.  As  he  thouffht  the  bill  a 
good  one,  he  should  regret  if  it  were  left 
defective  in  this  respect.  He  should^ 
therefore,  suggest  the  insertion  €^  some 
words  which  would  require  the  owners  of 
mines  and  collieries,  or  their  ageutat  to 
furnish,  at  all  reasonable  times,  the  means 
necessary  to  enable  the  inspectors  to  viftit 
and  inspect  the  diffiarent  mines  and  col- 
lieries. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  said» 
that  this  inspection  would,  in  many  in- 
stances, arrest  the  working  of  the  collieries^ 
and  therefore  he  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  provide  some  compensation 
for  any  injury  which  might  be  sustained  in 
that)  respect.  He  had  preferred  pointing 
out  this  defect  to  telling  the  coal-owners  of 
the  north,  and  of  Scotland,  which  he  might 
fairly  have  done,  that  the  bill  was  inona» 
rative,  as  far  as  regarded  the  right  of  in- 
spection. The  supporters  of  the  measore 
ought,  therefore,  give  him  credit  hat  some 
generosity  in  lending  his  aid  towards  its 
amendment.  The  whole  measure  was  an 
evidence  of  party  and  clumsy  legislation. 

Lord  Whamcltffe  said,  his  noUe  Friend 
had  described  the  clause  as  his  pet  clause. 
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He  did  not  see  how  that  could  be,  as  he 
was  oot  the  &therof  the  measure.  He 
would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite,  and  more,  that 
these  words  be  added  to  the  end  €i  the 
clause— 

"  The  owners  and  occupier^  of  such  mines 
and  coIHerieSy  or  their  agents,  are  hereby  re- 
quired to  furnish  the  means  necessary  for  such 
person  or  persons  so  appointed  to  yisit  and  in- 
spect such  mines,  collieries,  buildinffs,  works. 

Lord  Redesdale  had  no  objection  to 
these  words,  as  he  thought  they  would 
render  the  clause  more  perfect. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

fiill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Adjoi|^ned. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  Auguit  1,  1842. 

Hxvurn.]    New  Writ.    Southsmpton,  vUt  Lord  Bnut. 

and  CecQ  Martyn,  Biq.— BellkiC,  J.  Tcnnanti  Kiq.,  and 

W.  JohmtOM*  Esq. 
BfUA    PubUe^-^l"-   CoTcotry  Boundary. 

9*-  Slave  Trade  SuppreHlon ;  Court  of  Chancery  Oflloei  i 

Ouada  Loan  t  SlaTary  (Eait  Indies);  County  Ooum. 

BMnt 

Uiporttd. — Lunacy  I  Bribery  atEleetiooi;  Koclaifnttoal 

Cbrporatiom  Tfeii^  (No.  S)  \  MlUtia  Pay. 

8*>  and  paaad  ^-Dublin  Bomdaiiai  %  Worn  Courti  Mnw 

tfahea  (Dublin). 

JVfiMiib— 9^  Hekfs  Charity  (Lowtni)  Ettatt;  Duke  of 

naddi«ham*tEatatei  Loid  DlaorbHi'k  Eitaltt  Straatl^ 

8*-  and  paMed:— Cnwftud'i  Estate* 
PBTiTTOin  PBBaawTnn.  From  Sidney  Alley.  PleeadiDy, 
and  Coventry  Street,  Hor  Widening  the  new  Street  fiom 
Coventry  Stieet  to  Long  Aere.~Fnm  Hcdbom,  Osfocd 
Street,  end  other  placet,  that  the  New  Streeti  fh»n  Pioea- 
dilly  to  Long  Acre,  and  betwen  Oifoid  Street  and  Hol- 
bom,  nay  be  made  of  a  greater  Width  than  now  propoaed 
by  the  Commlerinoere  of  Woods  and  Forests.-*-From  the 
Members  of  the  Mayo  Grand  Jury,  and  tiie  Governors  of 
the  Mayo  County  Infirmary,  and  the  Memben  of  the 
Mayo  County  Grand  Jury,  i^aloit  vesting  the  oontiol  of 
Medieal  Charities  in  the  Poor-law  CommlsstonenL— From 
Leek,  that  Brewer^  Ceska  may  not  be  distrainaUe  Ibr 
the  lUnt  of  their  Costomers^— From  Rottingdean,  and 
other  places,  gainst  the  Application  of  any  Portiflo  of  the 
Highway  Rates  to  Turnpike  Rates. 

Southampton  Writ — Bribery 
Bill.]  Mr.  Mtickinnon  said,  in  rising  to 
move  for  a  new  writ  for  the  town  of 
Sonthampton,  he  was  induced  to  do  so  in 
consequence  of  the  many  applications  be 
received  on  the  subject.  He  trusted  that 
the  result  of  the  Bribery  Bill  now  before 
the  House  would  be  to  put  an  end  to  that 
corrupt  practice ;  at  least,  no  person  could 
be  more  anxious  for  that  result  than  he. 
He  did  not  ask  for  the  issuing^  of  that 
writ  as  a  favour,  but  as  a  matter  of  jos- 
tiee.     It  would  be  perfectly  right  to  sus- 


pend the  writ  if  the  House  had  before  it 
any  legislative  measure  for  disfranchising 
the  borough,  but  as  no  hon.  Member  had 
given  any  notice  of  motion  with  a  view  to 
that  object,  he  thought  the  House  could 
not  refuse  to  issue  the  writ. 

Mr.  7*.  Buncombe  said,  looking  to  the 
circumstance  that  the  committee  had  ex- 
pressed no  opinion  as  to  whether  the  writ 
should  issue  or  not ;  considering,  also,  thi! 
fact  that  there  was  then  a  bill  pending  id 
that  House  against  bribery  and  treating, 
which  was  to  have  a  retrospective  effect ; 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  chief  object  of 
the  320  persons,  whose  petition  he  had 
presented  to  the  House,  was,  that  the 
writ  should  not  issue  until  some  legisla- 
tive enactment  had  been  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  treating  and  bri- 
bery ;  and  understanding  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  pledged  himself,  as 
far  as  Government  influence  could  avail, 
that  the  measure  should  pass  through  both 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  he  would  with- 
draw his  opposition  to  the  writ  for  South- 
ampton, and  he  hoped  that  the  candi- 
dates, whether  Liberal  or  Conservative, 
would  conduct  themselves  better  than 
they  had  done  on  former  occasions. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  The  hon.  Gentleman  must 
recollect  what  it  was  that  1  stated  the 
other  night,  viz.,  that  I  had  hitherto  sup« 
ported  the  bill,  and  that  I  would  never  be 
a  party,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
the  defeating  a  measure  which  I  bad  sup- 
ported. I  could  not  undertake  to  pro- 
mise that  the  bill  should  pass  through  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  The  bill  met 
with  the  general  concurrence  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
will  receive  their  general  support ;  but  of 
course  I  cannot  answer  for  any  bill  passing 
in  another  place,  or  for  any  alteration 
that  may  be  made  in  it. 

Mr.  V,  Smith  said,  although  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
pledge  himself  that  no  amendments  should 
be  made  in  the  details  of  the  bill,  he 
thought  it  was  important  that  the  House 
should  know  whether  it  was  intended  to 
give  the  Government  support  to  the  retro- 
spective clause  in  the  bill.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  to  that  clause  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  could  hold  out  any  hope  of 
the  other  House  giving  its  assent. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  Perhaps  it  is  hardly  ne- 
cessary for  me  to  qualify  the  statement 
that  the  bill  would  receive  Govefrnnent 
support.  There  is  no  new  oiCence  of  bribery 
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cmted  by  thii  bill,  excepting  with  respect 
lo  head-mooey.  I  apprehend  that,  nnder 
the  existing  law,  if  a  vacancy  take  place, 
and  any  candidate  should  treat,  be  would 
lose  his  seat.  I  recommend  to  the  noble 
Lord  who  framed  the  bill,  that  elections 
after  the  1st  of  July  should  be  subject  to 
the  operation  of  this  bill ;  that  was  to  say, 
supposing  there  would  be  an  allegation  of 
bnbery  with  respect  to  any  election  which 
might  take  place  to-morrow,  then  I  think 
the  new  tribunal  should  have  power  to 
investigate  that  case  as  though  it  had  oc- 
curred before  the  passing  of  the  act,  and 
that  any  election  which  took  place  in  fu- 
ture should  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
that  act.  I  can  give  the  same  assurances 
with  respect  to  this  bill  as  with  respect  to 
any  other  bill  which  received  Government 
support  and  no  more. 
Writ  ordered  to  issue. 

MbTROPOLITAH  lMPROT£lfBNTS.]Lord 

Robert  Orotvenor  rose  to  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  her  Majesty's  Government.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  no  doubt  recollect 
having  had  an  interview  with  certain  Mem- 
bers of  a  society  interesting  itself  in  the 
improvement  of  this  city.  They  expressed 
a  strong  desire  that  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  undertake  a  more  general  and 
better  understood  system  of  metropolitan 
improvement  than  those  isolated  jobs  which 
were  now  from  time  to  time  perpetrated, 
so  that  whatever  was  hereafter  determined 
upon  should  be  done  with  reference  to 
one  comprehensive  design.  The  deputa- 
tion alio  called  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  to  the  circumstance,  that  the 
original  plans  for  making  new  lines  of 
communication  from  Piccadilly  to  Long- 
acre,  and  from  Waterloo-bridge  to  the 
north  of  Londoui  had  been  most  unwisely 
departed  from.  The  right  hon.  Baronet, 
without  ffiving  any  pledge  as  to  the  course 
he  would  take,  expressed  a  general  con- 
currence in  the  sentiments  of  the  deputa- 
tion. I  have  this  evening  presented  to 
the  House  several  petitions,  numerously 
and  most  respectably  signed,  from  the  in- 
habitants  of  those  streets  through  which, 
or  contiguous  to  which,  the  new  lines  of 
communication  are  to  pass,  praying  that 
the  original  plans  may  be  adhered  to;  and 
I  understand  that  similar  petitions  have 
been  presented  in  another  place  by  a  noble 
Earl,  a  Member  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
n,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 


The  questions  that  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  are — 1st,  if  he  can  hold  out 
to  the  petitioners  any  hope  of  their  prayer 
being  complied  wiih ;  secondly,  be  wished 
to  know  whether  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  taken  any  steps  to  obtain  the 
means  of  laying  down  a  well«consideied 
and  comprehensive  plan  of  improvement, 
which  should  embrace  the  health,  the 
convenience,  and  the  decoration  of  the 
metropolis  ^ 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  the  question  of  the 
noble  Lord  involved  two  considerations ; 
first,  whether  it  w^re  not  desirable  to  have 
some  tribunal  that  should  judge  of  the 
plans  for  the  improvement  of  the  metro- 
polis, and  to  provide  better  regulations 
connected  with  the  health  of  the  inhabi- 
tants. Having  himself  been  a  Member  of 
a  committee  connected  with  the  subject, 
he  did  not  think  a  committee  was  the 
best  tribunal  to  decide  such  a  question. 
Of  such  a  committee  the  metropolitan 
Members  usually  formed  a  part,  and  be 
thought  a  better  tribunal  would  be  one 
totally  unconnected  with  those  local  in- 
terests by  which  the  Members  of  the  dif- 
ferent places  must  be  affected.  For  his 
own  part  he  thought  there  could  not  be  a 
better  application  of  public  money  than 
in  these  great  public  improvements.  With 
respect  to  the  other  improvements,  all  he 
could  say  was,  that  formerly  the  proposed 
width  of  the  new  streets  was  sixty  feet;  since 
then,  however,  ithadbeen  proposed  to  make 
them  only  fifty-two  feet.  That  proposi- 
tion had  been  sanctioned  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment and  Parliament;  and  such  being 
the  case,  he  could  not  venture  to  set  aside 
such  an  arrangement. 


RiBBONisM  IK  Ibelakd.]  Mr. 
said,  he  wished  to  put  certain  questions  to 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
relative  to  the  very  remarkable  evidence 
given  by  an  approver,  of  the  name  of 
Hagan,  at  the  last  assizes  for  Armagh.  It 
appeared  from  a  report  which  appeared  in 
a  public  newspaper,  that  the  approver 
stated  that  he  went  about  administering 
unlawful  oaths,  and  making  Ribbonmeo 
by  the  hundred,  with  Ube  knowledge 
of  the  police  and  certain  magistrates. 
The  report  stated : — 

^The  first  I  spoke  to  about  Ribbonisa» 
after  I  wss  'necked/  was  constable  Johnston, 
and  I  told  him  to  go  for  the  Provost  of  Slifo, 
which  he  did.  When  I  bad  conferred  with 
that  gentleman,  I  wss  let  out  on  heavy  bail. 
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After  that  I  attended  meetings^  made  pass- 
words, Ribbonmen,  and  all  that.  I  made 
Ribbonmen  by  the  hundreds.  The  police 
knew  that  was  the  business  I  went  on.  I  was 
'out'  from  September  till  February.  I  did 
not  expect  to  be  wanted  by  the  police  till 
about  Patrick's  Day — till  the  assizes  time. 
When  I  returned,  I  told  them  about  the  meet- 
ings. By  the  word  '  them,'  I  mean  Mr.  Faw- 
cett.  Provost  of  Sligo,  and  the  magistrates. 
While  I  was  out  of  gaol,  I  concocted  about 
sixty-six  Ribbon  papers,  and  scattered  them 
about  as  well  as  I  could.  The  magistrates 
knew  all  this.  During  the  time  I  wrote  se- 
Teral  letters  to  people,  and  got  answers.  I 
took  the  oath  of  the  society  once,  twice,  thrice, 
four  times — aye,  fourteen  times — I  had  no 
further  to  go,  or  I  would  have  sworn  more,  I 
am  this  moment  breaking  them  all.  I  get  my 
support  from  the  Government.  My  con- 
science stretches  sometimes.  During  the  six 
months  I  was  out  I  was  as  busy  as  ever  at  the 
*  old  trade.' " 

Now  he  believed  that  to  be  a  correct  re- 
port, and  he  now  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  whether  he  believed  the 
report  of  the  evidence  of  the  approver  to 
be  correct— whether  be  had  seen  any  re- 
port of  the  trial,  on  the  authenticity  of 
which  he  could  rely — whether  he  believed 
that  Hagan  stated  he  had  been  employed 
by  the  police  in  the  way  mentioned  in  his 
evidence — whether  the  magistrates  were 
aware  that  the  approver,  after  he  had 
first  given  his  evidence  before  them,  went 
among  the  people  administering  illegal 
oaths  to  them ;  and,  finally  whether  the 
Government  had  been  officially  informed 
of  the  course  of  proceeding  adopted  by 
the  magistrates  ? 

Lord  Eliot  was  not  then  able  satisfac- 
torily to  answer  the  questions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  tnew  nothing  more 
of  the  facts  of  the  case  than  appeared  in 
the  public  prints.  He  was  aware  that  an 
approver  of  the  name  of  Hagan  had  been 
in  confinement  for  some  time,  and  that  he 
had  made  communications  which  had  led 
to  the  apprehension  of  certain  individuals. 
He  was  not  aware  that  the  approver  had 
been  emploved  by  the  police  or  the  magis- 
trates to  administer  unlawful  oaths,  after 
he  had  given  his  evidence.  He  believed 
that  crimes  arising  out  of  secret  societies 
could  be  proceeded  against  only  upon  the 
evidence  of  an  approver ;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  should  express  his  conviction, 
that  the  employment  of  an  approver  in 
the  way  stated  (if  the  report  were  correct) 
was  certainly  objectionable.  He  must  re- 
peat, however,  that  his  only  knowledge  of 
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the  circumstances  of  the  trial  was  derived 
from  a  perusal  of  the  newspaper  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred. 
He  would  write  and  obtain  more  accurate 
information  on  the  subject  which  he  should 
be  ready  to  communicate  to  the  House. 

Meeting  at  Deptford — Dr. 
M'DouALL— The  Police.]  Mr.  T.  S, 
Duncombe  rose  to  move,  pursuant  to 
notice, 

''  That  the  petitions  of  Peter  Murray 
M'Douall,  and  of  the  chairman  of  a  meeting 
of  inhabitants  of  Deptford  (presented  29th 
July),  complaining  of  his  arrest,  and  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  in  pre- 
venting a  public  meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Deptford,  on  the  26th  day  of  July  last,  be  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  and  that  the  said 
committee  do  report  their  opinion  thereupon 
to  the  House." 

In  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
and  the  Government  to  this  subject,  he 
thought  he  should  be  enabled  to  prove 
that  a  serious  violation  of  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  had  been  committed  by  the 
metropolitan  police,  sanctioned  by  the 
magistrates,  and  that  the  doctrine  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  in  regard  to 
the  power  of  constables  in  preventing  pub- 
lic meetings,  was  contrary  to  the  Taw  of 
the  country.  He  believed,  also,  that  in 
asking  the  House  to  consent  to  the  mo- 
tion, he  should  be  able  to  show  that  there 
was  sufficient  precedent  for  the  inquiry.  It 
appeared  that  the  public  had  been  invited 
to  hear  a  lecture,  to  be  delivered  by  Mr.  G. 
Thompson,  in  a  dissenting  chapel  at  Dept- 
ford. The  meeting  took  place.  Dr.M'Douali 
arrived,  and  found  that  a  chairman  had 
not  been  appointed,  and  he  retired  to  a 
neighbouring  house.  When  he  returned, 
he  found  that  some  disturbance  had  taken 
place,  in  consequence  of  a  gentleman  in 
the  gallery  having  made  some  objection 
relative  to  the  appointment  of  a  chairman, 
and  expressed  his  wish  that  there  should 
be  a  free  discussion.  It  appeared  that  the 
persons  connected  with  the  chapel  had 
sent  for  the  police,  who  arrived ;  but,  as 
had  been  stated  by  one  of  the  witnesses, 
instead  of  allaying  they  had  increased  the 
disturbance.  Dr.  M'Douall,  it  appeared, 
had  sent  a  message  to  the  proprietors  of 
the  chapel,  desiring  to  know  if  the  presence 
of  himself  and  his  friends  would  be  ob* 
jected  to,  and  whether  the  discussion  was 
to  be  an  open  one.  Dr.  M'Douall  saidf 
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'  Mf  I  do  come,  I  think  !  can  put  an  end  to 
the  distarbance.*'    When  he  arrived,  how- 
ever, the  disturbance  was  over,  the  lecture 
hsvd  concluded,  and  it  was  then  proposed 
to  adjourn  to  a  place  called  the  Broadway, 
where  the  inhabitants  of  Deptford  were  in 
the  habit  of  meeting.     To  that  place  Dr. 
M'Douall  and  another  person  connected 
with  the  proprietor  of  the  chapel  went. 
He  stated  this  to  show  that  no  objection 
had  been  taken   to  the  conduct  of  Dr. 
M'Douall  in   the  chapeL     Now,  in  the 
Broadway  there  was  a  pump,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  there  was  nothing  nnconsti- 
tutional  in  mounting  a  pump  to  address 
the  people.    Dr.  M'Douall  had  addressed 
the  meeting  for  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour, 
when  be  was  interrupted  by  a  party  of  the 
police.     He  was  arguing,  at  the  time  the 
police  interfered,  in  favour  of  free  discus* 
sioo.  He  was  stating  that  a  hearing  should 
be  given  to  every  man,  whether  archbishop 
or  chimney-sweeper,  landlord  or  labourer, 
shopkeeper  or  scavenger.  When  asked  by 
the  magistrate  as  to  the  language  used  by 
Dr.  M'Douall,  the  policeman  (Mallalieu) 
said  he  heard  him  usethe  words — 

•*  The  tyrant  aristocracy  of  the  country,  who 
are  trampling  on  the  rights  of  the  poor." 

That  was  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
account  given  by  Dr.  M'Douall  himself. 
Dr.  M'Douall  stated  thut  Mallalieu,  the 
policeman,  said  to  him, 

^  Come  down,  or  I  will  knock  you  down ; 
ou  are  holding  an  unlawful  and  illegal  meet- 
Dg,  and  using  exciting  language." 

Dr.  M'Douall  asked  him  by  what  ao* 
thority  he  was  interrupting  a  meeting 
which  was  assembled  peaceably,  and 
would  disperse  peaceably.    Mallalieu  said. 

^I  hold  no  conversation  with  you;— you 
must  come  down ;" 

And  he  was  then  pulled  down  by  two 

{olicemen,  and  desired  to  leave  the  place, 
t  should  be  recollected  that  at  this  time 
Dr.  M'Douall  was  under  recognizances  of 
600/.,  in  consequence  of  an  indictment  for 
sedition  two  or  three  years  ago,  and  that  he 
was  little  likely,  therefore,  to  say  or  do  any- 
thing to  excite  a  breach  of  the  peace.  The 
inspector,  when  he  offered  to  disperse  the 
meeting,  tolJ  him  to  go  away,  pointing 
out  to  htm  the  way  he  should  go.  Dr. 
M'Douall,^ 

"That  is  not  my  way  ;  my  way  is  towards 
London,  and  that  is  the  way  to  Greenwich." 

on   which  he  was   arrested  bv    the 
and   taken   to  (he  station-house. 


f. 


What  was  the  treatment  which  he  ezpe* 
rienced  there?  In  the  first  place,  good 
bail  was  offered  and  refused.  One  of  the 
bail  offered  was  a  trustee  of  the  chapel« 
and  the  other  a  Corn-law  lecturer,  who 
were  the  parties,  if  any,  that  had  been 
injured  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Char- 
tists.    But  the  reply  was 

^  If  you  will  lay  me  down  1,000  guineas  I 
won't  let  him  go," 

And  giving  as  a  reason,  that  the  town 
was  excited.     The  gentlemen  offered  to 
take  him  three  or  four  miles  out  of  town 
in  their  own  carriage,  but  nothing  would 
satisfy  the  policeman,  and  Dr.  M^Doaall 
was  left  all  night,  and  nntil  eleven  o'clock 
on  Wednesday  in  the  station-house,  which 
had  in  it  an  offensive  privy,  an  onglaaed 
window,  and  which  was  full  of  vermin. 
Here  he  was  denied  the  use  of  bedding ; 
his  property  was  taken  from  him,  and  all 
communication  with  his  friends  was  re* 
fused.     No  common  felon,  no  murderer, 
no  miscreant,  could  possibly  have  been 
treated  worse  than  this  individual,  who 
was  attending,  as  he  was  prepared    to 
show  the  House,  a  meeting  lawfully  as* 
sembled.      Dr.  M'Douall  requested  that 
he  might  be  allowed  to  communicate  with 
his  friends  previously  to  appearing  before 
the  magistrates,  in  order  to  prepare  evi- 
dence that  the  meeting  was  not  unlawful, 
but  he  was  told  that  no  interview  would 
be  allowed,  except  in  the  presence  of  a 
policeman.    Was  it  fitting  that  those  po- 
licemen,  who  were  to  be  his  accusers, 
should  know  what  was  to  be  his  line  of 
defence?     The  next  day  he  was  called 
before  the  magistrates,  and  who  appeared 
as  witnesses  agaCst  him?    MThy,  these 
very  policemen ;  not  a  single  inhabitant  of 
Deptford  came  forward  to  state  that  there 
had  been  anything  like  a  breach  of  the 
peace.    There  was  no  person  but  the  po- 
licemen to  uphold  such  a  statement,  who 
were  interested  in  procuring  a  conviction. 
If  any  breach  of  the  peace  was  connitted, 
it  was  on  the  part  of  the  police,  and  bo 
one  else.    Now  what,  he  would  ask,  had 
been    the  conduct  of  the  inspector  when 
before  the  magistrate  ?     In  his  opinion  it 
had  been   most  improper  and   indecent. 
He  had  called  the  partiea  who  aurrounded 
Dr.  M'Douall  "  the  scum  of  the  parish.* 
Had  the  magistrate  rebnked  this  Malla- 
lieu ?    The  report  said, 

I     "Mr.  Jeremy:— Oh,  Mr.  Mallalteu,  yoo 
I  should  not  make  use  of  such  tauguage.     Ur. 
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M*Douall:  Did  you  fear  that  scunii  as  you  call 
it?  Mr.  Mallalieu:  Am  I  to  answer  that 
question  ?    This  may  go  on  all  day.** 

Here  the  magistrate  called  the  police, 
inan  to  ovder^  and  laid, 

*'  Then  it  must  go  on  all  da>»  or  for  seve- 
ral days ; — the  line  of  cross-examination  seems 
to  be  a  fair  one." 

The  evidence  went  on  thus: — 

*'  Cross-examination.  During  the  course  of 
the  evening,  bail  was  offered.  I  refused  it. 
The  person  who  offered  bail  offered  to  escort 
you  a  considerable  way  home.  I  refused  it 
on  ray  own  responsibility.  I  said  that,  in  the 
excited  state  of  the  town,  I  could  not  discharge 
yott.  There  was  no  damage  done  to  property 
or  person  in  Deptford,  that  I  know  of,  last 
night.  Two  persons  offered  bail.  I  should 
have  taken  it  under  ordinary  circumstances. 
One  said  he  offered  it  from  respect  to  your 
principles,  and  another  because  he  thought  you 
a  well-meaning  man.  Bail  was  first  offered 
abOBt  ten  o'clock.'' 

As  toon  as  the  examination  of  the  po- 
liceman was  concluded.  Dr.  M'Douall 
mid: — 

**  I  will  summoD  twenty  witnesses  to  prove 
that  there  was  no  riot,  nor  the  apprehension 
of  a  riot"  but  the  magistrate  replied,  ''You 
may  call  2,000  people,  if  you  will." 

So  it  appeared  evidence  could  not 
affect  the  magistrate,  who  expressed  his 
Opinion  that  Dr.  M*DoualI  had  created 
a  disturbance  in  the  chapel,  and  then 
bound  the  accused  over,  himself  in  50/., 
and  two  sureties  in  Q5L  each.  After  that 
Dr.  M'Douall  asked  Mallalieu  for  a  copy 
of  the  charge,  which  was  refused.  Dr. 
M'Douall  then  applied  to  Mr.  Jeremy, 
wbo  said  he  might  have  a  copy,  and  told 
Dr.  M'Douall  to  say  that  he  (Mr.  Jeremy) 
bad  ordered  it.  Dr.  M'Douall  then  re- 
turned to  Mallalieu,  who  said,  '*  I  don't 
care  what  the  magistrate  says,''  and  still 
refused  a  copy  of  the  charge,  and  Dr. 
M'Douall  had  been  unable  to  obtain  it,  so 
he  bad  not  been  able  to  insert  it  in  his 
petition.  The  inhabitants  of  Deptford 
met  the  following  evenhug  to  the  number 
of  4,000,  and  agreed  to  the  petition,  com- 
plaining that  the  constitution  had  been 
violated.  Now  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  such  an  act  as  this  would  not  have  been 
perpetrated  in  the  worst  days  of  Sidmoath 
and  of  Castlereagh,and  that  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Six  Acts  there  had  not  bet  n 
so  flagrant  a  violation  of  the  liberty  of  the 
sobjert  as  had  been  committed  at  this 
Deptford  meeting.  He  maintained  it  was 
not  law,  nov  any  thing  like  law,  and  he 


had  the  authority  of  the  most  eminent 
lawyers  to  support  him  in  that  view. 
What  was  the  law  as  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Justice  Bailey  at  the  trial  of  Mr.  Hunt  at 
York?— 

"  On  the  subject  of  unlawful  assemblies  " 
(said  Mr.  Justice  Bailey)  "  he  would  quote 
what  Mr.  Sergeant  Haivkins  (perhaps  the  best 
writer  on  the  question)  stated,  as  necessarily 
constituting  an  unlawful  assembly.  He  said, 
'  any  meeting  whatever  of  a  great  number  of 
people,  with  such  circumstances  of  terror  as 
cannot  but  endanger  the  public  peace,  and 
raise  fears  and  jealousies  among  the  King's 
subjects,  seems  properly  to  be  called  an  un- 
lawful assembly;  where,  for  instance,  those 
great  numbers  having  some  grievance  to  com- 
plain of,  met  armed  together  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  the  best  way  of  ridding  them- 
selves of  that  grievance ;  because,  under  these 
circumstances,  no  one  can  say  what  may  be 
the  event  of  such  a  meeting.'  Mr.  Sergeant 
Hawkins's  opinion  then  was,  'that  a  great 
number  of  people  meeting  under  such  cir- 
cumstances as  cannot  but  endanger  the  public 
peace,  and  raise  fears  and  jealousies  among 
the  king's  subjects,  was  an  unlawful  assembly.* 
He  (Mr.  Justice  Bailey),  therefore,  had  no 
difficulty  in  stating  that  in  all  cases  of  unlawful 
assembly,  they  were  to  look  to  the  purpose  for 
which  the  people  met,  the  manner  in  which 
they  came,  and  the  means  which  they  were 
using  to  effect  their  proposed  object." 

He  wanted  to  know  whether  there  was 
anything  illegal  in  the  meeting  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Deptford ;  anything  illegal 
io  the  object  for  which  they  met ;  anything 
illegal  in  the  meeting  itself?  Unless  this 
could  be  shown,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
justify  the  conduct  of  the  police.  If  the 
doctrine  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  with  respect  to  the  interference 
of  constables  were  right,  he  wanted  to 
know  what  was  the  use  of  the  Six  Acts  ? 
If  the  constables  really  had  the  power 
which  the  right  boo.  Baronet  wished  to 
give  them,  what  was  the  use  of  the  Sedi- 
tious Meetings  Bill — a  Bill  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  to  his  honour  and 
credit  opposed  in  1819?  What  was 
Lord  Sidmouih's  excuse  for  that  bill  ! 
On  introducing  it  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  Lord  Sid  mouth  said : — 

"He  could  not  better  describe  the  evil 
which  it  was  the  object  of  the  bill  to  prevent, 
than  by  referring  to  the  words  of  its  preamble, 
which  stated  that '  in  divers  parts  of  this  king- 
dom, auemblies  of  large  numbers  of  persons 
collected  from  various  parishes  and  dis- 
tricts,  under  the  pretest  of  deliberating  upon 
public  grievances,  and  of  agreeing  on  petitions, 
complaints,  remonstrances,  declarations,  reso- 
lutions, or  addresses,  upon  the  subject  thereof  , 
•2  G  U 
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have  of  late  been  held,  id  disturbance  of  the 
public  peace,  to  the  great  terror  and  danger  of 
his  Majesty's  loyal  and  peaceable  subjects,  and 
in  a  manner  noanifestly  tending  to  produce 
confusion  and  calamities  in  the  nation.'  A$« 
Burning,  therefore,  the  danger,  they  would  have 
to  inquire  what  regulations  were  necessary, 
and  whether  the  provisions  of  this  bill  were  ca- 
pable of  answering  the  end  proposed.  Those 
who  had  inquired  into  the  state  of  the  existing 
laws  on  this  subject,  were  satisfied  that  there 
were  many  dangerous  features  in  the  meetings 
referred  to,  for  which  no  remedy  could  at  pre- 
sent be  found.  The  existing  law  did  not  pre- 
scribe any  mode  of  giving  notice  or  superin- 
tendence by  magistrates.  It  in  no  way  regu- 
lated the  manner  of  attending  meetings.  It 
did  not  prohibit  going  to  meetings  in  military 
array,  or  carrying  to  them  weapons.  It  did 
not  prevent  simultaneous  meetings,  nor  the 
continuance  of  meetings  by  adjournment.  It 
did  not  prevent  assembling  with  flags  and 
banners  If  seditious  or  treasonable  lan- 
guage were  spoken,  it  did  not,  besides  em- 
powering a  magistrate  to  order  the  person 
offending  into  custody,  also  enable  him,  in 
case  of  resistance,  to  declare  the  meeting 
illegal;  it  did  not  provide  against  a  great 
abuse,  the  evil  effects  of  which  had  been  ex- 
tensively experienced,  namely,  that  when  the 
inhabitants  of  a  particular  town  or  district 
were  summoned  to  a  meeting,  so  many 
strangers  attended,  that  the  majority  of  the 
meeting  did  not  consist  of  such  inhabitants. 
Neither  did  it  provide  against  the  most  per- 
nicious practice  of  itinerant  orators  attending 
public  meetings,  and  collecting  vast  multitudes 
to  hear  their  harangues.  Now  their  Lordships 
would  find  that  all  these  great  evils,  for  which 
the  existing  law  had  no  remedy,  were  pro- 
Tided  against  by  this  bill.** 

Such  were  the  grounds  upon  which 
Lord  Sidmouth  defended  the  Seditions 
Meetings  Bill  in  1819.  According  to  the 
doctrine  of  the  present  day,  any  constable 
or  police  oflficer  might  go  to  any  meeting 
and  disperse  it  according  to  his  will  and 
pleasure,  knowing  that  his  conduct  would 
be  supported  by  the  magistrates,  and  the 
ina;!istrat<'S,  in  their  turn,  would  be  sup- 
ported by  the  Home  Department.  That 
was  the  new  doctrine  of  the  present  day. 
Rather  than  that  such  a  doctrine  should 
continue  to  obtain,  he  said  it  would  be 
better  10  revive  the  Seditious  Meetings 
Bill.  Anything  in  the  shape  of  a  definite 
and  positive  iaw  would  be  better  than  that 
the  sacred  light  of  the  people  should  be 
left  at  the  discretion  of  such  inferior  offi- 
cers as  parish  constables  or  oflRcers  of 
police.  He  had  stated  that  he  could  gi?e 
precedents  for  the  inquiry  which  he  pro- 
''^ed  in  this  instance  to  ioslitute*     He 
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might  mention  two — first,  the  inquirj 
granted  bv  Lord  Althorp  into  the  cooduct 
of  the  police  at  the  meeting  in  Cold  bath- 
fields,  00  the  1 1th  of  Jaly,  1833,  when 
one  or  two  policemen  were  killed ;  and, 
secondly,  the  inquiry  granted  npoD  the 
motion  of  Mr.  Cobbett  into  the  conduct 
of  the  police,  who  were  charged  with  hav- 
ing acted  as  spies.  In  the  first  instance  it 
was  said  that  no  disturbance  would  have 
taken  place  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
interference  of  the  police  themselves.  The 
dispersion  of  the  meeting  at  Coldbath* 
fields  created  a  very  strong  sensation  at 
the  time,  and  many  petitions  were  pre- 
sented praying  for  inquiry.  What  did 
Lord  Althorp  do  ?  Why  he  came  down 
to  the  House  and  moved,  himself,  for  a 
select  committee  to  inquire  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  police  in  dispersing  the  meet- 
ing. The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
Graham)  being  at  that  time  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  agreed  to  the  inquiry  so 
proposed  by  Lord  Althorp,  and  the  only 
individual  who  objected  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  committee  was  the  right  hoa. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Kent  (Sir  Edward 
Knatchbull).  What  was  Lord  Althorp*s 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  objec- 
tion 7    Lord  Althorp 


"  He  believed  the  poliee  force  bad  ooa- 
ducted  themselves  with  propriety  since  their 
establishment.** 

But  he  said— 

^  I  apprehend  that  every  man  who  knows 
what  the  constitution  of  that  force  is,  must 
admit  that  it  is  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  which  ought  to  be  watched 
closely.  It  is  upon  this  ground,  and  knowinr 
that  a  strong  sensation  (as  Mr.  Hume  asserted) 
exists  in  the  public  mind  upon  this  subjcctt 
that  we  think  it  right  that  the  public  should 
have  the  satisfaction  of  an  inquiry  before  a 
committee  of  this  House." 

So  the  committee  was  appointed,  and 
thus  he  bad  afforded  a  direct  precedent 
for  the  inquiry  he  proposed  to  institate  io 
the  present  instance.  He  hoped  he  shoaM 
not  be  told,  as  he  was  the  other  night*  that 
any  inquiry  into  the  matter  would  be  an 
interference  with  the  prerogatife  of  the 
Crown.  He  maintained  that  these  peti- 
tioners had  very  great  reaaoo  to  comfrfaia* 
They  had  submitted  their  conplaiat  in  a 
▼ery  respectful  and  becomiog  laogvage, 
and  it  now  became  the  daty  of  the  Home 
to  institute  the  inquiry  which  was  pfajpad 
for.    He  believed  that  af ery  ooe  of  iha 
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allegations  set  forth  in  the  petitions  could 
be  proved  to  the  very  letter.  If  the  com- 
mittee were  granted,  respectable  persons 
would  come  forward  and  state  that  nothing 
could  be  more  monstrous,  tyrannical,  and 
oppressive  than  the  conduct  of  the  police, 
whilst  nothing  could  be  more  peaceable 
than  the  conduct  of  the  people  who  were 
assembled.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
think  that  the  law  would  support  him  in 
the  license  he  extended  to  policemen  and 
constables,  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
such  was  the  law.  He  believed  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  encouraging  the 
constabulary  to  exceed  their  legitimate 
power.  Under  all  the  circumstances  he 
hoped  he  had  made  out  a  primd  facie 
case  for  inquiry,  and  that  the  House  would 
support  him  in  the  motion  which  he  begged 
to  offer  to  its  adoption. 

Sir  James  Graham :  I  am  sorry  that  it 
will  be  necessary  for  me  to  detain  the 
House  for  a  short  time,  whilst  I  state  the 
grounds  upon  which  I  shall  resist  the  mo- 
tion just  proposed.  Relying  upon  the  in- 
formation which  1  have  received  from  Mr. 
Jeremy,  the  magistrate  before  whom  the 
case  was  heard,  I  shall  confine  myself 
strictly  to  a  statement  of  facts.  The  most 
important  point  to  bring  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  is  the  character  of  the 
meeting  itself.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  has  repeatedly  called  it  a  peace- 
able meeting.  I  will  state  what  are  the 
facts  of  the  case  with  respect  to  the  meet- 
ing in  the  chapel,  which  was  the  origin  of 
the  assembly*  and  of  which  the  subsequent 
meeting  in  the  Broadway  was  only  a  con- 
tinuance. I  held  in  my  hand  the  original 
summons  for  the  meeting,  in  which  it  is 
described  as  a  meeting  to  be  held  in  the 
dissenting  chapel  at  Deptford,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  hearing  a  lecture  by  an  Anti- Corn- 
law  delegate  against  the  Corn-laws.  The 
clergyman  of  the  chapel,  and  the  trustees, 
were  parties  to  that  summons ;  and  it  ap. 
peered  that  they  had  invited  a  person 
named  Thompson,  one  of  the  paid  lecturers 
of  the  Anti-Com-law  league^  to  attend  on 
the  occasion,  and  deliver  a  lecture.  I  have 
not  one  word  to  say  with  respect  to  the 
known  respectability  of  the  clergyman  and 
trustees ;  although  I  may  entertain  an  opi- 
nion of  my  own,  that  it  is  unfortunate  that 
a  chapel  should  be  selected  as  the  place  of 
meeting  for  such  a  purpose  as  that  set  forth 
in  the  summons  under  which  the  assembly 
was  convened.  I  am  not  disposed,  how- 
U  to  la7  any  stress  upon  that  point 


Almost  immediately  after  the  meeting  com- 
menced, the  influx  of  persons  became  very 
great.     As  I  have  stated,  the  original  in- 
tention of  the  meeting  was  that  it  should 
be  an  Anti-Com-law  meeting.     However, 
a  large  influx  of  strangers  partaking  of  the 
opinions  of  the  Chartists,  took  place,  and 
immediately  upon  their  arrival  at  the  chapel 
the  utmost  confusion  arose.     A  wish  was 
expressed  by  the  Chartists  that  the  clergy, 
man  and  trustees  who  occupied  the  plat- 
form should  not  be  allowed  to  preside,  and 
that  a  labouring  man  should  be  placed  in 
the  chair.      I  am  tuld  that  a  scene  of  the 
utmost   violence  and  confusion    instantly 
arose ;  that  a  rush  was  made  to  the  plat- 
form to  displace  the  clergyman  and   the 
trustees;  that   Dr.   M*Doui^ll    took  part 
with  the  Chartists,  and  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain a  hearing;  that  the  tumult  which  en- 
sued baffled  all  description ;  that  the  men 
shouted  with  rage,  the  women  fainted  with 
alarm ;  that  in  the  midst  of  this  uproar  one 
of  the  trustees  escaped  from  the  chapel,  and 
sought  the  aid  of  the  police ;  that  the  mo- 
ment the  police  appeared  there  was  a  shout 
from  one  of  the  rival  parties  in  the  chapel  to 
attack  the  police,  to  beat  them,  to  serve  them 
as  they  had  lately  been  served  at  Kentish 
town;  that  astruggle  ensued  which  lasted  for 
some  minutes ;  that  the  chapel  was  eventu- 
ally cleared  -,  that  Dr.  M'Douall  (and  this 
is  an  important  part  of  the  case),  finding 
the  chapel  no  longer  tenable,  declared  that 
he  would  have  a  meeting  in  the  open  air ; 
that  he  immediately  set  forth  for  that  pur. 
pose ;  that  a  large  multitude  followed  him 
(constituting  a  continuance  of  the  riotous 
meeting  in  the  chapel)  ;  that  the  utmost 
tumult  and  confusion  prevailed  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  procession,  until  at  length 
the  doctor  reached  the  public  rostrum  of 
Deptford,  the  parish  pump,  from  the  summit 
of  which  he  addressed  the  throng ;  that  the 
excitement  at  this  moment  was  extreme, 
and  the  alarm  of  the  inhabitants  very  great ; 
that  the  crowd  occupied  not  only  the  Broad- 
wav,  but  the  whole  of  the  public  road  and 
footpath,  causing  a  complete  obstruction ; 
that  the  evening  was  far  advanced ;  that 
darkness   was  rapidly  approaching;   that 
the    meeting  was    tumultuous,    and   the 
language   held   by  the   doctor  extremely 
violent.      Under  these   circumstances,    it 
appeared   to    the   superintendent   of   the 
police  to  be  indispensable  that  the  meet- 
ing should  be  dispersed.     He  accordingly 
entreated   Dr.  M'DouaU    to   discontinue 
his  speech,  in    order   that  the  multitude 
might   quietly  disperse.     Dr.  M'Douall 
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refund  to  cease  addressing  the  people.   The 
ioperintendenC  told  him^  that  if  he  pene* 
▼ered,  it  would  be  his  dutj  to  compel  him 
to  desist.     Upon  hearing  this,  the  doctor 
consented  to  come  down^  and  an  offer  was  ' 
made  to  him  by  the  superintendent  to 
make  a  clear  passage  through  the  multi- 
tude for  him^  if  he  would  go  home.     This 
Dr.  M'Douall  positively  refused  to  do,  and 
then  it  was  that  the  police  took  him  into 
custody.     He  was  no  sooner  arrested,  than 
a  violent  attempt  was  madie  to  rescue  him.  ' 
Threatening  language  was    held   to    the 
police*  blows  were  exchanged,  and  three  or 
four  other  persons  were  arrested.     Under 
these  circumstances,    Dr.   M'Douall  was 
conveyed  to  the  station-house.     It  is  quite  ' 
true,  that  the  oifer  made  by  a  friend  to 
hail  him,  was  refused  by  the  superintend- 
ent.    Dr.  M'Douall,  in  his  petition  to  that 
House,   complained  of  the  unpleasantries 
to  which  he  was  subjected  in  his  confine- 
ment.    It  appeared,  however^  that  a  dis- 
tinct off*er  was  made  to  have  other  accom- 
modation provided  for  him.     A nything  that 
he  could  reasonably  require  in  the  way  of 
accommodation  was  offered  to  him ;  but  he 
positively  refused  to  have  anything  beyond 
what  the  station-house  afforded .     The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Thomas  Doncombe)  has 
stated  what  had  taken  place  when  Dr. 
M'Douail   was    brought    up  for  hearing 
before  the  magistrate ;   and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen relied  principally  upon   the   fact, 
that  none  but  poUoenien  were  heard   to 
substantiate  the  chai^  against  the  doctor. 
I  will  not  trouble  the  House  further  upon 
that  point  than  to  read  what  actually  took 
place  before  the  magistrate.      The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  t£it  there  had  been  a 
difficulty  in  ascertaining  what  the  chai^ 
was,  upon  which  Dr.  NrDouall  was  taken 
into  custody.     The  charge  was  in  these 
torms:— 

**  Dr.  M'Douall  was  charged  with  causing  a 
great  number  of  disotderiy  persons  to  assein* 
ble  in  the  public  place  called  the  Broadway, 
in  the  parish  or  St.  Paul's,  Deptford,  and 
addressing  them  in  language  of  a  violent  and 
inflammatory  nature,  tending  to  cause  a  fur- 
ther breach  of  the  peace  ** 

The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  Dun- 
combe)  said,  that  the  testimony  of  the 
police  was  not  to  be  relied  upon.  I  admit, 
that  I  do  not  place  so  much  reliance  upon 
the  testimony  of  Mallalieu,  who  is  respon- 
sible for  refusing  to  bail  the  doctor.  I  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  then  read  the  whole  of 
the  evidence  given  before  Uie  magistrate, 
including  that  of  the  polioeiaen  and  of  a 


watdimaker,  who,  he  contended, 
perfectly  impartial  witness  of  the  whole 
proceedings.     From  this  evidenoa,  it  ap» 
peared,  that  the  meeting  was  of  a  very 
tumultuous  and  disorderly  character,  ere* 
ating  a  great  deal  of  excitement  and  alarm 
in  the  minds  of  the  inhabitants,  and  a 
total  obstruction  of  the  highway .^     Under 
these  circumstances,  1  think  it   was  the 
duty  of  the  constables  to  disperse  the  meet- 
ing before  it  became  dark,  and  that  thej 
did  not  exercise  an  unsound  diacretion  in 
so  doing.     With  respect  to  the  character  of 
Dr.  M'Douall,  it  is  true,  as  the  bon.  Gen* 
tleman  has  intimated,  that  this  is  not  the 
first  time,  that  he  has  been  present  at  riot- 
ous and  unlawful  meetings.     It  appears, 
that  in  August,   1839,  he  was  tried  at 
Chester,  for  raising  a  tumultuotis  meeting, 
and  sentenced  to  a  term  of  imprisonment. 
In  the  present  instance^  it  would  seem  that 
Dr.  M'Douall  did  not  complain  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  was  treated  by  the  magis- 
trate.    On  the  contrary,  he  expressed  his 
thanks  to  Mr.  Jeremy  fbr  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  disposed  of  the  ease.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  would  lead  the  House  to 
infer  that  some  novel  course  has  been  taken 
in  respect  to  this  Dr.  M'Doaall.     Bui  I 
state  distinctly  that  no  new  power  has  been 
given  to  the  constables.     The  law  in  that 
respect  has  not  been  dianged  or  alteied  fay 
the  present  Government     No  oidefa  oif 
any  kind  have  been  given  to  the  oonatahleaof 
the  police  force  different  from  thcae  under 
which  that  body  has  acted  from  the  fint 
moment  of  its  establishment.     If  any  iU^ 
gal  act  be  committed  by  any  one  of  the 
constables,  redress  is  open  to  the  party  in- 
jured.    But  it  is  not  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  interfere  in  such  oanra 
The  House  of  Commons  may  alter  the  law 
when  it  appeaxa  neoeasary  to  do  ao ;  hot  it 
is  no  part  of  its  duty,  no  part  of  its  pra^ 
function,  to  interfere  in  the  adnuniatration 
of  the  law.    I  am  net,  by  any  means^  pre* 
pared  to  say,  that  great  and  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances miffht  not  arise  in  which  it 
would  become  the  duty  of  that  Rouse,  aa 
the  gland  inquest  of  the  nation,  to  inadtate 
inquiry  ;   but    I  maintain,  that  there  ia 
nothing  in   the  present  case  that  wooM 
warrant  such  an  interference.     There  ia 
no  analogy  between  the  present  case  and 
that  of  the  disturbance  at  Cold  Bath-ieUa, 
in  1833,  and  the  much  more  aerioua  nob 
at  Manchester,  in  1819.    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  ^e  power  eaerciaed  by  the 
police  ought  to  he  doaelywatdwd.  Idonot 
deny  it;  I  adaitythat  apowcranohaallHl 
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entrusted  to  the  police  ought  to  be  closely 
watched.  The  discussion  in  which  the  House 
is  engaged  is  a  proof  that  their  conduct  is 
scrutinized  with  a  Jealous  eye.  I  will  not 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into  the  ab- 
stract question  of  the  right  of  constables  to 
interfere.  I  admit,  that  that  right  must 
be  wholly  dependant  upon  time  and  cir. 
cumstance.  It  is,  I  believe^  quite  impossible 
to  lay  down  any  general  rules  with  respect 
to  the  right  of  constables  to  interfere,  that 
could  be  applicable  in  all  cases.  1  am 
bound  to  state,  that  as  far  as  I  have  observed, 
that  power  has  always  been  exercised  by 
the  constables  of  police  with  the  utmost 
caution.  It  is  no  doubt  highly  expedient, 
that  precautionary  measures  should  be 
adopt^  as  to  any  meeting  likely  to  prove 
dangerous,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
cases  might  arise  in  which  there  might  be 
no  time  for  these  precautionary  measures, 
and  in  wltich  the  constable  would  be  justi- 
fied in  summarily  interfering.  I  will  not, 
however,  discnss  these  extreme  points.  I 
hope  the  majority  of  the  House  will  concur 
with  me,  in  lesbting  the  inquiry,  because 
I  am  satisfied,  that  upon  the  whole,  the 
parties  have  been  treated  not  only  with 
justice*  but  with  leniency. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  it  was  quite  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Finsbary,  directed  his 
motion  against  Mr.  Jeremy — it  was  of 
the  police,  and  not  of  Mr.  Jeremy,  that  he 
eomplained.  The  police  were  the  paid 
servants  of  the  public,  and  the  Hoase 
ought  to  take  care  that  the  police  did 
nothing  in  violation  of  the  law.  In  the 
present  case  an  outrage  bad  been  com- 
mitted against  Dr.  M'DouaU,  without  a 
partide  of  provocation.  The  decision  of 
the  magistrate  was  in  his  favour— the 
only  thing  that  Mr.  Jeremy  did  was  to 
demand  security  for  bis  good  behaviour, 
and  this  was  only  done  in  order  to  screen 
the  police.  Bnt  the  case  assumed  a  more 
serious  aspect  when  they  viewed  it  as  a 
denial  of  the  right  to  petition,  and  they 
ought  not  to  forget  that  two  great  revo- 
lutions had  been  caused  in  this  country 
by  the  attempt  to  put  down  that  right. 
It  was  said  that  there  was  great  excite- 
ment at  the  meeting,  but  was  this  any 
reason  for  saying  that  it  was  dangerous  ? 
He  thought  it  cleariy  a  case  of  illegal 
arrest,  and  an  inquiry  was  called  for^  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  people. 

Mr.  Hawea  expected  to  hear  one  of  the 
law-oifioeni  of  the  Crown  state  his  opinion 


on  the  present  question,  because  a  more 
unsatisfactory  opinion  could  not  be  given 
than  that  which  had  been  given  by  the 
right  ban.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department.  Not  long 
since  the  right  hon.  Baronet  laid  it  down 
as  the  law,  that  a  constable  had  the 
power  of  dispersing  a  meeting,  and  now 
he  told  them  that  when  the  constable  did 
disperse  a  meeting,  the  party  aggrieved 
had  his  remedy  by  an  action  at  law.  This, 
however,  was  so  difficult  a  remedy  that, 
to  give  the  subject  no  other,  was  little 
less  than  subjecting  him  to  an  irrespon- 
sible and  arbitrary  government.  With  . 
regard  to  the  meeting  in  question,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  obstruction  of  a  high- 
way was  sufficient  to  establish  a  meeting 
as  illegal.  He  never  heard  of  a  public 
meeting  which  did  not  obstruct  some 
highway  or  thoroughfare,  and  it  was  mon- 
strous to  suppose  that  the  fact  of  its 
doing  so  was  to  be  considered  as  a  reason 
why  a  constable  should  interfere  and  put 
it  down.  This  was  indeed  going  back  to 
the  days  of  Toryism,  and  if  such  a  doc- 
trine were  passed  over  unchecked  and 
unreproved,  they  would  no  doubt  have 
the  right  hon.  Oentleroan  opposite  very 
soon  proposing  the  revival  of  the  Six 
Acts.  There  was  nothing  in  the  language 
used  at  the  meeting  tending  to  a  breach 
of  the  peace ;  and  although  he  did  not 
call  for  an  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  he  certainly  did  hope 
that  an  inquiry  would  be  granted. 

The  Attorney 'General  said,  that  he 
did  not  object  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  being  called  to  questions  like 
the  present,  nor  should  he  ever  complain 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  been 
resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  making 
known  the  grievances  of  the  people,  and 
so  far,  therefore^  as  that  was  the  object 
of  the  present  motion,  he  would  not  ob- 
ject to  it :  but  he  objected  to  the  motion 
if  it  was  brought  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiry.  With  regard  to  the  meeting 
which  took  place,  he  understood,  that  it 
had  been  called  for  the  purpose  of  hearing 
Mr.  Thompson  deliver  a  lecture  against 
the  Corn -laws.  It  seemed  that  some  dis- 
turbance arose,  and  that  one  of  the  trus- 
tees sent  for  the  police  to  clear  the  chapel, 
and  that  then  the  meeting  adjourned  to 
the  open  air.  Now,  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther there  was  any  appearance  of  legality 
in  that  open  air  meeting?  Could  any 
one  say,  that  it  was  a  meeting  constitu<* 
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tionally  assembled  for  petitioning  Parlia- 
ment ?  He  thought  the  police  were  jus- 
tified, in  strict  law,  in  going  up  to  the 
person  who  caused  the  obstruction  in  the 
highway,  and  in  desiring  him  to  desist. 
But,  supposing  the  meeting  to  be  legal, 
and  supposing  the  arrest  of  Dr.  M'Douall 
to  be  illegal,  what,  he  would  ask,  was  his 
remedy?  If  Dr.  M'Douall  had  any  ground 
of  complaint,  his  remedy  clearly  was  to 
have  recourse  to  the  law  of  the  land.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  wished  for  some 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Government ;  but  this 
'might  be  anticipating  the  verdict  of  a  jury 
•—for  aught  they  knew,  writs  may  have 
been  served,  and  actions  commenced,  and 
while  there  was,  any  probability  of  this 
being  the  case,  it  would  be  highly  injudi- 
cious to  express  any  ^opinion  upon  the 
subject.  It  would  not  be  right — it  would 
scarcely  be  constitutional— nay,  he  thought 
it  would  even  be  mischievous—if  the  House 
should  interfere  in  the  present  stage  of  the 
case;  and  as  there  was  no  tumultuous 
violence  at  the  meeting  in  question,  no 
loss  of  life,  nothing  that  called  for  the 
peculiar  interference  of  that  House,  he 
thought  the  law  ought  to  be  left  to  take 
its  course  in  the  present  instance. 

Mr.  Shiel  thought,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  Government  had  given  no  opinion 
upon  this  subject.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  who  had  the  whole 
police  under  his  control,  had  stated,  he 
thought  the  police  on  the  present  occasion 
bad  exercised  a  wise  discretion.  The  Se- 
cretary for  the  Home  Department  had, 
therefore,  sanctioned  the  conduct  of  the 
police,  and  had  expressed  his  approbation 
of  their  conduct  in  his  place  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  An  hon.  Member  opponitey 
(Mr.  Russell)  bad  told  them  the  other 
night,  that  what  was  innovation  to-day 
was  precedent  to-morrow,  and  the  next 
day  law.  Now  he  was  afraid  that,  on  the 
next  day,  they  would  have  the  law  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  this  was  the 
reason  why  he  attached  so  much  impor- 
tance to  the  present  case.  It  ought  to  be 
remembered,  that  this  was  not  the  case  of 
Dr.  M'Douall^  it  was  no  complaint  against 
Mr.  Jeremy^it  was  the  case  of  a  number 
of  individuals  who  had  held  a  public 
meeting  in  the  town  of  Deptford,  and 
who  had  been  dispersed  by  a  constable,  a 
superintendent  of  police,  acting  on  his 


own  authority.  The  other  day,  when  the 
Staffordshire  case  was  before  the  House^ 
they  were  told  that  though  the  constable 
may  have  been  wrong,  yet  that  there  was 
the  verdict  of  a  jury  to  justify  himt  and 
they  were  told,  that  they  could  not  disturb 
that  verdict,  because  by  doing  so  they 
would  be  casting  reflections,  not  only  on 
the  jury,  but  on  the  judge  who  delivered 
the  charge.  But  here  there  was  no  ver- 
dict of  a  jury — here  there  was  no  decision 
of  a  chairman  in  favour  of  a  constable. 
On  the  contrary,  there  was  a  decision  the 
other  way,  the  magistrates  having  declared 
that  there  was  no  evidence  to  show,  that 
the  meeting  was  unlawful.  [The  Attorney^ 
general  was  understood  to  dissent.]  The 
Attorney-general  shook hishead,  but  he  did 
not  think  there  was  much  in  that.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State, 
had  distinctly  admitted,  that  Mr.  Jeremy 
had  declared  that  there  was  not  sufficient 
evidence  to  bring  Dr.  M'Douall  to  trial. 
He  relied  on  the  decision  of  the  magis- 
trate ;  let  the  right  hon.  Baronet  rely  on 
the  constable  whose  conduct  he  had  ap« 
proved,  and  who  he  said,  had  exercised  a 
wise  discretion.  He  was  only  sorry,  that 
the  example  of  the  constable  had  not 
been  followed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  appeared,  that  Dr.  M'Douall 
was  brought  to  the  station-house,  and 
that  the  person  who  offered  to  bail  him 
was  the  trustee  of  the  chapel,  the  in- 
dividual who  is  stated  to  have  called 
in  the  police  to  clear  the  chapel. 
[Sir  jr.  Qraham :  No,  it  was  another 
trustee.]  Well,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
support  his  case,  relied  on  the  trustee  who 
called  for  the  police,  he,  to  support  his 
case,  would  rely  on  the  trustee  who  oflfered 
bail.  Then,  with  regard  to  bail.  Was  it 
a  matter  of  discretion  on  the  part  of  the 
police  to  ^fuse  bail?  It  was  refused. 
Well.  Dr.  M'Douall  asked  for  a  copy  of 
the  charge.  He  appealed  to  the  magis- 
trate. What  did  the  magistrate  say  ?  He 
said  Dr.  M'Douall  was  entitled  to  it.  Did 
he  get  it  ?  No.  The  police  was  applied 
to  for  a  copy  in  conformity  with  the  direct* 
tion  of  the  magistrate,  but  the  superin- 
tendent of  the  police  said  he  did  not  cart 
for  the  magistrate.  It  was  not  to  the 
magistrate,  it  was  to  the  Home  Depart- 
ment the  policeman  very  naturally  looked. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  tho 
second  meeting  in  the  Broadway  was  a 
continuation  of  the  6rst.  How  did  ho 
make  it  out  ?    There  wu  no  riot  at  tho 
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firtt  meeting.  Parties  had  assembled  to- 
gether for  a  legal  purpose.  Some  afifray 
took  place  amongst  them.  What  ensued  ? 
The  parties  were  required  to  disperse; 
and  they  did  so.  Dr.  M'Douall  went  out 
of  the  meeting  arm-in-arm  with  one  of  the 
trustees  of  the  chapel,  and  he  then  told 
the  people  that  a  discussion  should  take 
place  out  of  doors.  No  riot  took  place ; 
there  was  no  confusion ;  but  simply  an 
obstruction  of  the  thoroughfare.  But  was 
a  man  to  be  seized  by  a  policeman  because 
of  an  obstruction  of  the  public  way  by 
reason  of  a  multitude  having  assembled 
together?  It  did  not  appear  that  the 
police  exerted  any  effort  to  secure  a  pas- 
sage through  the  crowd  for  the  public. 
That  was  not  done ;  but  because,  as  the 
policeman  alleged,  certain  seditious  lan- 
guage was  used,  he  took  upon  himself  to 
disperse  the  meeting,  and  to  take  Dr. 
M'Douall  into  custody.  Had  a  constable 
a  right  to  disperse  a  public  meeting  ?  If 
a  riot  had  occurred,  or  if  the  Riot  Act 
had  been  read,  he  admitted  that  the  con* 
stable  would  then  have  had  a  right  to 
interfere  ;  but  with  what  caution  had  the 
Legislature  proceeded  in  this  matter.  The 
Ist  George  1st,  chap.  50,  enacted  that  the 
Riot  Act  should  be  read  by  a  justice  of 
the  peace,  and  the  meeting  proclaimed  to 
be  dissolved :  and  then,  if  the  people  con- 
tinued together  after  a  certain  time,  the 
power  of  the  constable  arose.  But  the 
inchoate  right  existed  only  in  the  magis- 
trate. Similar  precaution  had  been  taken 
in  other  acts  of  the  Legislature  —  the 
Training  Act,  for  instance.  Parliament 
had  always  been  jealous  of  confiding  to 
a  constable  a  power  that  might  be  so 
abused.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  he 
was  surprised  that  any  inquiry  should  in 
this  instance  be  refused.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said,  "  Leave  the  man  to  the 
law  ;"  but  he  did  not  leave  him  to  the 
law  :  he  approved  of  the  constable's  con- 
duct. By  doing  this,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net gave  excitement  to  the  police  to  repeal 
these  acts.  If  this  were  an  isolated  case, 
he  should  not  care  much  about  it.  But 
the  doctrine  which  had  been  broached  at 
the  Home  Office  was  what  he  dreaded,  for 
it  was  such  as  might  lead  to  the  most 
vicious  and  dangerous  consequences. 

The  Solkitor-General  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  misunderstood  the  nature 
of  the  Riot  Act.  He  seemed  to  be  of 
opinion  that  in  order  to  disperse  a  meeting 
the  Riot  Act  must  be  first  read  by  a  ma« 


gistrate.  Now,  that  was  not  so.  The 
object  of  reading  the  Riot  Act  was  to 
constitute  the  act  of  the  people  continuing 
assembled  after  the  proclamation  made  by 
the  magistrate  a  felony.  But  according  to 
law,  if  a  constable  saw  persons  assembled 
together,  and  acting  in  a  manner  which  he 
believed  would  lead  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace,  he  was  at  liberty,  upon  his  own 
responsibility,  to  disperse  them.  It  was 
not,  however,  necessary  for  him  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  this  question.  The 
only  thing  the  House  had  to  consider  was, 
whether  upon  the  facts  of  this  case,  any 
ground  had  been  made  out  for  the  House 
to  grant  a  committee  of  inquiry.  Observe, 
two  concessions  had  been  made.  It  had 
been  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth,  that  what  took  place  within  the 
chapel  was  sufficient  to  authorize  the  po- 
lice to  clear  the  chapel  and  disperse  the 
people ;  and  every  one  who  had  spoken 
admitted  that  no  blame  attached  to  Mr. 
Jeremy,  the  magistrate.  Let  it  be  recol- 
lected that  Mr.  Jeremy  did  not  discharge 
Dr.  M'Douall.  What  Mr.  Jeremy  in  effect 
said  was,  that  Dr.  M'Douall  had  been 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  at  least 
of  conduct  that  was  censurable,  but  not  of 
that  description  which  authorized  him  to 
commit  him  to  take  his  trial;  but,  al- 
though he  would  not  commit  him,  yet 
he  would  not  discharge  him,  unless 
he  entered  into  his  own  recognizance 
to  keep  the  peace  for  a  certain  time.  The 
meeting  out  of  doors  was  a  (fontinuation 
of  the  meeting  within  the  chapel ;  and  he 
submitted  to  the  House  that  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  ought  not 
to  be  acceded  to.  It  was  tantamount  to 
asking  the  House  to  pass  a  vote  of  cen- 
sure not  only  upon  the  police,  but  upon 
the  magistrate  who  called  upon  the  party 
to  give  bail.  He  hoped  the  House  would, 
by  a  large  majority,  negative  the  motion. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  it  really  ap- 
j  peared  to  him  that  those  who  had  objected 
to  this  motion  had  given  very  good  reasons 
why  the  House  should  agree  to  it,  espe- 
cially the  Attorney-general,  because  he 
had  stated  that  he  did  not  at  all  object 
to  matters  of  this  sort  being  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
But  then  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  was  against  any  result,  he  was 
against  any  inquiry.  What  was  the  cha- 
racter of  the  present  discussion  ?  Here 
were  statements  made  on  the  one  side, 
tending  to  show  great  impropriety  of  con* 
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duct  OQ  the  |iart  of  the  poiiee ;  and  here 
were  fttateincnti  made  oa  the  other  side, 
deo  jing  many  poinu  io  those  statements, 
and  aliegiog  that  the  conduct  of  the  police 
was  wise  and  discreet.  If  there  could  e 
any  case  in  which  an  inquiry  could  enable 
them  to  arrive  at  the  truth,  amidst  such 
•onflicting  statements,  and  to  ascertain 
the  true  from  the  false,  he  thought  this 
was  the  case.  He,  therefore,  thought  the 
premises  laid  down  by  the  Attorney-gene- 
ral led  to  a  very  different  conclusion  to 
wbtii  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  come  to.  If  it  were  proper  that  such 
natters  should  be  discussed  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  surely  it  was  proper  that  the 
House  should  be  enabled  to  cone  to  some 
conclusion  as  to  the  facu  brought  before 
them*  It  appeared  to  him,  therefore,  that 
very  good  grounds  had  been  laid  for  the 
committee  now  moved  for.  It  seemed, 
from  the  statements  made  on  both  sides, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  police  was  not 
very  wise  or  discreet.  It  had  not  been 
aU^g;ed,  either  by  the  Attorney-general 
or  the  Solicitor-general,  that  the  second 
meeting  was  ao  illegal  one.  He  had  un- 
derstood the  Attorney-general  to  say  that 
be  would  not  undertake  to  declare  whether 
a  meeting  which  led  to  an  obstruction  of 
a  thoroughfare  might  or  might  not  be  an 
illegal  meeting.  Well,  then,  if  it  was  not 
illegal,  upon  what  ground  was  Dr. 
M*Douall  apprehended  ?  It  must  have 
been  in  consequence  of  something  he  said, 
which  in  its  nature  was  actionable.  But 
when  he  was  brought  before  the  magis- 
trale,  the  magistrate  did  not  put  him  upon 
bis  trial  for  anything  done  by  him  ille- 
gally, bur  he  bound  him  over  to  keep  the 
peace.  He  confessed  that,  as  far  as  he 
understood  the  case,  be  was  not  disposed 
to  go  so  far  as  some  hon.  Members  bad 
done  in  approving  of  the  conduct  of  the 
magistrate;  for  it  appeared  to  him  very 
questionable  whether  Mr.  Jeremy,  who, 
having  found  nothing  objectionable  in  the 
meeting,  or  io  the  conduct  of  Dr. 
M'DouaU  to  render  him  liable  to  a  prose- 
cution, was  justified  in  holding  that  party 
to  bail  to  keep  the  peace.  To  him,  there- 
fore, it  appeared  that  this  matter  involved 
a  principle  of  some  importance — the  prin- 
ciple, namely,  of  determining  to  what  de- 
^e,  and  in  what  cases,  constables  were 
justified  in  interfering  with  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  public  meeting,  and  arresting 
individuals  who  were  taking  a  part  in 
those  proceedings.     He  wai  of  opinioo 


that  in  the  present  instance  the  coostabU 
had  exceeded  his  proper  line  of  duty.  He 
might  be  wrong,  but  he  thought*  especially 
at  this  moment,  when  Parliament  waa 
about  to  separate,  and  when  public  meet- 
ings would  no  doubt  soon  take  place  in 
the  country,  and  when  constables  might 
be  induced,  from  a  mistaken  sense  of  tbeir 
duty,  to  interfere  with  the  proceedings  of 
the  people,  he  thought  that  this  waa  a 
proper  opportunity  to  institute  an  inquiry 
to  ascertain  to  what  extent  the  constable 
had  in  this  case  interfered,  in  order  that 
the  fact  might  be  established,  not  accord- 
ing to  ea  parte  information,  but  by  bear- 
ing the  evidence  on  both  aides.  But  this 
inquiry  he  did  not  conceive  would  neeea- 
sarily  imply  a  censure  either  upoo  the 
police  or  the  magistrate.  When  the  real 
facts  were  known,  should  any  ground  of 
complaint  appear  against  the  conduct  of 
the  police,  then  the  Government  might  be 
able  to  take  steps  to  prevent  similar  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  police  in  future. 
He,  therefore,  thought  the  circuasstancea 
perfectly  warranted  the  motion  for  a  com- 
mittee  of  inquiry. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, under  whose  superinieodeooe 
the  metropolitan  police  force  generally 
acts,  has  intimated  to  the  House  that,  io 
his  opinion,  there  is  no  ground  for  his  in- 
terference, upon  the  subject  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  has  brought 
before  it  in  this  motion.  And,  Sir,  sup* 
posing  this  House,  without  information 
before  it,  was  dissatisfied  with  the  judgment 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  there  was  no 
other  alternative  to  adopt,  no  other  mode 
afforded  of  conducting  the  inquiry  asked 
for,  than  by  the  intervention  of  a  committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  then,  io  such 
case,  there  might  be  some  plausible  ground 
for  this  investigation.  But  are  there  no 
means  of  determining  whether  this  coo- 
stable  has  acted  in  a  proper  manner  or 
not?  Is  the  decision  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Secretary  of  State,  final  upon 
this  subject?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  is  not  the  only  person  who  may 
institute  proceedings  against  this  person ; 
but,  at  a  very  moderate  cost,  you  may 
compel  the  legal  tribunals  of  the  country 
to  give  a  solemn  judgment  on  the  case. 
An  action  for  false  imprisonment  may  be 
brought  against  him,  or  an  action  may  be 
brought  against  the  magistrate  for  bis  re- 
I  fusal  to  take  bail  io  the  matter ;  and,  as  I 


017 


Dr.  HPZhuaO-^ 


{Avft.  1} 


ThBPolie$. 


$18 


htve  «if««ly  laidy  for  a  very  modemle  sum, 
yoa  may  have  the  opinion,  upon  the  ca«e, 
of   ibe  regular    legal    tribunals   of   the 
country.    And  which  would  be  likely  to 
be  the  most  satisfactory  decision  of  the 
two — the  decision  of  a  court  of  law,  or  that 
of  a  conunittee  of  the  House  of  CoounoDS  ? 
Suppose  the   committee  were  to  say  the 
constable  acted  illegally.     That  could  not 
be  accepted  as  any  legal  rule  upon  the 
subject.     Whereas  a  court  of  law,  hearing 
both  sides  on  their  oath,  which  the  House 
of  Commons  cannot  do,  could  pronounce 
a  decision  which,  I  should  imagine,  would 
be  more  satisfactory  than  any  one  which 
we  can  here  deliver.    Which  decision,  I 
ask,  do  you  think  would   be  the  more 
aatisfectorv  to  the  country  at  large  ?    And 
why  not,  then,  adopt  this  mode  of  inquiry 
into  the  case — why  not  take  this  step  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
conduct  of  this  constable  has  been  correct 
or  not  ?    Sir,  I,  for  my  part,  deprecate  the 
principle  of  the  House  of  Commons  being 
called  upon  to  exercise  the  judicial  func- 
tion ;  and   I  cannot  help  thinking,  that 
this  House  will  suffer  materially,  by  being 
placed  in  the  position  of  having  to  decide 
upon  these  points  of  law.     I  should  be 
the  last  man  in  the  world  to  encourage 
constables  to  transgress  the  law*  or  to 
bring  it  into  discredit  with  the  country,  by 
a  constantly  annoying  enforcement  of  its 
provisions,   even,   perhaps,    where  right 
raighi  be  on  their  side.      But   let   ue 
remeosber  the  peculiar  position  in  which 
these  men  are  placed,  and  let  us  forbear 
from  deterring  them  from  the  honest  and 
conscientious  discharge  of  their  duties,  by 
our  censures  upon  their  conduct,  and  by 
our  immediate  and  hasty  inquiries  into  it. 
lb  take  such  an  inquiry  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  regular  tribunals  of  the  country  into 
our  own,  does  imply  a  prtm^f  fmde  case 
against  them.    Take  the  case  of  the  men 
referred  to  in  this  motion,  and  if,  in  con- 
sequence of  their  noD-inierfefence  on  the 
occasion  in  question,  osore  serious  distur- 
bances had  occurred,  end  loss  of  life  had 
taken  place,  what  would  you  have  sakl 
then  ?    What  judgment  would  you  have 
formed  then  t    It  appeam  that,  owing  to 
the  conduct  of  one  of  these  constables, 
whose  acts  are  chiefly  impugned,  at  all 
events  no  riot  took  place,  and  no  one  was 
iojaied.    Sappose  the  contrary  had  been 
the  ease,  what  woaM  then  have  been  said  ? 
Why,  you  moaid  then  have  set  to  work  to 
ooUeot  together  all  the  fame  of  the  casoi 


and  you  would  have  found,  perhaps,  that 
(here  had  been  a  conflict,  in  which  Corn- 
law  repealers  were  engaged  on  one  side, 
and  Chartists  on  the  other.    But  there 
were  seats  broken,   it  appears,  in   this 
scuffle.     Why,  we  have  temper  enough  in 
this  House,  at  times.    And  suppose  we 
were  to  tear  up  the  seats  herst  would  theie 
be  a  doubt  as  to  the  nature  of  the  contest, 
or  the  propriety  of  interference  ?     Many 
men  take  different  views  of  the  nature  oif 
a  scuffle  5  and  the  right  bon*  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork,  I  believe,  in  speaking  of 
the  Irish    rebellion,    said    there    was    a 
"hurry"    in   1793,  and    somebody  else 
once  spoke  of   the  "  dispute  **  in  Coo« 
naught.     Men,  as  I  have  said,  take  di£b- 
rent  views  of  scuffles  and  squabbles ;  but, 
at  all  events,  it  appears  that,  in  the  present 
instance,  the  seats  of  the  chapel  are  toco 
up,  and  the  meeting,  which  the  religious 
solemnity  of  the  place  did  not  prevent  from 
taking  the  turn  I  have  mentioned,  was 
adjourned,  at  half-past  eight  o'clock  in 
the  evening,  when  it  was  already  dark,  to 
the  open  air.     With  respect  to  the  power 
exercised  by  the  police,  I  acknowledge 
that  it  is  a  discretionary  power,  which  they 
must  exercise  on  their  own  responsibility. 
But«  in  this  case,  when  a  constable  hears 
such  cries  as  these, ''  Serve  out  the  police/' 
**  Bludgeon  the  police,"  and  so  forth,  it 
appears  that  he  says  to  himself,  ''  If  a  se^ 
rious  riot  ensue,  and  lives  shall  be  lost,  the 
blame  will  be  severely  visited  upon  me,  if 
I  do  not  interfere  to  prevent  it."    He  does 
so ;  he  takes  the  person   in  question  up, 
and  he  goes,  in  the  ordinary  way,  before  a 
magistrate.      Under  such  circumstances, 
all  I  say  is,  that  if  you  arc  dissatisfied 
with  the  result  of  those  proceedings,  it  is 
now  open  for  you  to  go  before  a  court  of 
law  with  your  case-*the  tribunal,  in  short, 
to  which  the  decision,   in  such  matters, 
ought  properly  to  be  left. 

Mr  Thomas  Dwteomie  replied.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  quoted  re- 
ports in  opposition  to  the  fiicts  of  the  case. 
[Sir  James  Oraham  said,  that  the  report 
he  quoted  from,  was  taken  on  oath  be- 
fore the  magistrate.]  There  were  sevwal 
reports.  There  were  reports  published  by 
the  oewepapera.  He  should  Uke  to  ask 
from  whst  source  Mr.  Jeremy  derived  his 
report  ?  Did  he  keep  a  reporter  ?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  at  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  also  appeared  to 
rely  upon  Mr.  Jeremy*s  report;  but  he 
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would  maiotaio  that  the  greater  portion  of 
what  Mr.  Jeremy  bad  stated  (of  coarse,  he 
derited  it  from  others),  was  a  gross  misre- 

(ireseoUtioo  of  the  facU.  ['*  Ob,  oh !  "J 
t  was  DO  Qse  their  saying  ob,  oh.  Grant 
him  a  committee,  and  he  wonld  undertake 
to  prore  it.  The  right  boo.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  Peel)  had  adopted  the  yiew  of  his 
right  hon.  Colleague,  that  the  meeting  in 
the  chapel,  and  the  meeting  in  the  Broad- 
way, were  a  continuation  of  the  same  meet- 
ing, and  that,  as  a  disturbance  had  occur- 
red in  the  chapel,  where  seats  were  torn 
up,  and  pews  broken  down,  the  meeting 
in  the  Broadway  partaking  of  the  same 
character.  Now,  grant  him  a  committee, 
and  he  would  prove  that  no  seats  were 
torn  up,  nor  any  pews  broken  down. 
There  was  the  evidence  of  Mr.  John 
Wade,  who  was  called  against  Dr. 
M'Douall.    What  did  he  say  ?     He  said  : 

*'  I  am  a  builder  and  shopkeeper,  living  in 
Deptford.  I  am  a  trustee  of  the  Independent 
chapel.  I  drew  up  the  hand-bill  produced, 
and  it  was  published  by  my  direction,  in  con- 
currence with  the  Rev.  J.  Pullen,  the  minister. 
It  was  not  for  any  discussion  that  meeting  was 
called.  Its  purpose  was  to  excite  sympathy 
for  the  distressed,  but  not  for  an  immediate 
subMription.  A  subscription  had  been  for- 
warded before  the  Qaeen's  letter  came  out. 
It  was  to  hear  a  lecture  on  the  distress  of  the 
country.  The  chapel  was  pretty  full  at  seven 
o'clock,  when  I  entered  it.  There  was  a  little 
dbturbaoce  at  the  commencement|of  the  meet- 
ing. Some  persons  who  were  strangers, 
wished  to  speak  and  enter  into  a  discussion, 
which  was  contrary  to  the  object  of  the  meet- 
ing. The  person  announced  as  lecturer  did 
not  come,  out  another  person  was  asked  to 
supply  the  vacancy.  The  disturbance  passed 
oir,  and  Mr.  Taylor  proceeded  with  his  lecture, 
and  having  concluded  it,  sat  down.  There 
was  a  little  disturbance,  and  the  minister  of 
the  chapel  dissolved  the  meeting.  There  were 
about  one  thousand  persons  present.'* 

The  boo.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the 
Attomej'general)  seemed  to  think  that 
the  police  cleared  the  chapel.  No  such 
thing.  The  minister  and  Mr.  Taylor  dis- 
solved the  meeting,  because  the  object  for 
which  the  meeting  had  been  called  had 
been  fulfilled.  Mr.  Wade  went  on  to 
aty:— 

"  After  the  minister  had  dissolved  the  meet- 
ing, the  place  was  cleared.  The  people 
walked  out  without  any  disturbance.  The 
meeting  separated  peaceably.  There  were 
police  there.  I  think  they  were  sent  for  by 
my  brother.  I  understood  from  him  that  some 
persons  had  attempted  to  get  possession  of  the 
^i..« —  ^1  ^  beginniog  of  the  meeting,  and 


that  they  had  been  sent  for  in  consequeBee. 
I  saw  the  police  remonstrate  with  some  perl 
sons  who  were  disturbing  the  meeting,  and 
endeavouring  to  get  upon  the  platform.  I 
saw  Dr.  M'Dooall  there.  He  was  not  invited. 
He  was  one  of  the  audience.  I  saw  nothing 
improper  in  his  conduct.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Pol- 
len dissotved  the  meeting  by  saying,  *  I  dis- 
solve this  meeting.'  ^ 

This  witness  waa  croos-eiamined  by 
Dr.  M'Douall,  and  he  stated  this:— 

"I  stood  beside  you  on  the  platform.  I 
saw  nothing  improper  in  your  condoct  what- 
ever. I  heard  you  say  that  a  discussion  should 
take  place  out  of  doors.  I  did  not  hear  the 
chairman  propose  any  adjournment.  There 
was  no  right  to  adjourn  tlie  meeting.  The 
meeting  had  not  the  power  to  elect  a  chair- 
man. No  resolution  was  proposed.  It  was 
an  invitation  for  the  ministers  and  trustees  Co 
come  and  hear  a  lecture.  I  know  nothing 
about  the  meeting  on  the  Broadway.  I  could 
not  gather,  from  your  gestures,  that  you  werg 
likely  to  create  a  breach  of  the  peace.  Mr. 
Taylor  was  invited  by  roe.  Mr.  M'Douall, 
Mr.  Taylor,  and  myself,  walked  away  arm-in- 
arm." , 

This  was  the  evidence  of  one  of  the  wit* 
nesses  brought  by  the  police  against  Dr. 
M'Douall,  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  endeavouring  to  prove  that  Dr. 
M'Douall  had  created  a  breach  of  the  peace 
in  the  chapel.  The  right  hon  Baronet  had 
somixed  up  the  meeting  in  the  chapel  and 
at  the  Broadway,  that  nobody  could  tell 
what  part  of  the  proceedings  he  was  talk- 
ing about.  Grant  him  a  committee,  and 
he  would  prove,  that  the  statements  of 
Mallalien  were  false.  When  he  came  to 
Mr.  M'Douall,  that  gentleman  said,  **  If 
you  say  that  this  is  an  illegal  meeting,  and 
if  you  will  allow  me  to  say  so  to  the  people, 
I  will  immediately  disperse  tbem."  The 
answer  was,  *'  No,  come  down.''  Mr. 
M'Douall  came  down  from  the  pump, 
and  he  was  then  desired  to  go  home,  and 
was  directed  towards  Deptford.  Mr. 
M'Douall  said,  "  No,  that  is  not  my  way, 
I  want  to  go  to  London."  What  followed  T 
He  was  immediately  taken  into  custody, 
and  conducted  to  the  station-house.  What 
took  place  at  the  station*house  had  al- 
seady  been  stated.  Mr.  Jeremy's  report 
said  that  Mr,  M'Dooall  had  every  acconu 
modation  in  the  station-house.  Waa  that 
true?  No.  Mr.  M'Douall  asked  for  a 
pillow  and  some  coverings  but  it  waa  ra* 
fused,  and  he  remained  in  the  cell  on  the 
bare  boards.  That  was  not  the  wav  in 
which  Mr.  M'Douall  ahould  have  Dean 
treated  for  such  an  offence.  He  would  not 
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say  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  was  inconsistent  in  refusing  this  in- 
quiry; bat  certainly  he  did  think,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  the  noble 
Lord  sitting  near  him  (Lord  Stanley),  both 
of  whom  were  once  the  Colleagues  of  the 
authors  of  the  Reform  Bill,  were  acting  in 
opposition  to  the  principle  which  their 
former  alliances  espoused.  It  was  the 
principle  of  Toryism  to  refuse  all  inquiry  ; 
therefore  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  at  the 
head  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  was 
perfectly  consistent  in  doing  so  on  this 
occasion.  But  he  knew,  and  his  right 
hon.  and  noble  Colleagues  knew,  that 
they  had  a  bad  case,  and  what  had  been 
reported  to  them,  and  which  had  been 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  DepartrAent 
to  the  House,  he  would,  if  they  would 
grant  him  a  committee,  prove  to  be  false. 
The  police  was,  as  Lord  Althorp  had  once 
said,  a  formidable  power  to  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government.  They 
were  armed  and  trained,  and  were,  in  fact, 
equal  to  soldiers.  It  was  said,  that  if  these 
things  were  not  prevented,  blood  would  be 
shed.  He  told  them  that  blood  would  be 
shed.  If  these  things  were  done,  the  peo- 
ple would  not  consent.  Let  hon.  Members 
read  the  petition. 

**  Your  petitioners  are  all  of  opinion,  that  as 
the  meeting  was  peacefully  assembled,  so  it 
would  have  peacefully  dispersed,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  unju8ti6able  violence  of  the  po- 
lice, to  which,  if  your  honourable  House  af- 
fords  no  remedy,  your  petitioners  do  not  feel 
bound  to  submit." 

He  told  them  plainly,  that  these  doings 
would  some  day  tend  to  create  a  disturb- 
ance! and  if  blood  should  be  shed,  every 
drop  would  be  upon  the  heads  of  those 
who  held  the  doctrines  that  night  broach- 
ed, and  who  came  down  to  support  this 
gross  violation  of  the  people's  rights. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  30 ;  Noes 
89 :— Majority  59. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Aldam,  W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bryan,  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Colbome,ho.W.  N.  R. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Duncan,  G. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
£8Cott,B. 


Fielden,  J. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Martin,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Palmerston,  Visot. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 


Ponsonby,hn.C.F. A.C  Wall,  C.  B. 

Pulsford,  R.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Scbolefield,  J.  Williams,  W. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Thornely,  T.  tellers. 

1  ufnell,  H.  Duncombe,  T. 

Villiers,  hon.  C.  Hawes,  B. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

A'Court,  Capt.  Hamilton,  W.  J. 

Antrobus,  £.  Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Arbutbnott,  hon.  H.  Harcourt,  G.G. 

Arkwright,  G.  Hardy,  J. 

Baird,  W.  Hawkes,  T. 

Baldwin,  B.  Henley,  J.  W. 

Bateson,  R.  Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G.  Hogg,  J.  W. 

Blakestone,  W.  S.  Hope,  hon.  C. 

Bodkin,  W.  H,  Jermyn,  Earl 

Boldero,  H.  G.  Jones,  Capt. 

Borthwick,  P.  Kemble,  H. 

Botfield,  B.  Knatcbull,  rt.  hn.SirE. 

Broadley,  H.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Bruce,  Lord  E.  Lockhart,  W. 

Bailer,  Sir  J.  Y.  Maclean,  D. 

Chetwode,  Sir  J.  M'Geachy,  F.  A. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Marsham,  Visct. 

Cockburn,rt.hn.SirG.  Morgan,  O. 

Colvile,  C.  R.  Mundy,  E.  M. 

Corry,  n.  hon.  H.  Nicholl,  rt.  hon,  J, 

Courtenay,  Lord  Norrevs,  Lord 

Cripps,  W.  Northland,  Visct. 

Darner,  hon.  Col.  Packe,  W. 

Darby,  G.  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Dawoay,  hon.  W.  H.  Peel,  J. 

Dick,  Q.  Polhill,  F. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  £.  Pollock,  Sir  F. 

Eliot,  Lord  Priogle,  A. 

Famham,  E.  B.  Richards,  R. 

Fitzroy,  Capt.  Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Fitzroy,  hon.  H.  Round,  J. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Follett,  Sir  W.  W.  Stanley,  Lord 

Ffolliott,J.  Stewart,  J. 

Fuller,  A.  E  Stuart,  H. 

Gaskell,  J.  Milnes  Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Glad8tone,rt.hD.W.E.  Taylor,  T.  E. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt.  Thompson,  Aid. 

Gore,  M.  Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Goring,  C.  Trotter,  J. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Vivian,  J,  E. 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J .  Young,  J. 
Greene,  T.  tellers. 

Grimston,  Visct.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Grogan,  E.  Baring,  H. 

Tobacco  Trade  Regulations.]  On 
the  question  that  the  House  resolve  itself 

into  a  committee  on  the  Tobacco  Bill, 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe  had  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  proceed 
with  this  bill.     He  had  presented  several 

petitions  against  it,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  parties  interested  would  be  allowed  till 
next  Session  to  get  rid  of  their  stock  in 
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hand,  and  to  iofeotsome  means  for  avoid- 
ing these  Tezatious  and  inquisitorial  powers. 
The  bill  was  introduced  to  prerent  adul- 
teration, and  yet  no  adulteration  could 
make  tobacco  more  deleterious  than  it 
was.  At  least  this  he  would  say,  that  the 
proposed  vexatious  and  inquisitorial  pro- 
cess would  not  gain  the  object  which  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  had  in  view.  The 
parties  most  interested  complained  of  the 
persecution  to  which  they  would  be  sub- 
ject from  the  Eicise  oflBcers,  and  they  es- 
pecially complained  of  the  time  at  which 
the  bill  was  brought  in.  It  was  not  till 
the  2drd  of  June  that  it  was  heard  of, 
and  the  trade  was  taken  by  surprise.  The 
hon.  Member  moved  that  the  bill  be  com- 
mitted that  day  three  months. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  question  was  simply  one  of  re- 
venue. The  measure  had  not  been  intro- 
duced except  upon  mature  consideration, 
and  after  inquiries  upon  the  subject  had 
been  made  in  the  trade.  He  had  received 
many  communications  from  the  trade,  and 
the  result  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
measure  which  was  proposed.  The  adul- 
teration of  tobacco  had  long  prevailed,  and 
was  much  increasing,  and  the  consequence 
of  continuing  the  existing  system  would 
be  only  still  further  to  increase  the  evil 
which  now  prevailed,  and  this  was  a  strong 
reason  why  the  question  should  be  no 
longer  postponed. 

Mr.  Hawei  reminded  the  House  that 
the  measure  now  under  discussion  was  one 
which  had  been  abandoned  by  the  late 
Government.  The  power  of  carrying  out 
the  measure  by  establishing  an  inspection 
and  analysis  on  the  spot  had  been  reported 
by  the  commissioners  who  had  inquired 
into  the  subject  to  be  impracticable.  The 
new  system  would,  besides,  require  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  Excise  establish-> 
ment,  and  he  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  better  make  a  merit  of  a 
necessity,  and  withdraw  the  bill.  He 
doubted  whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
prevent  adulteration,  and  he  begged  to 
point  out  that,  unless  the  dealer  was  placed 
under  the  same  degree  of  surveillance  as 
the  manufacturer,  the  seat  of  the  adultera- 
tion would  only  be  transferred  from  the 
latter  to  the  former  individual. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ad- 
mitted that  the  London  trade  was  in  fit- 
voar  of  the  old  system,  bat  be  had  received 
'*AqiiQQfiications  firom  the  eountry  dialrictSp 
from  large  towns  in  varioiia  parts  of 


the  kingdom,  making  repreaentatioiis  fa- 
vourable to  this  measure.        « 

The  House  divkled  on  the  question  that 
the  word  "  immediately"  stand  part  of  tba 
question  :^ Ayes  53;  Noes  9;  Majoriiy 
44. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright.  G. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Colville,  C.  R. 
Cripps,  W. 
Daiby,  G. 
Dick,  Q. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Ffolliott,J. 
Forbes,  W. 
French,  F. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  Miloes 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 


Hardioge,  rt.  hn.Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W, 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hun,  W. 
Kemble,  H. 
KnatchbuU,rt.bii.Sir£ 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
M'Geachy,  F.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Nicholl,  right  boo.  J. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  J. 
Polbill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Russell,  C. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  boo.  H.  M. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Young,  J. 

Fremande,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Martin,  i. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 


SttMNeneld,  J. 
Smilb,  fight  lioa.R.V. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 


Hawes,  B. 
Duncombe.  T. 


Main  question  agreed  to. 

House  in  committee.  Claatea  agreed 
to.  The  House  resttmed.  Report  to  be 
received* 

EcCLESlASTlCALCoEYORATIOVa  LftAa- 

iNO.]  Sir  J.  Oraham  moved  the  farther 
consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Eooltai- 
astical  Corporations  Leasing  (No.  7)  Bill. 
Mr.  Femon  Smith  was  aware  that  to 
oppose  a  motion  for  a  recoesmttiMOt 
of  a  bill  like  the  present  at  that  pe. 
rion  of  the  Sessbn  waa  equivalent  to 
getting  rid  of  it  for  the  present  yeor, 
but  if,  in  the  present  instance,  tbk 
should  be  the  case,  he  woatd  taka  the 
responsibility  and  consequences  oo  hiaa- 
self.  He  trusted  that  he  ahonld  be  able 
to  convince  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
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bead  of  the  Government  that  it  would  be 
advisable  to  postpone  this  measure  until 
next  Session.  He  would  remind  the  House 
that  was  not  the  bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, who  now  had  the  charge  of  it, 
but  it  was  the  bill  of  the  Bishop  of  London, 
and  he  certainly  shoald  treat  the  measure 
with  all  the  respect  due  to  that  right  rev. 
Prelate,  knowing  as  he  did  his  talents  and 
business-like  habits.  He  believed  that  the 
bill  passed  through  the  House  of  Lords 
without  discussion;  at  least,  he  could  find 
no  record  of  any  thing  of  the  kind  in  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information.     The 
bill  also  might  have  passed  through  that 
House  probably  without  observation,  had 
it  not  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Speaker 
or  some  other  competent  authority,  who 
pointed  out  that  a  measure  of  the  kind 
could  not  originate  in  the  other  House. 
To  remedy  this  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dorchester  introduced  this  bill  with  the 
view  of  getting  rid  of  the  difficulty  in  point 
of  form.     This  bill  bad  passed  through 
two  or  three  of  its  stages,  when  his  atten- 
tion was  attracted  to  it  in  consequence  of 
the  interest  which  he  took  in  the  subject 
of  Church-leases,  and  he  had  intimated 
his  intention  to  object  to  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  bill  in  its  present  form.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  postponed  the 
measure  from  day  to  day,  and  he  had  to 
thank    the  right  hon.  Baronet    for    his 
courtesy  in  consulting  his  convenience  on 
the  subject.    The  House  would  remember 
that  the  subject  of  Church-leases  was  one 
that  excited  a  great  deal  of  attention.     In 
1837,  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer proposed  that  there  should  be  a  new 
arrangement  of  Church-leases,  with  the 
view  of  making  provision  to  get  rid  of  the 
question  of  Church-rates.    The  resolution 
which  was  proposed  on  the  subject  was 
carried  by  such  a  very  small  majority  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  in- 
duced to  submit  the  question  to  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  entire  subject. 
The  committee  was  appointed,  and  after 
a  certain  period,  which  was  devoted  to  the 
eareful  investigation  of  the  subject,  it  made 
a  report,  and  laid  on  the  Table  the  evidence 
which  it  had  taken,  and  which  extended 
to  a  very  considerable  length.    The  report 
of  the  committee  conclod^  with  five  reso- 
lutions, or  rather  recommendations,  which 
he  would  read  to  the  House.    The  com- 
mittee recommended. 

**  I.  The  abolition  of  the  injurious  system 


of  fines  upon  leases  for  lires,  and  also  upon 
leases  for  terms. 

''  2.  The  substitution  of  a  fee  simple,  for  a 
leasehold,  tenure^  throughout  the  property  of 
the  Church. 

'^  3.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  conversion 
of  Church  leasehold  into  fee-simple,  commonly 
called  enfranchisement. 

''  4.  The  customary  confidence  of  renewal 
by  the  lessee  to  be  considered  according  to 
local  circumstances,  by  the  authorities  estab- 
lished under  this  act,  in  the  principles  of  en- 
franchisement laid  down  by  them. 

"  5.  The  interests  of  the  Church,  present  as 
well  as  future,  to  be  provided  for  by  a  com- 
bined system  of  money  payments  and  com 
rent-charges.*' 

These    recommendations    could    very 
easily  be  understood,  and   the  obvious 
purport  of  them  was,  that  if  by  the  im- 
proved management  of  Church-leases  sug. 
gested  any  surplus  should  arise,  it  should 
be  devoted  to  such  purposes  as  might  be 
deemed  calculated  to  promote  the  public 
interest  and  the  interest  of  the  Church. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
an  amendment  to  the  resolution  that  any 
surplus  that  should  arise  should  be  devoted 
to  the  payment  of  Church-rates,  to  the 
following  effect : — with  the  view  of  apply- 
ing iuch  amount  to  the  gradual  diminotioD 
of  the  evils  which  flow  from  the  deficiency 
in  the  means  of  religious  instruction  and 
pastoral  superintendence  by  ministers  of 
the  Established  Church.     This  amend, 
ment  was  negatived  bv  a  majority  of  396 
to  267.    Thi«  state  of  things  showed  that 
the  large  party  now  in  power  considered 
that  all  sums  derived  from  such  improve- 
ments as  were  contemplated  under  the 
improved  management  should  be  devoted 
to  strictly  Church  purposes.    His  reason 
for  now  proposing  the  re*commitment  of 
this  bill  was,  that  it  did  not  fulfil  the 
intentions  of  the  proposition  made  as  an 
amendment  by  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer  in   1837.      In  the  first 
place    he  would    allude    to    the    eccle- 
siastical   corporation    sole.      These   had 
already    been    dealt    with    by    the   6th 
and    7th  William   4th.     That   act    re- 
ferred to  the  constitution  of  ecclesiastic 
cal  corporations  sole,  such  as  bishoprics. 
It  was  settled,  by  the  first  section  of  the 
act,  that  certain  sums  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  revenue  of  the  several  bishoprics, 
to  the  ecclesiastical  commissioners,  and 
that  the  remainder  should  be  appropriated 
to  the  bishop  of  each  diocese.  The  act  im> 
plied,  that  each  bishop  shoidd  be  allowed 
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a  certam  amooot,  not  exceeding^  t  6xed 
sum ;  and  that  the  remainder  of  the  reve- 
noe  of  each  bishopric  sbonld  not  exceed  a 
certain  tooi«  The  act,  however,  did  not 
make  promion  for  the  fotnre  constitation 
of  the  revenue  of  the  several  biihoprict,  or 
for  soch  improvements  that  might  be  made 
in  than  as  were  contemplated  by  this  bill. 
Another  bill  to  which  he  wished  to  allode, 
referred  to  the  ecclesiastical  corporations 
aggregate — soch,  for  instance,  as  deans, 
and  canons,  and  prebends.  This  act  re- 
ferring to  canons  and  prebends — namely, 
the  2nd  and  drd  of  Victoria,  provided,  that 
the  revenues  of  all  such  offices  should  be 
invested  under  the  commissioners,  and 
provision  was  also  made  for  the  abolition 
of  several  soch  offices,  and  for  the  appor- 
tioning the  revenue  of  the  remainder.  The 
surplus  revenue  so  provided  also  was  to  be 
devoted  to  the  augmentation  of  small  liv- 
ings. He  did  not  see,  however,  under  these 
acts,  how  a  future  increase  of  incomes, 
derived  either  under  corporations  sole  or 
aggregate,  could  be  invested  io  the  hands 
of  the  commissioners.  There  was  no  al- 
lusion made  in  either  of  these  acts,  as  to 
dealing  with  such  an  increase  of  income  as 
was  contemplated  under  this  act,  therefore 
the  commissioners  could  have  no  possible 
control  over  it.  The  bill  would  enable 
corporations  sole  and  aggregate  to  grant 
leases  for  ninety-nine  years;  and,  under 
its  operations,  both  bishops,  as  well  as 
canons  and  prebendaries,  would  receive  a 
much  larger  sum  than  was  contemplated 
by  the  act  of  drd  and  4th  Victoria.  In  the 
first  section  it  was  provided,  that  ecclesi- 
astical and  spiritual  corporations  should 
be  empowered  to  grant  building  leases; 
and  after  the  general  enactment  came  a 
remarkable  provision,  which  referred  to 
the  surrender  of  eiisting  leases,  as  if  this 
was  a  mere  matter  of  bargain  between  the 
existing  lessor  and  lessee.  In  the  fifth 
clause  there  was  a  confirmation  of  this 
provision ;  and  in  the  ninth  clause,  there 
was  a  much  stronger  confirmation  of  it, 
and  of  any  bargain  that  might  be  made 
between  the  lessor  and  the  lessee.  Was 
it  not  clear,  then,  that  the  existing  lessee 
would  he  greatly  benefitted,  and  that  a 
portion  of  the  revenue  of  these  ecclesiasti- 
cal corporations  would  be  devoted  to  other 
purposes  than  those  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer  in  his 
amendment  to  the  resolution  of  Lord 
Monteagle  in  1837?  There  were  some 
other  clauses  in  the  bill  which  he  should 


feel  caDed  upon  to  eomment  oo  if  the 
House  allowed  the  bill  to  be  re-committed. 
He  would  also  shew,  that  it  was  just  pos- 
sible that  some  corporations  sole  would  be 
dealing  with  lessees  with  the  view  of  only 
bettering  themselves  for  the  present  time, 
without  looking  to  the  ultimate  interests 
of  the  Church.  On  this  point,  he  would 
refer  to  a  striking  case  which  bad  been  re- 
ferred to  by  bis  noble  Friend,  the  Member 
for  the  city  of  London,  and  the  truth  of 
which  he  believed  had  never  been  denied. 
His  noble  Friend  said  :— 

**  I  will  refer  only  to  one  case,  and  that  pro- 
bably, may  receive  an  explanatioo.  The  case 
occarred  in  1765,  when  the  Dean  and  Chap- 
ter of  the  Cathedral  of  Sl  Panl*s  conveyed 
away  certain  chordi  property  in  the  manor  of 
FiDsbuiy.  It  appears,  that  the  Corporatioo  of 
London  being  desirous  to  acquire  certain  pro. 
party  in  Fiosbury,  obtained  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  and,  in  consequence,  a  lease  of 
sixteen  years  was  cancelled,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Bishop  of  London,  into  a  lease  for 
niDety-nine  years,  the  moiety  of  income  of  the 
property  to  go  to  the  corporation,  the  other 
moiety  to  Dr.  Wilson  for  life,  and  at  his  death 
two-thirds  to  go  to  his  hetn ;  the  conseqoenoe 
of  which  was,  that  only  one^xth  went  to  the 
chnrcb,  and  the  other  five-sixths  to  the  city 
and  Dr.  Wilton's  heirs.  Thos,  it  appears,  that 
five-sixths  of  the  evtate  were  alienated,  and 
only  one-«xth  left  to  the  diuich.* 

Now  he  feared  that  some  such  proceed- 
inpfs  would  take  place  under  this  bill.  He 
might  be  told,  that  there  was  some  check 
on  improper  bargains  being  made  respect- 
ing the  granting  of  leases.  Now,  the 
check  that  he  found  in  the  bill  was,  that 
consent  for  the  validity  of  a  lease  must  be 
obtained  from  the  governors  of  Queen 
Anne's  bounty. 

Sir  /.  GroAom  said,  that  it  would  per- 
haps be  convenient  if  he  at  once  stated 
that  he  intended  to  propose  that  this  con- 
trol should  be  given,  not  to  the  governors 
of  Queen  Anne's  bounty,  but  to  the 
ecclesiastical  commissioners* 

Mr.  Femofi  Smith  thought,  that  this  was 
a  most  important  alteration  in  the  biil,and 
made  an  important  change  and  improve- 
ment in  the  whole  of  the  provisions  of  the 
bill.  In  saying  this,  however,  he  must  add 
that  the  best  mode  of  arrangement  could 
not  be  secured  by  the  change  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He  believed  that 
the  new  scheme  of  arrangement  propoaad 
under  the  act  of  the  6th  and  7th  WilL  4th « 
would  come  into  operation  next  year,  and 
he  must  say  that  the  new  arrangement 
proposed  under  this  bill  would  materially 
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interfere  with  it.  He  would  only  press  on 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  this  bill  until  next  Session, 
and  he  did  so  in  consequence  of  the  cir- 
curastances  under  which  they  then  stood. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  having  given  notice 
at  the  early  part  of  the  Session  of  a  motion 
on  the  subject  of  Church  Extension,  he 
was  induced  to  abandon  his  motion  within 
the  last  fortnight  in  consequence  of  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  who  promised 
that  he  would  give  the  subject  his  consi- 
deration, and  would  communicate  his 
views  on  the  subject  at  the  early  part  of 
he  ne  t  Session.  Now,  as  he  was  a 
party  to  bringing  forward  the  proposition 
of  1837  for  improving  Church  property 
with  the  view  to  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates,  and  as  in  the  present  state  of  parties 
and  of  that  House  there  was  no  chance  of 
carrying  that  plan  into  effect,  he  was 
extremely  anxious  that  this  increased 
revenue,  or  funds  derived  from  the  im- 
proved management  of  Church  property 
«— he  was  extremely  anxious  that  all 
funds  so  obtained  should  be  devoted  in 
conformity  with  the  proposition  of  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
1837,  which  he  bad  already  read  to  the 
House.  He  did  not  wish  the  revenues  of 
bishops,  and  deans,  and  chapters,  which 
had  been  settled  by  Act  of  Parliament  to 
be  disturbed;  and  he  confessed  that  he 
was  as  anxious  as  any  one  to  promote  the 
augmentation  of  small  livings,  and  the 
erection  of  churches  where  necessary.  Ho 
would  recommend  that  the  bill  should  be 
postponed  until  next  year,  and  in  the  mean 
time  investigations  should  take  place  to 
see  whether  the  increased  funds  which 
would  be  derived  under  a  bill  like  the  pre- 
sent should  not  be  devoted  to  the  promotion 
of  the  objects  of  the  resolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge.  [Sir  R.  Peel:  "  Such  an 
object  would  t>e  incompatible  with  the 
present  bill."]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  excuse  him  for  saying,  that  if  he 
entertained  such  an  opinion  he  hardly 
could  have  attended  to  the  bill  at  all.  It 
would  be  found  that  no  provision  had  been 
made  for  augmentation  of  revenue  that 
was  derivable  from  an  improved  mode  of 
management.  He  felt  assured  that  the 
right  bon.  Baronet  could  get  plenty  of 
funds  for  Church  Extension  from  this 
source.  He  was  most  anxious  that  the 
VOL.  LXV.    {22} 


attention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
be  called  to  the  report  and  the  evidence 
before  the  committee.     The  calculations 
on  which  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer founded  his  plan   appeared  on 
inquiry   to   be  erroneous,  and  somewhat 
exaggerated.     It  appeared,  however,  after 
the  strictest  calculations',  that  Mr.  Finlai- 
son's  calculations  were  perfectly  accurate. 
That  gentleman   took    the    valuation  of 
Church  property  in  its  wholeat  12,6 17,443/. 
The  interest  at  4  per  cent,  was  504.698/. 
The  income  received  foi  fines  by  deans 
and  chapters,  260,631/. ;   thus  giving  an 
annual   surplus  or  perpetual  annuity  of 
254,067/.     According  to  the  calculation 
made  before  the  committee  of  1839,  it 
appeared  that  the  value  of  Church  property 
was  14,186,183/. ;  interest,  567,447  ;  re- 
newals, 260,631/. ;  thus  giving  a  surplus  of 
of  306,816/.     He  invited  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  sum  of  306,816/.,  which 
it  was  proved  might  be  derived  from  im- 
proved management  of  Church  property. 
The  effect  of  the  bill  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  would  be  to  part  to  a  consider- 
able degree  with   that  revenue.     It  was 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  postponement 
of  the  measure  upon  that  ground,  and  par- 
ticularly as  the  operation  of  the  bill  this 
year  was  not  more  necessary  than  it  bad 
been  for  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years.     He 
believed  that  since  the  time  of  Henry  8th, 
the  Church  had  never  been  allowed  to  grant 
building  leases  as   contemplated  by  the 
bill,  except  by  particular  acts  and  in  par- 
ticular cases.    The  improvement  expected 
in  the  value  of  the  lands  to  be  leased  under 
the   new   measure,  should  not,  he  con- 
tended, be  carried  on  in  the  mode  which 
the  bill  proposed  ;  but,  under  a  voluntary 
scheme  between  the  lessors  and  lessees,  a 
very  large  fund  might  be  raised  from  the 
improved  management  of  Church  property. 
He  urged  upon  the  Government  the  im- 
propriety of  passing  this  bill  during  the 
absence  of  almost  every  hon.  Member  who 
had  taken  a  part  and  an  interest  in  the 
subject.     It  was  a  question  which,  if  due 
time  was  allowed,  might  be  settled  to  the 
mutual  satisfaction  of  all  parties ;  but  the 
public  would  not  be  satisfied  when  called 
upon  for  funds  for  the  purpose  of  Church 
Extension,  did  they  find  that  a  bill  had 
been  passed,  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
to  prevent  funds  from  being  raised,  which 
might  otherwise  be  obtained  by  the  ju- 
dicious management  of  the  property  of  the 
2H 
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Church  itself,  and  which  might  be  apph'ed 
to  its  extension  and  the  promotion  of  its 
interests.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  that  the  further  consi- 
deration of  this  bill  be  postponed  until 
this  day  three  months. 

Sir  /•  Graham  said,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  listen  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  without   admitting  that 
he   had   argued  the  question  with  great 
ability  and  fairness.     The  subject  was  in 
itself  a  very  complicated  and  a  very  diffi- 
cult one.     He  thought  it  would  be  expe- 
dient for  him  on  this  occasion  to  follow 
the  course  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  forbear  from  arguing  the  ab- 
stract question  of  the  propriety  of  the 
alienation   of  the  increased  value  to  be 
given  under  the  new  system   to  Church 
lands,  to  purposes  other  than  the  uses  of 
the  Church  itself.   The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  with  respect  toChurch- 
rates,  he  should  prefer  seeing  the  expected 
increased  amount  of  value  appropriated  to 
defray  these  rates,  rather  than  assigned  to 
any  other  use  ;  but  for  the  purposes  of  ar- 
gument, he  assumed  that  it  was  expedient 
to  consider  the  increased  value  about  to 
be  given  with  reference  to  the  strict  eccle- 
siastical  purpose  of  the  augmenting  of 
livings  insufficiently  endowed,  and  for  the 
extension  of  the  operation  and  utility  of 
the  Church.     Now  he  was  most  anxious 
that  any  increased  value  to  be  given  to 
Church  property  by  this  enactment,  should 
be  made  available  for  the  purposes  con- 
templated by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  more  especially  set  forth  in  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford. 
He  could  not  lose  sight  of  the  purposes  of 
the  motion  of  that  hon.  Baronet ;  and  he 
had  the  strongest  possible  opinion,   that 
until  all   legitimate  modes  of  enhancing 
the  value  of  Church  property  should  be 
exhausted,  the  question  did  not  fairly  rise 
that  the  State  should  be  called  on  to  con- 
tribute to  the  funds  of  the  Church.     He 
was  most  anxious  that  all  possible  means 
should  be  made  use  of  for  raising  money 
from  the  property  of  the  Church  itself  for 
the  promotion  of  the  sacred  purposes  of 
the  Church ;  and  he  believed  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  bill  before  the  House 
inconsistent  with  that  principle ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  that  it  involved  a  step,  and 
a  considerable  one,  in  what  was  generally 
admitted  to  be  the  right  direction.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  an  accu- 
rate description  of  the  origin  of  the  bill. 


It  was  introduced  into  the  Houie  of  Lorda 
by  the  Bishop  of  London,  and  he  had  un- 
dertaken its  management  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded  to  the  Church-leases  committee^ 
but  there  was  nothing  in  the  five  recom- 
mendations of  that  committee  incompatible 
with  the  principles  of  the  bill.     It  got  rid 
of  leases  for  lives,  or  at  least  it  held  out  a 
strong  inducement  to  substitute  leases  for 
binety-nine  years  in  lieu  of  leases  for  lives ; 
and  it  also  abolished  fines  on  renewals. 
Now,  was  there  anythin^r  in  these  objects 
inconsistent  with  the  public  interests  viewed 
apart  from  those  of  the  Church  ?  He  con- 
tended, that  he  would  appeal  to  any  hon. 
Member  on  the  subject,  whether  the  pub- 
lic had   not  the  greatest  interest  in  the 
substitution  of  leases  of  ninety-nine  years, 
which  gave  them  a  certain  fixed  term,  id 
lieu  of  renewal  for  lives  ?    The  public  had 
the  greatest  possible  interest  in  the  im- 
provement of  Church  lands,  and  he  did  not 
see   any  public   interest  which   militated 
against  the  bill ;  on  the  contrary,  he  saw 
every  advantage  likely  to  flow  to  the  pub- 
lic from  its  adoption.    To  return  to  the 
interests  of  the  Church  itself,  apart  from 
that  of  the  public,  the  measure  would  be 
most  advantageous  to  the  Church,  and 
would   give  to  incumbents  the  greatest 
possible  interest  in  improving  the  value  of 
Church  property.     In  former  discussiont 
upon  this  subject  a  case  had  been  pot — 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  he  believed 
—of  the  possibility  of  the  operation  of  the 
bill,  giving  an  opportunity  to  an  incum- 
bent of  a  corporation  sole  to  appropriate 
the  augmentation  of  the  value  of  Church 
lands  prospectively  to  his  use  and  that  of 
his  successors.     They  were  then  told,  that 
generally  speaking,  these  incumbents  were 
vicars  in  large  towns ;  but  he  felt  that  it 
was  possible,  that  from  the  operation  of 
the  bill,  that  over-endowed  cures  might 
be  established  in  the  heart  of  manufacture 
ing  towns  and  in  dense  populations,  from 
the  increased  value  given  to  Church  lands. 
He  fully  felt  the  force  of  this  argument, 
and  it  appeared  to  him  necessary  to  take 
prohibitive  steps  against  the  occurrence  of 
such  a  contingency.     With  that  view  he 
had  framed  a  clause,  with  the  consent  of 
the  heads  of  the  Church,  which  he  would 
introduce  on  the  third  reading,  and  which 
provided,  that  after  the  life  of  the  present 
incumbent,  where  the  population  did  not 
exceed  2,000  persons,  the  income  of  the 
incumbent  should   not  exceed  600/.  per 
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annum  {  that  where  the  population  was 
not  greater  than  1,000  the  income  should 
not  exceed  500/. ;  and,  in  cases  where  the 
population  was  still  smaller,  that  the  in- 
come should  not  exceed  300/.  He  could 
confidently  recommend  the  bill  to  the 
House  upon  the  very  principles  urged  by 
the  right  ban.  Genileman  opposite.  He 
would  always  raaintaiu  the  impropriety  of 
applying  Church  funds  to  any  other  than 
Church  purposes.  He  thought  the  bill  to 
be  compatible  with  this  purpose^  and  he 
would  introduce  a  clause  to  assimilate  the 
footing  on  which  the  chapters  stood 
throughout  the  country.  The  bill  was  in* 
tended  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the 
ecclesiastical  commission,  the  largest  pos. 
sible  amount  of  funds  for  the  endowment 
of  new  livings,  and  for  the  augmentation 
of  the  incomes  of  the  many,  which  were 
so  shamefully  insuflBcient. 

Mr.  Halves  remarked  upon  the  present 
change  which  had  been  made  in  some  of 
the  most  objectionable  portions  of  the  bill 
by  the  alterations  introduced.  He  wished 
to  inquire  whether  any  part  of  the  in- 
creased value  of  Church  property  would  be 
given  by  this  bill,  after  the  death  of  the 
present  incumbents^  to  private  partiesi 
whether  lay  or  ecclesiastical  ? 

Sir  James  Oraham  said,  that  the  whole^ 
without  any  exception » would  be  available 
to  the  general  fund. 

Mr.  Henley  believed,  that  the  holders 
of  Church  property  were  perfectly  ignorant 
of  what  was  preparing  for  them  by  this 
bill.  He  thought  a  measure  affecting 
property  to  so  great  an  extent  ought  not 
to  be  carried  through  at  this  period  of  the 
SessioUf 

Mr.  V,  Smith  would  not  trouble  the 
House  to  divide,  but  would  wait  to  see  the 
bill  reprinted  with  the  amendments. 

Report  brought  up.  Bill  to  be  reprinted 
with  the  amendments,  and  to  be  read  a 
third  time, 

Bribbrt  at  Elections.]  Mr.  Hawes, 
in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeardf  moved  the  further  consideration 
of  the  report  on  the  Bribery  at  Elections 
Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  hon.  Member  moved  the  addition 
of  a  clause  to  render  treating  more  dif- 
ficult. 

Mr*  Hardy  thought  the  proposed  clause 
unnecessary,  the  existing  law  being  suffi- 
cient.   The  clause  merely  declared  that 


to  be  an  offence  which  was  already  so  by 
common  law. 

The  Solicitor-General  Approved  of  the 
clause^  and  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
valuable  addition  to  the  bill.  By  the  striet 
law  it  might  be  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Hardy)  said,  but  it  was  not  so  in  practice, 
which  did  not  make  treating  an  offertce 
before  the  testing  of  the  writ.  He  had 
known  Members  unseated  for  giving 
merely  a  little  refreshment  to  out-voters 
after  the  testing  of  the  writ,  where  no 
corrupt  motive  could  be  shown  to  have 
existml.  This  was  an  evil  on  the  other 
side  which  the  clause  would  reihedy. 

Mr. ^glianby  maintained  that  the  giving 
refreshments  to  out-voters  was,  under  any 
circumstances,  objectionable  It  tnight  be 
difficult  to  get  rid  of  the  practice,  but  in 
principle  it  was  decidedly  wrong. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  as  the  clause 
now  stood,  it  would  be  necessary  to  prove 
two  things — firstly,  that  refreshments  had 
been  given ;  and^  secondly,  that  it  had  been 
given  with  a  corrupt  motive.  He  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  omit  the  word  "  cor- 
ruptly," for  to  give  at  all  for  the  purpose 
of  influencing  a  voter  was  to  give  with  a 
view  to  corruptly  influencing.  The  word, 
he  thought,  only  tended  to  weaken  the 
clause. 

The  Solicitor'-General  said»  the  object 
was  to  put  an  end  to  the  corrupt  practices 
of  keeping  open  the  public-houses,  and 
treating  with  corrupt  motives.  He  appre- 
hended they  did  not  desire  to  prevent  a 
Member  of  t^arliament  from  asking  his 
constituents  to  dinner,  and  yet  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord  would  have  the 
effect  of  unseating  any  Member  for  so 
doing. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  printed^  and  to  be  read  a 
third  time. 

Adjourned  at  one  o'clock. 
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mentt  of  the  Metxopolit.— From  the  Clergy  of  the 
Dioceses  of  Cork.  Cloyne  and  Ron,  end  Dromore,  for  the 
EBOOuragement  of  Sdhoob  in  coDnectioD  with  the  Church 
Education  Society  <Ireland).~Proin  the  Clergy  of  Uoo- 
ftrt  and  Kilroaoduagh,  fisr  the  Rettoratioo  of  die  gmarU 
pars  EedeskB.—Fnm  Parochial  Schoolmasters  (Soot- 
land)  for  better  Remuneration. — By  Lord  Kenyon,  from 
Cherle  and  Harold's  Cross,  near  Dublin,  against  any  ftir- 
thcr  Grant  to  Maynooth ;  and  from  Oldham,  for  Inquiry 
into  the  Instruction  of  Maynooth.— By  the  Marquess  of 
Londonderry,  from  the  Rev.  Mr.  Sidy,  prayuig  for 
Inquiry  into  his  Dismissal  as  ResldeBt  Chqdatnat  Lisbon. 

Insolvent  Debtors  Bill.]  Lord 
Brougkam^m moving  the  third  reading:  said, 
be  would,  with  permission  of  their  Lord- 
ships,  take  that  opportunity  of  tendering  to 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  and  their  Lordships 
generally,  the  sincere  and  heartfelt  thanks 
of  a  large  but  unfortunate  class  of  their 
fellow-subjects  for  the  passing  of  this  bill, 
which  amounted  virtually  to  the  abolition 
of  imprisonment  for  debt,  and  which 
would  secure  to  the  creditor  a  fair  distri- 
bution of  the  property  of  the  debtor.  The 
relief  given  was  only  to  such  debtors  as 
were  guilty  of  no  fraud  or  crime,  and  who 
gave  up  their  whole  property  to  the  cre- 
ditors, to  whom,  in  reality,  it  belonged. 
Imprisonment  would  henceforth  only  be 
inflicted  as  a  punishment,  or  in  order  to 
compel  a  surrender.  He  had,  fourteen 
years  ago,  given  bis  support  to  this  prin- 
ciple, and  he  hoped  that  it  would  meet 
with  the  same  favour  in  the  other  House 
which  it  had  received  from  their  Lordships. 
It  was  a  measure  of  the  very  first  import- 
ance in  every  view. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  patted. 

Treaties  with  Portugal.]  The 
Earl  of  Aberdeen  moved  the  second 
reading  of  a  bill  for  suspending  the  ope- 
ration of  an  act  of  Parliament  passed 
in  the  third  year  of  her  present  Ma. 
jesiy,  for  the  suppression  of  the  slave- 
trade,  so  far  as  regarded  Portuguese  ves- 
sels. He  proposed  this  bill  in  conse- 
quence of  two  treaties  which  had  been 
entered  into  with  the  government  of  Por- 
tugal, one  a  treaty  of  commerce,  and  the 
01  her  a  treaty  for  the  suppression  of  the 
8lHve*trade.  Those  treaties  had  been  long 
in  negotiation  between  the  two  countries, 
but  for  the  last  three  years,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  unfortunate  state  of  our 
communications  with  Portugal,  all  negoti- 
ations were  suspended.  As  soon  ns  be 
occupied  the  office  which  he  had  now  the 
honour  to  hold  be  lost  no  time  in  over- 
looking and  renewing  those  negotiations, 
~  '^    be   was   happy  to    say  that    both 


treaties  were  now  brought  to  a  satisfiictorj 
conclusion.  By  the  treaty  relative  to  the 
slave-trade,  Portugal  undertook  to  punish 
her  own  delinquent  vessels,  and  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  consequence,  in- 
tended to  propose  to  Parliament  a  repeal 
of  that  act  which  rendered  Portuguese 
vessels  liable  to  capture  by  British  cruisers, 
and  to  condemnation  in  the  British  Vice- 
Admiralty  Courts.  The  ratifications  of 
these  treaties  were  to  be  exchanged  at  Lis- 
bon, whither  her  Majesty's  ratification  had 
already  been  sent,  and  no  doubt  in  a  few 
days  it  would  be  exchanged  for  that  of 
her  Portuguese  Majesty.  But  as  it  was 
possible  that  the  ratifications  might  be 
exchanged  after  the  conclusion  of  the 
present  Sension  of  Parliament,  he  proposed 
to  give  to  her  Majesty  the  power  of  sus- 
pending the  Act  referred  to,  by  an  Order 
in  Council,  so  far  as  related  to  Portogneae 
vessels,  that  act  still  continuing  in  force  to 
far  as  regarded  vessels  not  posseuing  a 
national  character.  He  did  not  anticipate 
any  objection,  as  he  thought  there  was  no 
one  who,  on  a  treaty  being  coDduded, 
would  not  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  act 
itself,  inasmuch  as  it  was  an  act  very  little 
consistent  with  the  friendly  relations  that 
subsisted  between  England  and  Portugal; 
indeed,  it  was  rather  an  act  of  hostility, 
and  one  which  might  have  led  to  an  inter- 
minable war,  had  it  been  directed  against 
any  power  of  greater  weight,  and  better 
able  to  cope  with  us. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 


t  Slave  Trade.]  Lord  Bnmgkami 
I  Half  a  century  has  now  elapsed  since 
the  Parliament  of  England,  acting  as 
a  grand  inquest,  not  for  this  country 
alone  but  for  the  world,  presented  to 
the  indignation  of  mankind  that  exe- 
crable traflBc  which  had  for  300  years 
been  the  scourge  of  Africa  and  the  dis- 
grace of  Christian  Europe.  To  this  right- 
eous act,  in  which  our  counsels  were  guided 
by  all  the  genius  of  the  age,  sustained  by 
its  virtue,  and  animated  by  its  pious  xeal, 
a  long  and  criminal  delay  succeeded*  for 
which  Parliament  was  alone  to  blaoM. 
The  enormity  though  denounced  was  pnK 
tected;  univeraally  condemned,  it  coo« 
tinued  to  flourish,  even  to  increase;  till  at 
length  that  sentence  was  recorded  by  the 
Legislature,  which  the  public  voice  bad 
pronounced,  and  the  traffic  was  prohibited, 
though  by  laws  of  no  stringent  force.  BoC, 
now  that  it  was  forbidden  nod  declared 
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illegaly  the  executioD  of  more  complete 
justice  became  comparatively  easy  :  and  1 
had  the  good  fortune  to  obtain  the  unani- 
mous assent  of  all  the  branches  of  the 
LegislaturCi  as  well  as  of  the  country  at 
large,  to  the  act  which  no  longer  treating 
it  as  a  trade,  visited  it  as  a  crime,  and 
subjected  those  who  perpetrated  it  to  the 
punishment  suffered  by  felons  far  less 
guilty  than  they.  How  then  comes  it  to 
pass,  that  full  thirty  years  after  this  great 
consummation,  I  still  am  standing  here  to 
complain  of  slave-trading,  to  point  against 
it  the  indignation  of  Parliament,  and  to 
ask  for  its  suppression,  new  laws,  or  laws 
declaring  and  enforcing  the  old?  That 
now,  instead  of  only  complaining  against 
foreign  nations  over  whom  we  have  no 
control,  or  of  our  authority  not  being  em- 
ployed with  those  over  whom  our  influence 
extends,  since  they  have  only  existed  un- 
der our  protection  and  at  our  pleasure,  I 
am  here  to  denounce  those  over  whom  our 
power  is  complete,  subjects  of  the  British 
Crown  and  the  British  law — yet  engaged 
in  a  flagrant  violation  of  their  duty  to 
both  ?  I  proceed  at  once  to  demonstrate 
the  existence  of  this  painful  case,  and,  by 
plain  facts,  to  show  your  Lordships  that  I 
am  not  occupied  in  preferring  vague,  un- 
substantial charges,  and  bring  no  railing 
accusation;  nor  do  I  think  it  will  be 
necessary  to  detain  you  long,  while  I 
show,  that  by  the  stimulus  of  British  spe- 
culation, with  the  accession  of  British 
agents,  through  the  employment  of  British 
capital,  the  foreign  slave-traffic  is  in  great 
part  perpetrated  ai>d  protected.  I  will  go 
at  once^to  those  facts  which  lead,  irremu- 
tably  lead  to  the  presumption  whence  the 
capital  is  drawn  that  the  traffic  requires. 
Your  Lordships  know — I  say  you  know, 
because  the  papers  presented  by  the  Crown 
to  Parliament  and  the  correspondence  of 
the  Government  with  our  foreign  agents, 
which  these  papers  contain,  prove  it — you 
may  know  that  in  Cuba  (I  confine  myself 
to  Cuba  and  Brasil,  the  great  slave-trading 
countries),  there  has  of  late  years  been  an 
extraordinary  increase  in  the  cultivation. 
Between  1829  and  1836,  the  produce 
more  than  doubled ;  the  amount  of  sugar 
exported  from  the  island  having  risen 
from  164  to  370  millions  of  pounds. 
From  the  same  official  sources,  it  appears, 
that  between  1827  and  1831,  the  number 
of  slaves  bad  increased  32,080,  which, 
added  to  the  91,000  required  for  supply- 
ing the  annual  loss  of  81 J  per  cent.,  the 


excess  of  deaths  over  births,  gives  123,000 
imported   in   these  four  years,  or  above 
30,000  yearly.      Into   the  Havana,  142 
vessels  imported  52,000  slaves  in  the  years 
1837  and    1838;    and  the  price  having 
risen  from  60/.  to  85/.,  two  millions  and  a 
quarter  sterling  were  thus  required    for 
that  importation  alone.     But  taking  the 
lowest  estimate  that  has  ever  been  made 
of  the  whole  Cuba  importation,  it  cannot 
be  calculated  at  less  than  50,000  yearly, 
requiring:     the    annual    expenditure     of 
4,000,000/.;  while  the  whole  exports  of 
the  island  did  not  amount  to  three  during 
the  same  period ;  a  clear  proof  that  the 
capital  which  upheld  this  enormous  expen- 
diture on  one  of  the  charges  of  cultivation, 
could  not  come  from  the  resources  of  the 
island  itself.  If  from  Cuba,  we  turn  our  eyjQ 
towards  the  Brazils,  we  are  met  wiih  the 
same  state  of  thingrs.     There  came  to  the 
neig^hbourhood  of  Rio  in  three  years  ending 
1839,   244   vessels   laden   with    109,000 
slaves ;  and  taking  the  same  low  estimate 
for  the  whole  importation,  as  I  took  for  that 
of  Cuba,  the  amount  cannot  be  less  than 
70,000,  which,  at  the  cost  of  80/.  given 
in  the  very  useful  work  of  a  meritorious 
and  efficient  public  servant  in   my  noble 
Friend's  department  (Lord  Aberdeen).     1 
mean  Mr.  Bandinel,  makes  the  yearly  ex- 
penditure  upon  the  purchase   of    slaves 
five-and-a-half  millions,  or  about  seven- 
teen millions  in  no  longer  a  period  than 
three    years.     It    is   needless   to   ask   if 
Brazil  and  Cuba  could  furnish  themselves 
those  millions  of  money  ?    The  thing  is 
inconceivable.     The  aid  of  foreign  trea- 
sures must  have  been  obtained ;  and  in 
looking  around  to  the  quarters  from  whence 
the  supplies  must  have  come,  we  must 
needs  adopt  the  painful  conclusion,  that 
in  great    part  at  least  such   an   ample 
amount  of  capital  as  was  required,  must 
have  belonged  to  the  rich   men  of  this 
country.    But  though  warranted  in  adopt- 
ing the  general  presumption  to  which  these 
facts  lead,  I  mean  not  to  rest  it  upon  that 
foundation.     Particular  facts  and  circum- 
stances, equally  show  that  there  is  no  es- 
caping from  the  general  inference  at  which 
we  have  arrived  by  another  route.     But 
giving  me  credit  for  afterwards  showing 
that  British  subjects  are  in  fact  mixed  up 
with  speculations  in   Brazil,  for  conduct- 
ing which   the   purchase  of  slaves  from 
time  to  time  is  required  ;  let  me  ask  your 
Lordships  to  consider  for  a  moment,  whe- 
ther those  who  are  interested  in  such  con- 
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Gtrnt  cmo  poMibly  be  igoorant  of  the 
iDMot  by  which  the  negroes  they  buy  are 
broaght  to  the  markets  they  frequent  ?  In 
the  first  place  they  have  the  recorded 
declaration  of  an  honourable  man  in  the 
senate  of  Brazil,  thai  the  law  abolishing 
the  slave*trade,  was  notoriously  a  dead 
letter,  having  fallen  entirely  into  disuse. 
They  have  in  the  next  place  a  petition  or 
memorial  from  the  provincial  assembly  of 
Bsihia  to  the  senate,  urging  a  repeal  of  the 
law,  not  that  they  gave  themselves  any 
tronble  about  the  prohibition— *witb  that 
they  could  easily  deal,  by  wholly  disre- 
garding it;  but  the  provision  that  all 
slaves  imported  after  1831,  the  date  of 
the  law,  should  be  free— embarrassed  the 
operations  of  the  purchaser,  and  made  it 
very  inconvenient  to  hold  recently  im- 
ported negroes.  Thereforo  the  provincial 
assembly  desires  a  repeal  of  this  inconve- 
nient enactment ;  and  upon  grounds  of 
which  it  is  not  easy  to  find  any  parallel. 

'*  Brazil,"  ssy  they, "  accustomed  for  nearly 
three  ceDturies  to  employ  slaves,  and  to  be 
supplied  with  them,  as  an  annual  provision 
from  Africa,  paid  little  attention  to  the  en- 
couragement of  their  progressive  increase  by 
reproduction,  in  the  view  that  from  this  in- 
crease such  annual  supply  might  be  dispensed 
with,  and  by  such  means,  whilst  ihe  free-lrade 
in  slaves  continued,  the  country  should  never 
want  hands  to  keep  up  and  feed  the  husbandry 
of  the  soil.  *' 

They  then  admit  the  existence  of  the 
cpntraband  slave-trade,  in  defiance  of  the 
law,  and  of  the  treaty  with  England,  and 
they  urge  its  abrogation  on  the  ground 

'*  That  a  transgression  so  immoral  and  de- 
ceitful, may  be  obviated,  an  evil  which  Piovi- 
deoOe  alone,  whom  we  supplicate,  can  in  some 
measure  lessen. '' 

They  urge  the  repeal  with  great 
earnestness,  as  the  prosperity  of  the  pro- 
vince depends  on  the  culture  of  the 
sugarcane,  which  mainly  constitutes  its 
richness  and  opulence,  and  from  which  the 
State  draws  great  revenues.  (Class  B. 
1840,  p«  3R4.)  In  other  words,  the  crime 
must  not  be  punished  by  law,  but  per- 
mitted, for  fear  the  criminal  should  add  to 
his  guilt,  the  offence  of  violating  the  pro- 
hibition of  the  law ,  to  prevent  his  iaiqui- 
ties,  recourse  must  be  bad,  not  to  penal 
enactments,  but  to  prayers  for  his  conver- 
sion. I  find  another  provincial  assembly, 
that  of  Minas  Geraes,  urging  the  same  suit 
on  the  like  grounds.  After  dwelling  upon 
*  lagesa  reaakiag  to  the  oeoatry  from 
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"  Above  an  as  the  worst  of  all  these  perils^ 
the  immorality  which  is  the  result  of  onr  citi- 
zens  being  accustomed  to  violate  the  laws 
under  the  very  eyes  of  the  admimstiatMS 
thereof."— DivafcA,  23nd  of  Pdwaary,  IMO^ 
papers  A-  294* 

I  verily  believe,  that  the  whole  hisCor) 
of  human  effrontery  presents  no  passage 
to  match  this— no  second  example  of 
equal  audacity.  We  have  here  a  provm* 
cii«l  Legislature  coming  forward  on  behalf 
of  pirates— for  ever  since  March,  1831» 
slave-trading  is  piracy  by  the  law  of  Bra* 
xil — on  behalf  of  pirates  and  their  aceoau 
plices,  the  planters  who  profit  by  the  piracy, 
purchasing  its  fruits ;  on  behalf  of  these 
great  criminals  urging  a  repeal  of  the  law 
which  they  openly  avow  is  continnallf 
broken  by  them,  and  which  they  dedars 
they  will  continue  to  set  at  noaght,  as 
long  as  it  continues  unrepealed  ;  but  de- 
manding its  repeal  upon  the  ground,  that 
while  it  remains,  they  being  resohred  lo 
break  it,  are  thus  nnder  the  neeessity  ef 
committing  the  additional  immorality  of 
breaking  it  nnder  the  eye  of  the  judges 
sworn  to  enforce  it.  Such  are  the  notorious 
facts,  notorious  to  all  who  lived  in  BrastI ; 
and  proving  to  those  engaged  in  promo- 
ting and  profiling  by  the  agricnlture  of 
that  country,  be  they  resident  there  or  here 
at  home,  that  their  capital  must  be  nsed 
to  promote  slave*trRdtng  in  a  ooontry 
where  the  African  trade  continues  to  ioa- 
rish  in  defiance  of  a  merely  nomhiai  pro- 
hibition. But  your  Lordships  mast  not 
suppose,  that  my  charge  againat  British 
capitalists  ef  employing  in  the  promo* 
tion  of  this  guilty  commerce  the  weaHh 
bestowed  by  Providence  as  a  blesaing  on 
their  honest  industry,  rests  upon  mtn 
general  probability  or  natural  inference. 
1  have  certain  specific  facts  lo  which  I 
can  refer  and  which  nnfortanately  leave 
no  doubt  upon  the  subject.  On  the  14lli 
of  July,  1838,  (I  am  obliged  to  give  the 
date  that  there  may  be  no  doubt  of  ny 
authority,)  the  English  comnissioaera  %i 
Rio  wrote  to  Lord  Palmerslo»— 

^  The  various  undertakings  going  on  in  this 
country  and  every  day  multiplying^  are  loc 
the  most  part  tlie  result  of  Britjsb  enterprize.'* 

But  neither  is  it  oa  so  general  a  slate* 
mant  as  this  that  the  case  rests,  aMMOgh 
comiag  from  a  quarter  every  way  eatitM 
to  raspectfal  alleotioa ;  fi»r  tboagh  me  «mi 
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but  Mldom  trace  the  coarse  which  such 
speculations  take;  though  we  can  with 
difficulty  follow  and  unravel  the  shifts,  the 
subtle  contrivances  by  which  the  law  is 
evaded ;  there  come  to  light  now  and  then 
matters  which  leave  no  doubt  as  to  the 
transactions  that  are  going  on,  and  show 
in  what  way  the  investment  of  capital  takes 
place,  and  what  are  the  practices  resorted 
to  for  dfif ine  and  for  screening  the  traffic. 
A  year  or  two  age,  a  vessel  bearing  Rus- 
sian colours  was  seized.  She  was  released 
on  the  ground  of  an  objection  taken  to  the 
jurisdiction,  an  unsound  one  as  I  conceive. 
Being  released,  however,  she  was  sold  here 
and  her  name  was  changed.  She  was 
purchased.  Where?  In  the  city.  By  whom? 
By  a  merchant,  established  for  twenty 
years  in  the  city,  naturalised  i  believe  in 
this  Goontry,  and  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
peees  a  British  trader.  She  was  purchased 
lor  whom  ?  A  Spaniard,  a  notorious  slave 
trader.  With  what  capital  ?  I  care  not 
whether  the  purchase  was  made  with  the 
meschant's  own  capital,  with  the  capital 
of  the  Spaniard  for  whom  he  might  have 
acted  as  agent  or  with  that  of  the  English 
maater  who  was  on  board  the  vessel.  As 
eooD  at  she  was  purchased,  her  name 
being  changed  from  Russian  to  English, 
she  was  sent  forth  on  her  vo]f  age  of  depre- 
dation. She  first  touched  at  Cadiz ;  and, 
Irem  that  circumstance,  the  voyage  might 
be  sepresented  as  a  perfectly  innocent 
ona  from  the  Thames  to  the  Mediter- 
saaean.  She  was  thence  dispatched  to 
the  Afriean  coast,  and  the  pretence  no 
doubt  Hf  that  the  former  voyage  from 
Loodea  was  an  entirely  separate  and  ua- 
Qonnected  tranaaction-^that  she  suddenly 
changed  her  character  on  arrivmg  to 
Spain,  and  became  all  at  once  a  slaver, 
from  having  been  an  innocent  ship.  Such 
of  yoiir  Lordships  as  can  bring  yaur  minds 
to  believe  this  tale,  must  be  endowed  with 
%  stiengtk  of  faith — with  powers  of  belief 
--nfer  exceeding  the  measure  of  my  cre« 
dnltty.  From  Cadiz,  then,  she  fared 
forth  to  Africa,  and  was  seized  on  the 
alaYC  ocASt,  close  to  a  notorioua  slave 
mast,  having  sueb  a  eargo,  and  such  cor- 
leipondence  on  board  with  slave-traders, 
and  consigned  to  persona  so  notorious  as 
sliav^tradersv  that  she  was  without  diffi* 
colty  condemned  under  the  Consolidated 
Slaae-t^aide  Act  for  aiding  and  abetting  in 
Ihe  tiaSc,  The  master  oa  board,  an 
EngHab  sabi^ct,  was  the  pretended  owner ; 
Ikesia  was^  bio«Avec»  every  reason  to  be« 


iieve,  that  she  belonged  to  a  notorious 
slave-trader  of  Cuba,  and  had  been  pur- 
chased for  him  by  his  London  agent. 
This  happened  early  last  year.  Another 
instance  occurred  not  much  longer  ago ; 
a  vessel,  American  built,  but  British 
owned,  sailed  from  Liverpool,  and  the 
names  of  her  owners,  which  I  need  not 
mention,  are  given  in  the  papers  on  your 
Table.  The  articles  signed  by  the  sea* 
men,  were  for  a  voyage  to  the  Brazils, 
and  back  again  to  some  port  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  But  no  sooner  did  she  reach 
her  port  of  destination,  Bahia,  than  she 
was  fitted  out  for  the  slave  coast ;  the 
crew  refused  to  go,  as  this  was  contrary 
to  their  articles,  and  seven  left  her,  whose 
places  were  supplied  by  others  embarked 
in  Brazil.  This  is  certified  by  the  English 
vice-consul,  under  the  consular  seal.  The 
charterer  was  a  noted  slave-trader;  the 
consignees  were  slave-traders ;  the  desti- 
nation was  Lagos,  a  notorious  slaving 
port;  ^nd  she  was  condemned  for  aiding 
in  the  slave-trade.  But  a  little  while  be- 
fore this  seizure.  Captain  Smiih  of  H.  M. 
S.  Qrecian^  captured  a  vessel  under  Bra- 
zilian colours,  off  the  coast  of  Brazil,  hav- 
ing seventy  or  eighty  slaves  on  board,  and 
bound  with  them  to  the  plantation  of  ^, 
British  subject,  settled  in  Brazil.  That 
they  came  from  the  African  coast,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  affirm ;  but  I  am  ready  to 
declare  my  opinion,  which  I  have  before 
stated  in  this  place,  that  such  a  traffic  is 
puiiishable  as  folony  in  a  British  subject, 
under  the  provision  of  the  Consolidated 
Act,  whether  the  slaves  purchased  be 
brought  f^om  the  coast  of  Africa  or  from 
any  other  place — the  exceptions  in  that 
act  do  not  protect  it — they  only  protect 
purchasing  and  carrying  coastwise  in  the 
dominions  of  the  Crown.  Not  to  multi- 
ply instances,  a  ease  lately  came  before 
the  Privy  Council  upon  the  claim  of  a 
Brazilian  vessel,  condemned  for  slave- 
trading.  My  noble  Friend,  the  Lord 
President,  may  recollect  it ;  he  sat  with 
us  upon  the  appeal.  The  ship  had  been 
sent  out  upon  a  slaving  voyage  ;  and  the 
consignee  of  the  cargo,  was  a  very  well 
known  slave-trader  ;  but  among  other 
evidence  which  he  produced,  to  avert  the 
condemnation,  was  the  certificate  of  twenty 
or  thirty  mercantile  houses  established  in 
Brazil,  all  testifying  to  his  high  cbaraoter 
for  respectability  and  honour.  Of  these 
houses  about  one-half  were  British  firms. 
These  men  scrupled  not  to  join  in  bearing 
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this  testimony  to  the  character  of  a  person 
whose  slave-trading  must  be  as  well  known 
opoo  the  'Change  of  Rio,  as  the  name  he 
is  called  by,  slafe-trading  having  been 
by  the  law  of  Brazil,  treated  as  piracy 
for  the  last  ten  years  and  upwards. 
Of  the  British  houses,  that  so  certi6ed, 
I  will  say  nothing,  however,  except 
that  three  of  them  are  represented  to  me 
by  persons  upon  whose  information  I  think 
reliance  may  be  placed,  as  having  lost  to- 
gether 12,000/.  by  some  late  condemna- 
tions of  vessels  for  slave-trading ;  and  I 
know  that  the  despatch  of  the  commission- 
ers to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  14th 
July,  1838,  to  which  I  have  already  re- 
ferred, distinctly  staUs, — 

<<  British  capital  to  have  suffered  severely  in 
this  city  (Rio)  from  recent  captures/' 

But  if  our  merchants  settled  in  Brazil 
thus  vouch  for  the  character  of  Bra- 
zilian slave-traders,  see  how  mutual  the 
voucher  is;  how  freely  the  Brazilian 
slave-trader  bears  his  testimony  recipro- 
cally to  the  character  of  the  British  mer- 
chant! In  a  journal  believed  to  be 
under  the  patronage,  and  known  to  speak 
the  sentiments  of  a  celebrated  Brazi- 
lian minister,  connected  with  the  slave* 
trading  party,  I  find  this  panegyric  upon 
our  countrymen : — 

'<  We  declare,  that  we  have  a  great  respect 
for  the  English  merchaDts  of  Rio,  not  only  for 
their  conduct  in  our  internal  concerns,  but 
principally  for  the  way  in  which  they  con- 
tribute to  the  ransom  of  captive  blacks  in 
Africa,  whether  by  ordering  goods  fit  to  be 
employed  in  this  work  of  humanity — ^whether 
by  lending  their  money  to  the  adventurer,  or 
whether,  as  is  said,  by  insuring  vessels  destined 
for  the  coast/' 

*'  We  greatly  respect  the  English  mer- 
chants for  their  conduct  in  our  internal 
concerns!"  Whether  the  part  of  their 
conduct  thus  so  greatly  respected  is  their 
bearing  judicial  testimony  to  the  honour  of 
pirates,  or  only  their  importing  from 
seventy  to  eighty  negro  slaves,  in  breach 
of  the  laws  of  England,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared 10  say.  But  the  principal  ground 
of  respect  is  their  conduct  towards  Africa, 
''  the  way  in  which  they  there  contribute 
to  ransom  the  captive  blacks  by  ordering 
goods  (it  for  being  employed  in  this  work 
of  humanity."  Whether  the  goods  so 
humanely  used  are  the  coast  guns,  as  they 
used  to  be  called,  which  being  bought  for 
twelve  or  fifteen  pence,  burst  in  the  hands 
of  the  negroes,  the  second  or  third  time 


they  are  fired,  or  whether  the  allotioii  may 
be  to  the  shackles,  the  maoaclet,  the  iioo 
weights  that  form  part  of  the  cargo  in  thia 
voyage  of  humanity,  or  whether  the  whips 
and  goads  invested  are  more  darkly  sha- 
dowed out  under  the  tender  phraaea,  I 
will  not  take  upon  me  to  deckle.  Bat  on 
the  next  topic  of  praise  there  can  be  little 
doubt ;  '*  the  lending  their  money  to  the 
adventurer,**  the  humane  adventurer,  and 
"  insuring  as  is  said,  (I  make  no  doubt 
most  truly  said),  the  vessels  destioed  for 
the  slave  coast.**  No  doubt  the  insuriog 
such  vessels  is  naturally  a  matter  of  eulogy 
to  the  affectionate  lovers  of  the  nnhappy 
African  race,  eagerly  celebrating  the  praise 
of  those  engaged  in  their  ransom.  Such 
vessels  for  instance,  as  were  lately  seised 
by  Captain  Denman,  who,  shedding  a  new 
lustre  on  the  great  name  he  bews,  and 
equalling  the  exertions  of  the  most  gallant 
and  zealous  of  his  brethren  in  arms  on  that 
station,  if,  indeed,  he  does  not  surpass 
them  all,  has  been  waging  a  consUnt, 
an  implacable,  an  interminable,  and,  I  re- 
joice to  add,  a  successful  warfare  with  the 
miscreant  felons  who  ravage  the  ooeal, 
pollute  the  sea,  and  disgrace  the  name  of 
sailor  and  of  trader.  The  praise  is  be- 
stowed on  the  humane  British  insurer  of 
such  vessels  as  he  lately  took— 4n  one  of 
which,  horrid  to  relate,  of  forty-seven  tons 
burden,  370  wretched  Africans  were 
found  concealed.  Think  of  that !  If  yon 
can  bring  yourselves  to  the  dreadful  con- 
templation,'think  of  that !  Eight  persons 
to  a  ton,  being  five  times  as  many  as  were 
permitted  by  our  slave-carrying  ecu  at  a 
time  when,  if  we  did  not  encourage,  we 
at  least  protected  the  treffici  Exag- 
geration is  always  to  be  condemned ; 
both  as  unfiur,  and  therefore  wrong,  it  ia 
to  be  condemned  ;  and  as  utterly  inexpe- 
dient, it  is  to  be  rejected.  I  have  often 
complained  of  it  on  both  grounds  before 
your  Lordships,  and  have  reminded  those 
who  foolishly,  as  well  as  blameaUy,  bad 
recourse  to  such  a  practice,  that  It  conn- 
tenets  their  own  intentions,  like  some 
optic  glass,  which  in  unskilful  banda  di- 
minbbes  objects  mstead  of  magnifying 
them.  But  here  it  would  be  as  impossible, 
as  it  is  unjust  and  as  it  is  foolish  to  exag- 
gerate; for  I  defy  any  man's  fancy  to  go 
beyond  the  fact,  or  anything  to  be  con- 
ceived more  horrible  than  the  bare  state- 
ment of  370  wretched  beings  thrust  into  a 
vessel  no  Isrger  than  a  Thames  barge- 
there  to  endure  what  would  be  nnbeembk 
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torment  in  a  passage  up  or  down  the  ri? er, 
that  washes  these  walls— to  endure  it  on 
the  voyage  across  the  Atlantic  ocean. 
Nor  let  us  exaggerate  the  hlame  of  those 
who  by  their  speculations  give  the  im- 
pulse to  such  cruel  deeds.  I  do  not  mean 
to  hold  them  answerable  for  things  of 
which  they  may  be  ignorant,  as  they  have 
never  themselves  witnessed  those  scenes 
of  horror.  But  they  are  most  clearly  ac- 
cessories before  the  fact,  in  so  far  as  their 
capital  drives  the  trade,  or  their  demand 
for  its  produce  causes  it  to  be  driven ;  and 
they  are  sharers  in  the  guilty  profits  of 
the  transaction  so  far  as  they  carry  on 
their  concerns  of  planting  or  of  mining  by 
purchasing  those  victims  of  the  slave- 
trader's  avarice^  whom  he  tears  from  Africa 
that  he  may  sell  to  them.  Many  persons 
of  otherwise  excellent  character,  nay,  even 
of  dispositions  generally  humane,  are, 
some  without  reflection,  others  in  igno- 
rance of  the  details,  embarked  on  such 
speculations.  With  these  I  would  only 
remonstrate ;  I  would  beseech  them  in  all 
kindness  of  spirit,  to  reflect  more  fully,  to 
examine  more  closely  the  consequences 
of  thus  employing  their  capital  in  foreign 
slave  colonies.  If  their  eyes  are  opened  to 
the  inevitable  consequences ;  if  they  are 
aroused  to  a  distinct  view  of  the  facts ; 
surely  they  will  awaken  to  a  sense  of  what 
their  duty  demands  of  them,  unless  they 
would,  after  notice,  make  themselves 
wilful  partakers  of  the  crime.  Let  us  take 
the  case  of  mining  companies,— the  af- 
fairs of  these  are  chiefly  in  the  hands  of 
British  shareholders;  the  seat  of  some 
companies  is  in  the  city  of  London  itself. 
At  a  late  meeting  of  one  company  a  call 
upon  the  shares  being  proposed^  the 
ground  of  the  demand  was  openly  declared 
to  be  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  recent 
purchases  of  slaves  required  to  keep  up 
the  stock  for  working  the  mine.  5,000/. 
was  stated  to  be  the  sum  thus  expended 
in  one  year,  and  seventy-three  negroes 
were  alleged  to  have  been  bought.  Many 
holders  of  those  shares  are  without  doubt, 
honourable  and  excellent  persons,  who 
have  never  considered  the  subject  as  it 
deserves.  It  is  with  them  I  make  my 
friendly  and  respectful  remonstrance, 
hoping— I  had  well  nigh  said  expecting — 
that  they  will  upon  inquiry,  feel  the  ne- 
cessity of  abandoning  such  speculations, 
and  acting  at  once  upon  that  feeling,  in- 
vest otherwise,  the  wealth  with  which 
Providence  has  blessed  them  for  far  worth- 


ier ends.  Of  their  agents  in  Brazil,  I 
cannot  speak  in  any  such  measured  terms 
— they  must  know  that  they  are  directly 
abetting  the  traffic.  If  they  say  that  the 
slaves  they  purchase  for  their  employers 
are  Creoles  and  not  imported ;  if  they  con« 
tend  that  it  is  lawful  to  buy  slaves  in  a 
foreign  country  where  slavery  is  still  suf* 
fered  by  the  law ;  passing  over  the  objec- 
tions to  this  position  which  I  have  ever 
urged  upon  the  most  plain  construction  of 
our  abolition  acts,  which  make  such  deal- 
ing felony,  cf  ery  where  except  in  a  British 
settlement,  I  say  that,  granting  the  law 
to  be  as  they  erroneously  read  it,  their 
statement  of  fact  cannot  avail  to  screen 
them.  It  is  quite  inconceivable  that 
they  should  be  ignorant  of  the  slaves 
whom  they  purchase,  having  been  lately, 
nay,  but  the  day  before,  landed  from 
the  hold  of  the  slave-ship.  No  person  in 
Brazil— no  person  who  has  been  there  a 
month,  can  pretend  ignorance  of  a  negro 
being  newly  imported,  the  instant  he  sees 
him.  But  if  the  mere  sight  should  nut 
prove  decisive,  could  any  man  affect  to 
doubt,  after  hearing  the  unhappy  creature 
speak  ?  Nay,  suppose  even  that  test  to 
fail,  does  not  the  price  paid,  at  once  con- 
vict the  purchaser?  When  65/.  or  70/, 
only  is  demanded  for  the  new  negro,  and 
120/.  or  130/.  is  the  price  of  a  Creole,  of 
a  seasoned  slave,  do  you  require  more 
evidence  to  prove  the  guilty  knowledge  of 
the  buyer,  than  his  paying  only  half-price  7 
Let  me  see  the  man  who  has  bought  a 
jewel  at  half  its  value,  and  I  shall  have 
my  doubts  of  his  honesty,  even  if  the 
seller  was  not  a  suspicious  character.  But 
show  me  the  man  who  has  paid  half-price 
to  a  suspected  person,  and  I  shall  have 
no  doubt  at  all,  that  the  one  is  a  receiver, 
and  the  other  a  thief.  This  is  not  more 
clear  than  that  the  man  who  pays  for  a 
slave  half  the  sum  which  a  seasoned 
negro  costs,  knows  that  he  is  buying  a 
slave  newly  brought  from  Africa.  In  fact 
the  market  cannot  be  supplied  regularly 
with  Creoles — with  healthy  and  serviceable 
Creoles  hardly  at  all.  Those  brought  to 
sale  are  either  maimed,  or  afflicted  with 
some  bodily  illness,  or  some  mental  inca- 
pacity, or  of  habits  dissolute  and  rebelKous. 
Whoever  would  buy  a  large  number  can- 
not either  take  slaves  of  that  description, 
or  trust  to  the  chances  of  some  unforeseen 
disaster,  occasioning  a  sale,  and  the  pur- 
chaser not  keeping  the  slave,  though  it  is 
difficult  to  see  bow  any  one  can  carry  on 
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ihe  plantation  without  the  slaves.  Those 
who'conduet  the  mines  must,  therefore, 
know,  that  it  is  the  African  market  from 
whence  they  are  supplied  with  new  hands. 
Soipe  of  ^ose  agents,  and  bearing,  I 
grieve  to  say,  her  Majesty's  commission, 
half-pay  officers  in  the  army  and  the  navy, 
have  been  heard  to  avow  openly,  that  they 
purphased  newly  imported  slaves  in  pre- 
ference, doubtless  because  they  cost  less. 
But  it  required  no  such  avowal  to  convince 
any  one  who  reflected  on  the  nature  of  the 
commerce,  that  such  mqst  be  the  case. 
The  course  of  the  traffic  is  well  known. 
A  vessel  arrive  from  Africa,  and  not 
venturing  to  land  her  cargo  in  Rio,  from 
fear,  of  the  British  commissioners  rather 
than  apprehension  that  the  Brazil  autho- 
rities will  do  their  duty,  she  hovers  off  the 
bar,  below  the  town,  and  conveys  the 
negroes  to  some  convenient  landing  place, 
from  whence  they  are  conducted  to  a 
barracoon,  or  slave? barrack,  in  the  woods, 
and  at  only  a  few  miles  distance  from  the 
city,  i  asked  of  my  informants  how  it 
happened  that  as  many  as  700  or  800,  the 
number  frequently  landed  from  one  slaver, 
could  be  conveyed  tl^rough  the  country, 
without  danger  of  their  escaping  or  rising 
to  resist  their  keepers.  Alas,  I  little 
knew  the  condition  in  which  these  hapless 
creatures  reached  the  new  world !  I  was 
lold  that  \9  I  had  ever  witnessed  the  state 
to  which  they  were  carried  on  shore,  ema- 
ciated, eihausted,  aud  crippled,  barely 
capa|)le  of  crawling  along,  1  should  have 
seen  that  the  least  movement  towards 
flight,  or  the  raising  a  hand  in  resistance, 
was  an  absolote,  a  physical  impossibility. 
Thus  passively  taken  to  the  barracooo, 
they  are  there  seen  and  purchased  by  the 
mine  agent,  or  the  planter'  agent.  Can 
he  muster  up  assurance  enough  to  deny 
that  he  knows  he  is  dealing  for  negroes 
newly  landed  ?  Nay,  if  he  only  repairs  to 
the  cjty,  and  is  there  waited  upon  by  a 
slave  captain,  or  his  super-cargo,  can  he 
pntend  to  deaj  that  he  is  aware  of  the 
article  be  is  buying — yea,  just  aa  certainly 
as  if  he  had  seen  the  poor  negro  landed, 
whom  be  is  abou(  to  drive  up  the  country 
to  delve  in  the  mine,  or  hoe  in  the 
cene-ptecel  Such  men  are  not  to  be, 
in  any  respect  whatever,  distinguished 
fsem  slave-traders.  In  the  African  slave- 
trade  they  are  directly  concerned — slave 
tracers  in  the  ordinary  acceptatiep  of  the 
term.  A  brqad  distinction  is  to  he  taken 
between  their  guilt  and  that  of  the  capitalist 


who  employs  and  hires  them ;  he  does  not 
actually  see  the  criminal  traffic ;  be  does 
not  go  down  to  the  slave-ship,  with  her 
freight  of  misery  and  of  crime— her  lading 
of  wretches,  and  her  felon  crew.  NeveV- 
theless,  it  is  imposssible  to  hold  him  blaoae- 
less  when  his  hired  agent  is  covered  with 
guilt ;  the  agent  whom  he  sets  on  as  ihe 
accomplice  of  piracy,  by  whose  acts  he 
profits,  the  result  of  whose  wrong  doing  aH 
goes  to  enrich  him.  If  he  be  not  an  ao- 
cessary  to  the  felony,  his  money  proctires 
It — his  wealth  is  increased  by  it— without 
bis  aid  it  could  not  be  perpettated.  Who. 
ever  they  be  that  instigate  such  ink|ttitiee, 
by  their  speculation,  and  support  then 
with  their  money,  let  them  be  well  astnrefl 
that  their  capital  is  the  very  sprng  which 
sets  in  motion  the  whole  mficbinery  of 
crime,  as  certainly  as  the  main  spring  of 
that  clock  moves  the  hand  which  tells  me 
how  long,  how  much  longer  than  was 
necessary,  I  have  been  detainiog  you  to 
dwell  over  these  painful  scenes.  Bat  nea, 
especially  when  engaged  in  evil  coenea, 
are  prone  to  discover  minB(e  difierencee; 
and  self-love,  the  great  source  of  all  blind- 
aen,  is  itself  v^ry  quick^sigbted  to  deecsy 
nice  distinctions,  that  may  screen  ns  firom 
the  stern  judge  whom  Providence  has  ap- 
pointed within  the  breast.  The  capitalisle 
to  whom  I  have  alluded,  are  apt  to  say, 
possibly  to  think,  they  are  little  to  blame, 
because  they  see  nothing  of  all  the  safle»- 
iog  they  occasioa,  and  all  the  aice  by  which 
they  profit ;  and  many  who  would  shrink 
from  doing  the  deed  with  their  owq  hands, 
or  even  shudder  to  view  it  with  their  own 
eyes,  have  but  little  quakn  that  othen 
should  do  it  for  them,  and  out  of  sight. 
I  remember  an  eastern  tale  m  which  some 
tyrant  is  represeoted  aa  miiided  to  put  ivee 
of  hie  fomily  to  death ;  but  even  hie  releat- 
)ess  nature  flew  back  from  witneasing  the 
murder  he  ordered  to  be  committed, 
according  to  the  accustomed  soleoiam  of 
arbitrary  power,  as  Lord  Bacon  calb  i4» 
desiring  the  end  but  disliking  the  meaoa. 
Tke  officer  whom  he  commissioned  to  do 
the  deed,  shared  in  the  same  scruplea; 
and  thinking  he  coiUd  divide  the  gnUl  hy 
^viding  the  instrumentality,  employed 
one  igoorant  of  the  criminal  purpose. 
Thb  unauspected  agent  waa  taken  lo  a 
cave  where  a  rope  that  entered  the  groood 
was  made  fast  to  an  iron  ring ;  aq4  he 
was  bid  to  sever  iit  with  a  hatchet ;  the 
cope  disappeared  with  great  fiofoe  on  the 
blow  being  struck ;  aiad  being  oaaied  le 
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the  adjoining  palace  he  saw  two  peraoni 
erushed  to  death  by  the  descent  of  a 
marble  canopy  under  which  they  had  been 
sleeping.  Hit  base  conductor  and  his 
royal  employer,  would  have  recoiled  from 
the  sight  of  the  slaughter  which  they  had 
Ro  scruple  thus  to  perpetrate;  and  of 
which  each  was  as  guilty  as  if  he  had 
dared  to  plunge  his  dagger  into  the  ric- 
tims  and  been  sprinkled  with  their  blood. 
But  It  is  not  more  certain  that  the  blow 
of  the  hatchet  which  severed  the  rope, 
dealt  destruction  to  those  who  reposed 
under  the  block  which  it  had  suspended, 
than  it  is  certain  that  the  capital  of 
British  speculators  invested  in  the 
nines  of  Brazil,  and  the  plantations  of 
Ouba,  kindles  the  wars,  and  stimulates 
the  murders,  and  instigates  the  tortures, 
and  sheds  the  desolation  with  which  the 
slave-trafSc  has  for  ages  ravaged  the 
regions  of  Africa,  to  glut  the  cruel  ava- 
rice of  nations,  the  most  ostentatious 
devotees  to  the  religion  of  charity  and 
peace.  I  hear  it  indeed  whispered  that 
these  are  not  times  for  interfering  with  the 
employment  of  capital ;  that  in  the  pre- 
sent embarrassment  under  which  our  com- 
merce is  labouring,  we  should  be  slow  to 
stop  up  any  channel  in  which  capital  may 
find  employment.  I  can  listen  to  no  such 
argument;  I  protest  utterly  against  its 
application  to  this  question;  and  your 
Lordships,  aboire  all  men,  can  give  it  no 
quarter  I  What  course  have  you  been 
holding,  and  only  yesterday  holding? 
Regardless  of  the  plea,  that  trade  was 
labouring,  you  have  increased  its  burden, 
where  the  plain  interests  of  decorum  and 
of  morals  demanded  an  addition  to  the 
load.  But  having  overruled  that  plea 
when  indecency  was  counterpleaded,  you 
must  not  show  yourselves  more  patient  of 
crime.  Sworn  enemies  to  practices  of  an 
immoral  tendency,  will  you  be  the  pro- 
tectors of  actual  guilt?  Unscrupulous  in 
dealing  with  private  rights,  when  they 
warred  with  purity  of  conduct,  can  you 
harbour  a  preposterous  delicacy  towards 
piraey  and  murder,  to  screen  from  justice 
the  gains  of  the  felon  or  his  accomplice  ? 
The  more  gloomy  our  prospects  may  be 
under  a  temporary  visitation,  the  closer  we 
should  cling  to  our  principles,  that  holding 
fast  our  integrity  we  may  earn  the  bless- 
ing of  brighter  fortunes.  Let  us  wash  out 
the  most  vile  pollution  that  defiles  our 
honest  trade,  and  tarnishes  their  name 
who  drive  it.    Cease  to  protect  the  slave- 


ipoqger,  by  whatever  name  he  may  caH 
himself,  or  his  accomplice,  uqder  \vhat 
mask  soever  he  may  Iqrk.  Zealous  in 
extirpating  vice,  and  immorality,  and  in* 
temperance  at  home,  dp  not  patronise  and 
propagate  them  abroad— any  wnere  abroad. 
Neither  in  the  east,  neither  in  fhe  wesf, 
neither  towards  the  rising  pun  nor  towards 
his  going  down,  wage  execrable  wars  wit^ 
human  happiness  and  virtue,  fpr  the  lucr^ 
of  gain,-— wars  against  millions,  feeble  fis 
they  are  unoffending,— wars  such  as  those 
of  the  most  sordid  prince  who  ever  filled 
that  throne,  and  which  his  immortal  nis- 
torian,  likened  to  some  base  metal,  glit- 
tering like  steel,  but  really  of  brass,-— 
monstrous  wars,  redeemed  by  no  one 
virtue,  nor  graced  by  any  triumph,  save 
the  triumph  over  public  principle  and 
national  honour,  in  which  victory  shorn  ot 
its  glories  leads  on  peace  stripped  of  its 
wonted  blessings,  nay,  clothed  in  a  double 
curse— in  them  that  give  it,  whoni  it 
stains  with  the  disgrace  of  guilty  profits— 
in  them  that  receive  it,  whom  it  cpnupts 
with  intemperance  and  cripples  with 
disease  I  But  a  curse  yet  more  heavy  lies 
on  the  gains  of  African  slavery  and  war,— 
whether  they  swell  the  stores  Of  the  tradef 
or  replenish  thecoffersof  the  State — Surely, 
surely  this  country  never  can  forget  t^e 
maxim  of  her  greatest  poets,  and  none  the 
least  of  her  patriots,  that  it  is  her  high 
prerogative  to  teach  the  nations  how  to 
live.  And  not  her  policy  alone,  but  her 
industry  must  be  kept  pure,  and  above 
forming  a  partnership  with  violence  and 
slavery.  It  is  with  peace,  and  with  freedom 
that  the  commerce  of  England  naturally 
maintains  her  holy  alliance.  She  is  thi 
oflspring  of  that  liberty — but  the  support 
of  her  parent  — by  a  charity  above  aH 
Greek  or  Roman  charities ;  the  nurse  of 
her  parent — and  you,  my  Lords,  calling 
down  upon  her  and  yourselves  the  bless- 
ings of  heaven  by  pursuing  the  course 
which  I,  in  all  humility,  but  with  all 
earnestness  urge  you  to  fake,  will  add  to 
your  own  fame  an  honour  of  which  you  stand 
little  in  need— but  afford  me,  who  want  it 
much,  the  only  consolation  I  can  ever  now 
enjoy,  by  helping  me  to  discharge  a  saeted 
public  duty. 

**  I  move  you  to  resolve  that  this  House  will, 
with  all  practicable  expedition  take  such  mea- 
sures as  m^y  be  most  effectual  for  preventing 
the  employment  of  British  capital  in  promoting 
or  maintaining  the  slave*trade.M 

The  Dokeof  IFellni5<onBaid,thatafterthe 
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atteDtioo  which  he  was  sure  their  Lordships 
had  paid  to  the  admirable  speech  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,he  was  convinced 
they  mast  all  be  anxious  to  have  some 
means  brought  under  their  consideration 
which  should  be  effectual  in  putting  an  end 
to  those  evils  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  so  eloquently  represented  as 
existing,  and  of  giving  effect  to  the  reso- 
lution which  he  bad  just  submitted  to  the 
House.  He  certainly  felt  that,  if  the 
House  adopted  this  motion,  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  Government 
to  bring  in  a  measure  founded  upon  it,  in 
order,  if  possible,  to  prevent  the  conti- 
nuance of  the  evils  of  the  slave-trade.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  mentioned 
that  some  persons  beariog  her  Majesty's 
commission  were  involved  in  the  transac- 
tions of  which  he  had  spoken — that  was 
a  part  of  the  evil  for  which  he  could  have 
no  diflBculty  in  finding  a  remedy,  bat  after 
having  attended  most  patiently  and  anxi- 
ously to  the  speech  which  they  had  just 
heard,  he  could  not  discover  in  it  any 
thing  like  a  road  to  measures  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
evils  which  it  described.     What  he  would 

f>ropose  would  be  this — that  his  noble  and 
earned  Friend  should  himself  bring  for- 
ward a  measure  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  putting  an  end  to  the  perpetration 
of  these  crimes,  and  which  would  relieve 
the  country  from  the  dread  of  its  conti- 
nuance. He  now  submitted  to  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  and  to  their  Lordships, 
an  engagement  on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's 
Government,  that  they  would  take  his 
measure  into  their  consideration  at  an  early 
period  of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament, 
with  the  view  of  giving  it  their  support 
and  assistance,  in  order  to  render  it  a 
perfect  measure  of  legislation,  and  suited 
to  attain  the  end  sought  to  be  accom- 
plished. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  if  he  were 
asked  what  would  probably  be  the  mea- 
sure most  calculated  to  effect  the  end  he 
bad  in  view,  he  should  answer  for  the 
present— an  act  declaratory  of  the  true 
mtent  of  the  act  of  George  4th.  Doubts 
had  been  raised  in  different  countries 
respecting  the  construction  to  be  put  upon 
the  terms  of  that  act.  There  was  no  doubt 
as  to  the  real  intentions  of  the  framers  of 
the  measure,  which  was  drawn  up  by  his 
most  distinguished  and  excellent  Friend 
Dr.  Lushin|pton,  who  had  taken  so  deep 
■iterest  m  the  suppression  of  the  slave- 
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trade.  He,  therefore,  considered,  that  the 
most  effectual  course  would  be  to  adopt  m 
declaratory  act,  solving  all  those  doubts, 
and  declaring  the  true  intent  of  the  enact- 
ment in  question.  In  case  of  the  adoption 
of  such  an  act,  it  would  be  for  the  wisdom 
of  Parliament  to  consider  how  long  a  time 
should  be  granted  to  persons  implicated, 
to  remove  themselves  from  the  position  in 
which  the  law  would  then  place  them. 
But  if  such  a  measure  should  be  carried, 
he  trusted  that  what  had  passed  in  the 
House  that  night  would  be  taken  more  as 
a  wi^rning  than  as  an  accusation,  and  he 
trusted  that  after  that  night  no  new  trans- 
actions in  connexion  with  the  slave-trade- 
no  new  speculations  would  receive  any 
countenance  or  protection  from  the  British 
public.  He  should  consent  to  withdraw 
bis  motion  on  the  understanding  that  the 
Government  were  pledged  to  a  measoia 
upon  the  subject. 

Lord  fVhamcliffe:  Let  us  undeisland 
to  what  we  are  said  to  be  pledged. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  he  understood 
Government  to  be  pledged  to  take  the 
subject  of  capital  embarked  in  the  slave- 
trade  into  immediate  consideration,  with  a 
view  to  its  prevention. 

Lord  WhamcUffe  understood  the  pledge 
to  be  an  engagement  to  support  a  measure 
for  the  purpose  to  be  brooght  forward  by 
the  noble  Lord. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  explained  that 
he  meant  that  Government  should  take 
into  consideration,  with  a  view  to  giving  it 
their  cordial  support,  both  in  this  and  the 
other  House,  a  measure  which  the  nobla 
and  learned  Lord  should  introduce. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  wished  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord  to  undertake  the  framing  of 
the  measure  in  question,  as  his  great  know- 
ledge of  ^e  subject,  and  the  part  he  had 
taken  in  the  introduction  of  similar  bills, 
eminently  qualified  him  for  the  task.  The 
difficulty  was  to  frame  an  act  which  sboald 
reach  the  parties ;  and  as  the  transactiope 
took  place  in  another  country,  from  which 
they  could  not  easily  command  evadeooe, 
it  would  require  great  experience  in  the 
tortuosities  of  the  subject  to  frame  an  eli- 
cient  measure,  and  he  trtuted  that  bis 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  apply  bis 
mind  speedily  to  the  subject. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Limitations  of  Actiovs  (Ieslawd).] 
The  Lord  Chameellor^  in  movbg,  thai  tli« 
Limitation  of  Actions'  (belaiid)  Bill  be 
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committed,  took  that  opportanity  of  itat- 
ing,  that  he  had  prepared  a  clause  guard- 
ing; the  rights  of  persona  who  were  not 
in  a  position  at  present  to  enforce  them. 
He  thought  it,  however,  better  to  postpone 
introducing  the  clause  until  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  bill. 

The  Earl  of  Olengall  wished  to  know 
the  nature  of  the  clause,  and  also  when 
the  bill  was  to  come  into  operation. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  The  nature  of 
the  clause  was,  that  those  who  at  present 
had  not  conformed  to  the  Protestant  reli* 
gion,  should  have  their  rights  reserved  to 
themt  He  proposed,  that  the  bill  should 
come  into  operation  in  July,  1844. 

The  Archbishop  of  Armagh  objected  to 
so  long  a  period  being  allowed  to  elapse 
between  the  passing  of  the  bill  and  the 
time  of  its  coming  into  operation.  When 
the  English  act  passed,  it  came  into  ope- 
ration on  the  31  St  December  following;, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  any  difference 
should  be  made  in  the  present  bill.  It  was 
bis  (the  Archbishop's)  intention,  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  adhered  to  the 

Eeriod  specified  by  him,  to  move,  that  the 
ill  come  into  operation  at  the  close  of 
December,  1842. 

Lord  MonteagU  said,  that  in  ordinary 
eases,  six  months  would  be  ample  time  to 
give  parties  an  opportunity  of  commencing 
actions.  But,  in  the  present  instance,  he 
thought  that  period  by  no  means  sufficienL 
The  case  that  might  arise  was  this.  Sup- 
pose a  living  now  filled,  no  steps  could  be 
taken  by  the  party  claiming  the  right  to 
presentation  until  the  death  of  the  present 
incumbent.  It  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
very  unjust,  that  the  party  should  be  de- 
barred from  asserting  his  rights  whenever 
an  opportnnity  for  his  doing  so  arose.  Let 
the  shortest  possible  period  be  given  after 
the  appointment  really  occurred  ;  but  he 
(Lord  Monteagle)  considered  it  very  hard 
indeed,  that  the  party  claiming  the  right 
should  be  debarred  by  any  interval  of  time, 
if  in  that  interval  no  opportunity  had  arisen 
for  contesting  his  claims. 

The  Bishop  of  London :  What  the  noble 
Baron  has  urged  is  as  applicable  to  one, 
two,  or  three  years,  as  to  any  other  pe- 
riod. In  fact,  his  suggestion,  if  acted 
upon,  would  vitiate  the  principle  of  the 
bill  altogether.  A  period  of  sixty  years 
and  three  presentations  he  thought  sufii- 
cient  protection  to  those  claiming  the  right 
of  presentation. 
The  Lord  Chancellor :  The  bill  was  in 
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that  respect,  precisely  the  same  as  the 
English  bill.  Now,  with  respect  to  the 
memorial  signed  by  the  twenty-six  Peers, 
there  was  not  one  of  them  who  had  not 
been  for  sixty  years  in  a  position  to  en* 
force  his  rights. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  that  the  bill,  as  it 
stood,  afforded  ample  protection.  No  man 
could  reasonably  complain,  when  sixty 
years'  adverse  possession,  and  three  in- 
cumbencies, were  necessary  to  bar  an  ac- 
tion. 

Earl    Glengall   said,    the    noble    and 
learned  Lord  appeared  ready  and  anxious 
to  strangle  those  who  claimed  the  rights 
of  presentation  with  the  utmost  rapidity. 
He  regretted  that  a  bill  of  this  nature 
should  be  forced  on  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session.    In  fact,  all  the  opponents  of 
the  measure,  except  in  his  solitary  in- 
stance, had  left  town.     It  was  generally 
believed  that  this  bill  had  been  postponed 
sine  die,  and  so,  in  fact,  it  was  on  their 
Lordships'  papers.     The  Irish  Society  had 
also  left,  and  he  was  there  as  their  single 
representative   and  he  much  feared  they 
had  left  their  case  in  very  incompetent 
hands.      He  must   insist  upon   it,  that 
there  was  considerable  difference  between 
the  English  case  and  that  of  Ireland.  The 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  families  had  been 
deprived  of  their  right  to  the  presentation 
of  livings,  first  in  the  time  of  King  Charles, 
and  again  in  the  time  of  Queen  Anne. 
The  Crown  and  the  Church  received  the 
livings  in  trust,  until  the  Roman  Catholics 
should  conform  to  the  Protestant  religion, 
and  on  behalf  of  those  who  had  conformed 
he  stood  there  to  support  their  just  rights. 
It  had  been  insinuated  that  those  con- 
formed Roman  Catholics  had  not  done 
their  duty ;  but  he  maintained  that  it  was 
the  Crown  and  the  Church  that  had  not 
done    their    duty.     Those  confiscations 
took  place  after  the  great  rebellion  of 
1641,  and  again  after  the  battle  of  the 
Boyne.    The  treaty  of  Limerick,  however, 
protected  the  rights  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics.   The  second  article  of  that  treaty 
states  that  all  the  Roman  Catholics  who 
adhered  to  King  James — 

**  That  they  and  every  of  them  shall  hold, 
possess,  and  enjoy  all  and  every  their  estates 
of  freehold  and  inheritance,  and  all  the  rights, 
titles,  and  interests,  privileges  and  immuni« 
ties  which  they  and  every  or  any  of  them  held, 
enjoyed,  or  were  rightfully  and  lawfully  enti- 
tled to.  And  all  and  every  the  said  persons 
shall  have,  hold,  or  enjoy  all  their  goods  and 
chattels,  real  or  personal,  to  them  or  any  of 
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thwk  belonging  and  remaining,  either  in  their 
own  hands  or  the  hands  of  any  persons  what- 
soever in  trust  for,  or  for  the  use  of,  them  or 
any  of  them." 

Now  that  was  exactly  the  state  in  which 
the  heirs  of  those  parties  were  at  present, 
and  are  they  all  to  be  deprived  of  their 
rights?     Have  you   not  (said  the  noble 
Earl)— have  you  not  taken  enough  from 
us  already?     Will  not  three-fourths  of 
cor  estates  satisfy  you  ?    Are  the  adven- 
turers of  Cromwell  and  King  William  the 
3rd  not  yet  satiated  with  the  plunder  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  but  that 
you  must  now,  in  1842,  perpetuate  a  por- 
tion of  the  penal  laws  ?     The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  said  we,  who  signed 
the  memorial,  had  all  of  us  for  sixty  years 
been  in  a  position  to  try  our  rights.     I, 
for  one,  have  not  had  that  period,  and  I 
know  others  whose  families  have  not  been 
sixty  years  conformed  to  the  Protestant 
religion.     He  appealed,  therefore,  to  the 
justice  of  the  House  not  to  debar  the  heirs 
of  those  who,  by  conforming,  had  regained 
rights  forfeited  at  the  periods  to  which  he 
had  alluded.    It  was  to  the  trusteeship 
part  of  the  business  hei  however,  princi- 
pally   objected.     The   Crown    and    the 
Church  had  not  fulfilled  their  trust.  They 
had  seiied  upon  the  livings  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  gentrv,  and  by  this  bill  thev  seek 
to  maintain  a  legal  right  to  them.  When- 
ever the  Crown  and  the  Church  present 
by  lapse,  they  admit  that  there  is  a  right- 
ful owner,  and  that  owner  was  to  be  found 
in  the  Roman  Catholic  families  who  had 
conformed.    They  had  forgotten  that  they 
were  but  trustees,  and  had  presented  to 
their  advowsons  jure  suo.    The  effect  of 
this  bill,  if  passed,  would  be  to  force  par- 
ties to  present  to  the  livings  forthwith  ;  but 
if  their  Lordships  knew  the  number  of 
the  livings  claimed,  they  would  see  how 
utterly  impossible  it  would  be  to  do  so. 
He  was  almost  afraid  to  name  the  nnm- 
ber»  but  he  thought  he  should  be  under 
the  mark  when  be  stated  the  number  to 
be  500;  and  it  was  no  easy  matter  to  get 
500  clergymen  to  name  to  those  livings. 
This  was  a  case  which  should  not  be  taken 
up  hastily  in  this  manner,  and  at  the  end 
of  the  Session.     It  was  one  which  re- 
quired the  greatest  consideration,  and  the 
calmest  atlantion  of  Parliament.    When 
the  question  was  last  brought  before  the 
Hduse^  and  at  a  time  when  the  noble  and 
leemed  Lord  (Lord  Brodghim)wason  the 
Woolinck^  ample  time  was  given  to  the 


parties  interested.  In  the  conree  tf  the 
recent  discussion  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Society  had  been  strangely  mixed  up  with 
that  of  the  Roman  Catholic  families,  but 
they  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  each 
bther.  But  then  it  was  said  that  becauae 
a  bill,  like  the  present,  had  been  passed 
For  England,  its  provisions  most,  €>f  conree, 
be  extended  to  Ireland.  He  must  loudly 
protest  against  such  a  principle  being  acted 
upon.  It  was  too  bad,  because  wrong  had 
been  done  in  England  that  that  wrong  was 
also  to  be  inflicted  on  Ireland.  He  (Lord 
Glengall)  was  a  sincere  friend  of  the 
Church,  and  was  the  last  man  who  would 
be  inclined  to  say  anything  against  it* 
If  he  were  its  enemy  he  could  support  bis 
arguments  in  a  very  different  manner.  But 
he  repeated  he  was  the  staunch  friend  of 
the  establishment,  and  would  do  nothing 
to  disparage  either  the  Church  or  the 
Crown.  It  was  well  known  that  he  always 
stood  up  for  the  Church,  and  abused  his 
old  friends  the  Roman  Catholics  as  lustily 
as  any  one.  There  was  no  sacrifice  in 
reason  he  was  not  ready  and  willing  to 
make  in  support  of  the  establishment,  but 
the  present  bill  he  thought  was  going  too 
far.  The  noble  Earl  condnd^  by  ex* 
pressing  a  hope  that  the  rights  of  persons 
situated  as  he  was  would  be  guarded  as 
well  as  those  who  had  not  yet  conforaMd 
to  the  Protestant  religion. 

The  Earl  of  Wkkhnf  trusted  that  tho 
Government  would  press  the  bill  without 
any  further  delay.  The  bill  at  preaent  on 
their  Lordships*  Table  was  the  same  as  that 
introduced  nine  years  ago.  Theamendment 
which  had  been  made  in  the  bill  at  that 
time  was  made  with  a  view  to  give  the 
parties  interested  time  to  take  steps  for 
the  recovery  of  their  rights.  If,  there* 
fore  his  noble  Friend  had  allowed  Uie  nine 
years  to  pass  without  instituting  proceed* 
ings,  the  fault  wu  his,  not  tbeir  Lordships, 
The  evils  of  the  system  were  accumulat- 
ing, and  he  firmly  relied  that  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  perpetuate  theas. 
He  had  before  stated,  be  regretted  that 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  for  England  had 
not  been  extended  to  Ireland.  It  was 
now,  however,  necessary,  that  this  tardy 
act  of  justice  should  be  done  to  the 
Church.  He  trusted  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  adhere  to  bis  sutomeot 
relative  to  the  period  at  which  this  bill  was 
to  come  into  operation.  In  Englaod  a  delay 
of  only  six  months  was  given,  and  ho 
,  thought  the  saaa  period  with  lespect  to  lie- 
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lind  would  be  ftnply  suflScietit.  His  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Qlengali)  said  that  persons 
must  be  blind  who  did  not  see  the  dif- 
ference between  England  and  Ireland  in 
respect  of  this  bill.  He  was  one  of  those 
bliud  persons,  for  he  confessed  he  could 
not  see  the  difference*  The  two  classes 
who  required  protection  under  the  bill 
were  those  who  had  not  as  yet  conformed, 
and  those  who  had  already  done  so,  but 
not  a  sufficient  length  of  time  to  enable 
them  to  contest  their  claims.  Those  two 
ought  to  be  protected,  and  when  that  was 
done,  he  hoped  the  bill  would  pass  with- 
out delay. 

The  Archbishop  of  iirmajf  A:  When  this 
bill  was  read  a  second  time,  a  noble  Mar- 
quess who  sat  at  the  opposite  side,  stated, 
as  the  ground  on  which  he  opposed  this 
measure,  that  during  the  incapacity  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  patrons  of  adfowsons  in 
Ireland  the  Grown  bad  neglected  the  trust 
reposed  in  it,  and  had  either  usurped  those 
adfowsons  for  itself,  or  allowed  the  bishops 
to  usurp  them,  and  that  the  bill  now  be- 
fore the  committee  would  prevent  their 
true  patrons  from  recovering  them.  He 
conceived  that  this  broad  assertion  made 
by  the  noble  Marquess  respecting  the 
usurpation  of  advowsoos,  was  not  borne 
out  by  the  facts  of  the  case  s  and  I  wrote 
to  a  professional  gentleman  in  Dublio-^one 
of  the  most  eminent  civilians  of  the  day — 
who  has  been  engaged  in  almost  every  suit 
that  has  been  instituted  respecting  advow- 
sons  for  several  years  past,  and  f  have  re- 
ceived from  him  a  letter,  part  of  which  I 
would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  to  the 
House.  The  writer  of  it  is  Joseph  Red- 
cliffs,  Esq.,  L.L.  D. :~ 

''  As  to  Lord  Clanricarde's  assertion  of  ge« 
netal  encroachments  of  bishops,  they  are  not 
warranted  by  the  facts  of  any  case  brought 
to  trial  within  my  recollection.  But  if  bis 
Lordship  will  specify  the  particular  cases  to 
which  be  has  referred,  I  can  make  inqui- 
ries to  a^ertain  the  correctness  of  the  charge 
in  such  instances.  I  presume  his  Lordship 
knows  nothing  of  such  matters  himself,  and 
only  derives  bis  information  from  others.  So 
far  as  my  experience  goes,  I  think  the  interests 
of  the  Crown  in  regard  to  its  ecclesiastical 
natronase  have  been  for  years  and  are  particu- 
larly well  attended  to.  If  encroachments  have 
been  made,  I  think  such  have  been  more  on 
than  by  bishops.  And  though  I  do  not  wish 
to  state  particnlar  instances  from  memory,  I 
am  certain  I  could  bring  forward  one  case  at 
least  in  which  the  Crown  has  converted  at 
best  a  very  doubtful  title,  into  what  may  be 
called  a  good  one  by  possession^  in  conse* 


quence  of  the  unwillingness  of  the  bishop  to 
embark  in  expensive  litigation. 

^  The  role  of  law,  that  on  its  appearing  to 
the  court  in  a  trial  of  ^iiars  M^Md^  between  A. 
and  B,,  that  the  title  is  in  the  Crown,  judg- 
ment should  be  given  for  the  Crown,  though 
no  party  to  the  action,  throws  much  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  encroachments. 

''Your  Grace  is  probably  aware,  that  in 
former  times,  and  particularly  after  the  resto- 
ration of  King  Charles  the  2nd  ,  patents  were 
often  obtained  from  the  Crown  granting  ad- 
vowsons,  and  other  properties  to  which  the 
Crown  had  no  manner  of  title.  Length  of 
time  has  terminated  all  disputes  respecting^ 
other  species  of  property,  but  there  being  do 
statute  of  limitation  as  to  advowsonS|  difEcul« 
ties  still  arise  from  such  grants. 

*'  Bishops  cannot  in  general  prove  original 
title  save  by  collations*  the  records  whereof 
are  in  many  dioceses  imperfect ;  and  in  some 
cases  lay  patrons,  owing  to  the  destraetion  of 
public  records,  and  their  own  muniments  of 
title,  are  obliged  to  rely  on  presentations  in 
support  of  their  title. 

"  The  bill  in  question  will,  in  my  judgment^ 
benefit  all  parties,  partiealarly  lay  patrons, 
who,  if  desirous  to  sell  their  ad  vowsons,  can 
seldom  make  out  a  good  title  without  ineurring 
great  expense.  Besides,  if  a  purchaser  were 
tolerably  certain  of  a  good  title,  the  rate  of 

{)urchase  of  ad  vowsons  (at  present  low)  should 
ncrease.^' 

I  conceive,  my  Lords,  that  this  letter 
supplies  a  satisfhctory  answer  to  the  asser. 
tion  of  the  noble  Marquess  respecting  the 
usurpation  by  bishops  of  the  advowsona 
which  Roman  Catholio  patrona  were  de« 
prived  of  by  the  acts  of  Charles  the  2nd 
and  Queen  Anne ;  for  it  appears  that  in 
the  many  quare  impedU  actions  which 
have  been  brought  within  the  memory  of 
this  distinguished  civilian,  none  of  tnem 
have  been  grounded  on  any  such  plea,  re- 
lative to  usurpation  of  advowsoos  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown.  My  Lords,  there  is  a 
remedy  within  the  reach  of  thoso  noble* 
men  who  have  memoriated  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor against  this  bill,  end  who  ask  fbr 
some  cheap  and  expeditious  means,  should 
be  affordea  them  or  recovering  their  rights. 
In  the  *'  Ecclesiastical  Law  Cases,'*  will 
be  found  an  account  of  the  manner  io 
which  Lord  Dunsany,  whose  ancestors 
were  Roman  Catholics,  recovered  the  ad- 
vowsoos which  belonged  to  them.  The 
Case  is  briefly  this : — 

'*  I^epitUion  ofnghtofRanM,  Lard  Btttm  9/ 
Dwrnan^^  6M  if&riMry,  1816 1— - 

^  Upon  the  day  and  year  above-mentioned, 
the  King  committed  in  charge  to  Thomas 
Lord  Manners,  Lord  Chancellor  of  Irekindi  a 
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certain  petition  of  right,  signed  with  the  King's 
hand,  and  hy  him  thus  inscribed. « Let  right  be 
dant  mix  parties/'  to  be  ezecated  in  form  of  law, 
the  tenor  of  which  is  as  follows  ;--That  Randal 
Lord  Dnnsany,  who  had  been  an  Irish  Papist, 
died  on  the  16th  of  July,  1736,  leaving  Edward 
Plnnket,  his  eldest  son,  and  heir-at-law— that 
by  Tirtne  of  the  statute  of  the  17th  of  Charles 
the  Second,  and  of  the  conformity  of  the  said 
Edward  Lord  Dunsany,  the  advowsons  of  the 
churdies  of  KenUtown,  Oldcastle,  and  Kill- 
bride,  did  of  right  re-Test  in  the  said  Edward 
Lord  Dnnsany ;  but  that  King  George  Snd, 
upon  the  next  vacancies,  continued  to  present 
to  the  said  churches,  by  colour  of  the  statute 
aforesaid— that  Edward  Lord  Dunsany  died  on 
the  26lh  of  June,  1 781 ,  seized  of  the  ad  vowsons 
aforesaid,  leaving  petitioner  his  eldest  son  and 
heir-at-law,  who  has  always  during  his  life 
been  bred  up  and  educated  in  the  Protestant 
religion,  by  means  whereof  petitioner  became 
seized  of,  and  was,  and  is  entitled  to,  the 
advowsons  of  the  aforesaid  churches — and  that 
nevertheless  King  George  3rd  did  continue  to 
present  to  them  upon  the  next  vacancies,  and 
the  incumbents  so  presented  are  still  in  the 
enjoyment  of  the  respective  churches ;  where- 
fore petitioner  prayed  his  Majesty  might  take 
his  case  into  consideration,  and  cause  right  to 
be  done  him  in  the  premises. 

'*  Upon  the  petition  being  read,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  appointed  certain  persons  to  make 
dilizent  inquiry  of  the  truth  of  the  contents  of 
said  petition,  and  their  inquest  to  return  into 
the  dourt  of  Chancery  under  their  hands  and 
seals  without  delay.  The  commissioners  ac- 
cordingly reported  that  the  several  allegations 
contained  in  such  petition  were  true ;  where- 
upon the  aforesaid  Randall,  Lord  Dunsany, 
now  suppliant,  came  into  court  on  the  1st  of 
February,  1816,  and  prayed  judgment,  that  he 
to  the  possession  of  the  advowsons  of  these 
diurches  might  be  admitted  and  restored; 
whereupon  the  King's  attorney-general  saith, 
that  inasmuch  as  all  the  matters  contained  in 
said  petition  are  true,  he  does  not  but  acknow- 
ledge and  confess  that  the  right  of  advowsonof 
the  churches  foresaid  belongs  to  the  said  sup- 
pliant Randall,  Lord  Dunsany  and  ought,  ac* 
cording  to  his  petition  in  this  behalf,  to  him 
be  restored ;  and  accordingly  it  was  adjudged 
by  the  said  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  that 
the  hands  of  the  said  Lord  the  King  should 
from  the  possession  of  the  aforesaid  advowsons 
be  removed,  and  the  petitioner  to  the  same  re- 
stored, saving,  nevertheless,  the  right  of  all 
persons." 

With  reference  to  those  noble  Lords 
wbo  signed  a  memorial  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor against  the  passing  of  this  bill,  I 
most  beg  leave  to  state,  that  there  is  not 
one  of  them  who  was  not  bom  a  Protes- 
tant, as  were  also  their  fathers,  and  their 
grandfathcrs-[Lord  Glengall :  **  Ho:']— 
with  the  eiception  of  the  noble  EarKs 


father;  and  he  was  a  coDtempomry  of 
mine  at  the  University  of  Oxford,  and  of 
course  was  then  a  Protestant,  and  that  is 
fifty  years  ago ;  and  the  noble  Earl  him- 
self has  been  in  possession  of  his  property 
for  the  last  eighteen  years.  So  that  ample 
time  has  been  allowed  to  all  thoae  noble- 
men to  discover  the  claims,  if  any,  of  their 
Roman  Catholic  ancestors,  and  to  recover 
them  by  means  of  the  proper  tribonah. 
It  is  easy  for  noble  Lords  who  have  never 
themselves  suffered  from  the  evils  which 
this  bill  is  intended  to  remedy,  to  speak  of 
those  evils  as  if  they  were  not  of  any  great 
consequence.     But  those  who,  like  myself, 
have  been  sufferers  from  the  want  of  a 
limitation  to  actions  respecting  property, 
know  to  our  cost  how  grievous  the  state 
of  things  has  been  in  Ireland  in  this  re- 
spect    My  Lords,  it  has  been  my  mis- 
fortune to  have  bad  to  defend  my  property 
against  a  claim  to  it,  which  was  set  np  by 
the  Crown.     A  verdict  was  given  in  my 
favour  at  the  county  assizes  where  the 
case  was  tried.    It  was  brought  before  the 
Court  of  Exchequer,  and  a  decision  given 
in  my  favour  there.    It  was  re-heard,  and 
a  third  decision  given  in  my  favour.    It 
was  brought  before  the  twelve  judges,  and 
they  unanimously  decided  for  me.    I  have 
never  complained  of  this  treatment,  or  pa* 
raded  it  as  a  grievance  before  the  pnUie. 
But  I  must  say,  that  if  I  had  not  poaseised 
an  official  income  in  addition  to  mv  pater- 
nal property— (it  was  my  paternal  estate 
which  was  assailed  in  this  caseV— the  ei* 
pense  of  successfully  defending  it  would 
have  been  ruinous  to  me.    And  if  the 
office  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  were  to 
disclose  what  has  been  the  outlay  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  in  these  suits  againat 
me«  I  should  think  the  expenditure  on 
their  side  would  be  found  to  have  been 
nearer  10,000/.  than  half  that  sum.    If  y 
Lords,  I  have  also  lately  had  an  escape, 
and  a    hair-breadth  escape,  of   another 
contest  with  the  Crown  respecting  the 
right  of  an  advowson.     I  refer  to  the 
living  of  Armagh,  to  which  my  predeces- 
sors have  presented  for  more  than  a  ban* 
dred  years  past.    On  occasion  of  a  vacancy 
of  that  parish,  some  years  ago,  I  applied  to 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Wdlington) 
who  was  then  Prime  Minister,  requesting 
him  to  give  the  deanery  of  Armagh  to  the 
person  whom  I  was  about  to  appoint  lo 
the  rectory,  as  it  was  desirable  that  the 
two  offices  should  not  be  separated  (for 
the  deanery  in  itself  is  but  of  little  valaeX 
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and  as  I  was  then  about  to  commence  ex- 
tensive improvements  in  the  cathedral, 
which  made  it  desirable  that  the  dean 
should  be  of  one  mind  with  myself  in  car- 
rying on  such   an   undertaking ;  I   sub- 
mitted at  the  same  time  the  proofs  which 
I  possessed  of  my  right  to  this  advowson. 
The  noble  Duke  complied  with  my  request, 
and  the  same  person  was  nominated  to 
the   rectory  and    the    deanery.     In    the 
month  of  August  last,  the  situations  again 
became  vacant,  and  I  wrote,  as  soon  as  I 
beard  of  it,  to  acquaint  Lord  Fortescue 
with  the  event,  and  to  request  that  he 
would,  as  had  been  done  before,  present 
the  deanery  to  the  person  whom  I  was 
about  to  nominate  to  the  rectory.     If  it 
was  wished,  there  was  a  living  of  about 
equal  value  with  the  deanery  which  could 
have  been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Go- 
vernment in  lieu  of  it.  I  got  a  very  civil  letter 
from  Lord  Fortescue, saying  that  he  had  al- 
ready given  away  the  deanery.     The  Mi- 
nistry, it  so  happened,  were  just  then  leav- 
ing office,  and  there  was  no  time  to  spare 
scarcely  sufficient  time,  indeed,  to  make 
good  the  presentation  of  the  deanery  to 
their  friend.     Lord  Fortescue,  however, 
said  in  his  letter,  that  he  had  only  nomi- 
nated his  friend  to  the  deanery,  although 
there  seemed  to  be  some  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  rectory  was  not  also  in  the 
gift  of  the  Crown.     The  person  whom  I 
appointed  to  the  living  was  the  Regius 
Professor  of  Divinity   in   the  university, 
Dr.  Elrington,  the  ablest  and  fittest  person 
I  could  find  for  the  situation,  which  is  one 
of  considerable  importance,  as  the  parish 
of  Armagh  is  very  populous,  and  contains 
many  public  institutions.  To  my  surprise, 
Dr.  Elrington  informed  me  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  going  to  dispute  my  right 
to  the  advowson.    I  thought  that  this  was 
impossible ;  however,  I  soon  learned  that 
the  intelligence  was  derived  from  the  At- 
torney-general himself,  and  was  tootru  e. 
I  wrote  to  Lord  De  Grey,  to  mention  the 
facts  which  I  have  already  stated  to  your 
Lordships,  and  I  received  from  his  Excel- 
lency a  very  civil  letter,  in  which,  never- 
theless, he  stated  that  his  first  duty  was  to 
defend  the  rights  of  the  Grown,  as  to 
which  he  must  be  guided  by  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown.     I  then  proposed  to 
submit  my  case  to  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown,  if  they  would  allow  me  to  see 
their  case;  for  if  any  facts  with  which  I 
was  unacquainted  had  come  to  their  know- 
ledge, and  gave  a  different  complexion  to 
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he  business,  I  was  ready  to  submit; 
but  I  felt  assured  that  my  case  was  irre- 
sistible.    After  five  or  six  weeks  I  went 
to  Dublin,  to  pay  my  respects  to  Lord  De 
Grey  on  his  arrival,  and  I  met  at  the  levee 
the  Attorney-general,  when  he  politely  of- 
fered to  acquiesce  in  my  proposal ,  that  we 
should  mutually  see  each  other's  cases  be- 
fore we  proceeded  to  action.     This  was 
done ;  and  I  never  saw  a  more  defective 
case  than  that  which  had  been  drawn  up 
and  submitted  for  the  opinion  of  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown.     It  omitted  some 
most  important  words  in   transcribing  a 
document  which  it  quoted,  and  it  omitted 
all  mention  of  the  fact  that  the  patronage 
of  this  advowson  had  been  already  recog- 
nised by  the  House  of  Lords,  as  belonging 
to  the  archbishops,  an  appeal  having  been 
decided   on  by  that   House  in  the  year 
1730.    When  the  Attorney-general  and 
other  law  officers  found,  from  my  case, 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  already  ad- 
mitted my  right  to  this  advowson,  they  at 
once  abandoned  the  suit.    The  Attorney- 
general,  with  my  permission,  showed  oily 
case  to  Dean  Hudson's  counsel,  leaving 
it  open  for  him,  if  he  pleased,  to  proceed 
with  the  suit,  although  the  Government 
would  not  attempt  so  hopeless  an  enter- 
prise. Mr.  Blackburne,  however,  has  been 
attacked  in  some  of  the  newspapers  which 
are  friendly  to  the  late  administration,  for 
having  given  up  this  action;    and  hints 
have  been  thrown  out,  that  if  there  were 
a  change  of  Ministry,  and  that  Mr.  Hud- 
son's friends  returned  to  power,  I  might 
expect  to  have  my  right  to  this  advowson 
called  in  question  by  the  Crown,  and  a 
suit  commenced  against  me.     On  another 
occasion  I  was  involved  in  a  contest  with 
Trinity  College,  respecting  an  advowson 
to  which  my  predecessors  had  presented 
for   150  years,  and  which  was  of  such 
small  value,  that  neither  the  college  nor 
myself  would  have  contested  it,  but  that 
we  felt  compelled  to  do  so  as  guardians  of 
a  property,  the  right  of  which  we  were 
bound  to  maintain  for  the  advantage  of 
our  successors.    My  Lords,  having  thus 
had  experience  myself  of  the  hardships 
that  ensue  from  leaving  the  patronage  of 
the  Church  exposed  to  incessant  litigation, 
I  would   urge  you  to  pass  this  bill  for 
limiting  the  time  within  which  actions  may 
be  brought  respecting  advowsons. 

House  went  into  a  committee. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  after  what 
had  occurred,  he  should  move  words  to 
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the  effect  that  the  bill  should  come  into 
operation  on  the  1st  of  January,  1843. 

Earl  of  Glengall  :  That  is  only  six 
months  from  this  date.  It  will  be  quite 
impossible  to  6nd  incumbents  in  the  time. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  As  far  as  my  ex- 
perience  goes  they  are  plenty  enough. 

The  Earl  of  Qlengall  objected  most 
strongly  to  the  short  time  for  commenc. 
ing  actions.  It  was  impossible  to  try  a 
guare  impedit  action  for  less  than  1,500/., 
and,  therefore,  it  would  be  very  inconve> 
nient  for  most  people  to  try  more  than 
one  at  a  time.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  ap- 
peared to  think,  that  the  noble  Marquess 
knew  nothing  of  what  he  was  speaking 
about  on  a  former  night.  But  the  noble 
Marquess  succeeded  in  his  case,  and, 
therefore,  he  did  know  what  he  was  about ; 
no  man  knew  better  what  he  was  about 
than  his  noble  Friend.  As  to  the  other 
part  of  Mr.  Ratclifre*8  letter,  he  perfectly 
coincided  in  opinion  with  the  writer,  and 
be  would  not  desire  a  better  case  to  go 
into  court  with.  In  the  time  of  the  reign 
of  Charles  2nd,  inquisitions  were  held 
on  every  man's  estate  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Crown  clearly  ascertained  what  each  man 
was  possessed  of.  These  inquisitions  are 
now  in  existence,  and  are  the  best  titles 
the  proprietors  had,  and  the  most  valuable 
dooumeots  they  possessed. 

Bill  passed  through  committee  with 
amendment. 

House  resumed ;  bill  to  be  reported. 

Adjourned. 
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HOUSE  OFCOMMONS, 
Tuesday,  August  2,  1842* 

If  jwoTM.]   BitLB.   PuUli^^l*'  iMohmt  Deblont  CaB> 

lolidjUed  Fund. 

f*-   CoTcntry  Bouodary. 

CoiMilll«rf.— Court  of  CluuMtry  OfBcwt    Slavt  Tiade 

SuppicMlon  I   Guuida  Lou  i    Slavwy  (Bait  ladlei)  i 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland). 

BeporieA-^EMtt  India  Bishops  t  Slavery  (Bast  Indies). 

<••  and  passed: ^Bribsry  at  EleoUons  (Na  S)t  MlUUa 

Pay. 

Privttie^^tteporUd.—harA  Dlnorten's  Estate  i  Dulie  of 

Buckingham's  Estate ;  Hele^  Charity  (Lowe^)  Estate. 
ParmoifS   PaBMNrnB.    Fran  Bakan  of  Armagh,  Ibr 

aholiihing  Uw  Syrtsm  of  Night-work.— From  Mcssn. 

Parker,  and  Mr.  Cox,   fat  Coropensatioo  under  Um 

County  Courts  BUI,  for  the  k)ss  of  onocs  as  Clerks  of 

the  Oaniti  o(  Requests.  BJaokhaath,  and  Eieter. 

Ciiubcr-Rates.]  Sir  John  Eeaihope 
said,  in  mo?ing  for  certain  returns, 
he  begged  leave  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  her  Majest\';i  Co. 
vernmtnt  to  give  to  the  subject  of  Church- 


ratest  during  the  Parliamentary  recess, 
that  consideration  which  would  be  need- 
ful to  enable  them  to  bring  forward  some 
measure  for  the  settlement  of  the  Question 
in  the  course  of  the  ensuing  Session ;  or 
whether  he  was  to  understand  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  satis6ed  with  the 
present  state  of  the  law  ?  The  hoo.  Baro- 
net concluded  by  moving  for  returns  of 
the  gross  amount  of  Church-rates  during 
the  years  1841  and  1842»  setting  forth 
the  sums  applied  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  fabric  of  churches ;  the  places  in  which 
Church-rates  were  not  raised ;  and  also 
the  places  wherein  attempts  had  been  un- 
successfully made  to  carry  Church-rates. 

Sir  R,  Peel  could  not  undertake  to  give 
any  assurance,  that  in  the  course  of  the 
next  Session  he  would  bring  forward  a 
measure  on  the  subject.  With  respect  to 
the  second  question,  namely,  whether  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  present  state  of  the 
law,  he  must  say,  that  he  should  be  sorry 
to  give  such  an  assurance  respecting  any 
law. 

Sir  J,  Easthope :  My  question  praeti* 
cally  was,  whether  we  are  to  expect  the 
Government  to  give  their  consideration 
to  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  settling  it  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel  I  And  my  answer  is,  that 
I  cannot  sanction  any  expectation  that 
her  Majesty's  Government  are  prepared 
to  bring  forward  a  bill  on  the  aabject  of 
Church-rates. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mexico  and  Tbxab.]  Mr.  CoMeii 
begged  to  repeat  a  question  which  he 
had  before  put  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
with  respect  to  the  vessels  fitting  out  to 
take  part  in  the  Mexican  war. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  believed  the  facts  were 
these  :  Two  vessels  were  fitting  out,  one 
at  Black  wall  and  the  other  at  Liverpool. 
It  was  said,  that  those  vessels  were  being 
fitted  up  for  the  Mexican  government, 
but  they  were  not  to  be  the  property  of 
Mexico  until  they  had  arrived  at  Vera 
Cruz.  Application  had  been  made  to  the 
British  Government  to  permit  them  to  be 
manned  with  Britbh  seamen,  and  that 
permission  had  been  refused.  The  boe. 
Member  was  under  the  impreasion,  thai 
one  vessel  was  to  be  commanded  by  an 
officer  who  held  a  commission  in  her  Ma* 
jecty's  navy.  He  cottld  atate  that,  in 
consequence  of  an  application  from  the 
Texiiin  minister  on  the  subject,  llial  mie* 
ister  had  been  informed  that  no  oflker  ia 
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her  Majesty's  navy  would  be  allowed  to 
serve  the  Mexican  government  against 
Texas.  TheTexian  government  had  been 
informed,  that  if  hostilities  should  take 
place,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  English 
Government  to  maintain  a  perfect  neu- 
trality. 

Copyright  or  Designs.^  The  re- 
port on  ihe  Designs  Copyright  Bill,  was 
brought  up.  On  the  qqestion,  that  the 
amendment  made  by  the  committee  to 
the  bill  be  read  i^second  time, 

Mr.  Williams  objected,  that  the  mea- 
sure had  not  been  sufficiently  discussed, 
and  he  should  therefore  move,  that  it  be 
recommitted. 

Mr.  Heaikeoai  though!  the  bill  deserved 
greater  consideration  than  it  had  yet  re- 
ceived, and  therefore  snpported  the  motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  bill  was  not  in- 
tended originally  to  apply  to  the  lace  trade, 
but  by  the  amendments  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  had  been  extended 
to  that  trade.  The  e^ect  of  the  bill  would 
l>e  to  promote  litigation,  to  unsettle  and 
embarrass  trade,  and  to  discourage  some  of 
our  chief  manufactures.  The  provisions 
relative  to  the  registry  of  designs  would 
be  productive  of  the  utmost  confusion. 
People  would  go  on  registering  their  de- 
signs, unknown  to  each  other;  and  when 
the  spring  season  commenced^  it  would  be 
found  that  in  hundreds  of  eases  there 
would  be  ground,  or  at  least  it  would  be 
considered  that  there  was  ground,  for 
complaint  of  piracy.  The  main  question, 
after  all,  would  be  left  undeoided-— namely, 
what  constituted  a  **  new  design,"  The 
bill  authorised  any  two  magistrates  to  de* 
cide  the  dispute.  Why,  a  question  so 
practical  and  didicult  it  would  be  utterly 
impossible  for  the  magistracy  to  underi- 
atand.  To  make  ladies  the  judges  would 
be  infinitely  better.  He  felt  the  strongest 
conviction  that  the  bill  ought  not  to  pass 
into  a  law— at  all  events»  that  it  ought  not 
in  the  present  year  to  be  allowed  to  go 
through  that  House.  If,  however,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  be  so  ill-advised 
aa  to  prevail  on  the  House  to  adopt  such 
a  measure,  one  thing  was  certain->-that 
be  would  have  to  amend  it  or  propose  its 
repeal  in  the  course  of  the  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  EUlce  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  pause  before  they  urged  upon  the 
House  the  adoption  of  such  a  measure. 
He  knew  how  much  the  attention  of  the 


light  hon.  Baronet  was  occupied;  but  he 
was  sure  that  if  he  could  spare  time  to 
apply  himself  to  the  subject,  he  would 
withdraw  his  support  from  a  bill  in  all 
respects  so  objectionable— so  full  of  an 
inquisitorial  spirit.  If  he  only  gave  to  it 
u  little  reflection,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  he  would  refuse  to  ride  the  hobby  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast.  It  was  too 
bad  that  the  interest  of  a  whole  trade 
nhould  thus  be  affected,  as  it  were,  by  u 
aide  wind.  It  was  intolerable  that  the  lace 
trade  should  now  hearof  a  bill  for  the  first 
time  which  was  so  materially  toafiect  their 
interests,  and  of  which,  therefore,  they 
ought  to  have  the  fullest  and  most  distinct 
notice,  in  order  that  they  might  have  their 
case  fairly  heard  by  that  House.  He  begged 
hon.  A1  embers  to  look  at  the  manner  in 
which  such  a  bill  was  likely  to  expose  the 
manufacturer,  the  trader,  and  the  inventor 
to  all  the  machinations  of  attorneys  and 
informers,  who  might,  by  application  to 
two  magistrates,  produce  the  greatest  in- 
justice. Two  magistrates  were  not  com- 
petent  to  decide  any  such  matter ;  and  the 
bill  was  one  which  on  no  account  ought  to 
be  allowed  to  pass  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  or  nt  any  period,  without  under- 
going very  material  alteration. 

Dr.  Bowring  said,  if  they  were  to  have 
any  protection  for  the  copyright  of  designs 
there  ought  to  be  sufficient  machinery  for 
the  purpose  of  effi^cting  that  object.  A 
tribunal  composed  of  two  magistrates  was 
not  only  objeetionable,  but  wholly  inade- 
quale  to  accomplish  the  object  In  view, 
lie  hoped,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  reconsider  the  question  and  bring 
forward  a  more  matured  measure  in  tho 
course  of  next  Session. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  parties  liable  to  be  affected  by  this  act 
to  know  whether  they  were  offending 
against  it  or  not.  He  objected  to  it  also 
on  the  ground,  that  it  would  further  enm 
tend  and  strengthen  the  restrictions  upon 
trade.  In  the  present  state  of  the  coun- 
try every  possible  facility  ought  to  be 
given  to  trade  and  manufactures ;  but  the 
proposed  bill  was  an  evident  imped imeut 
to  the  progress  of  trade. 

Mr.  Henley  would  support  the  recom- 
mittal of  the  bill.  Two  magistrates  were 
incompetent  to  decide  what  was  new 
and  what  was  old  in  patterns,  and  if  the 
bill  were  not  recommitted  he  should  cer- 
tainly on  the  third  reading  move  addi- 
tional clauses. 
3  Pi 
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Mr.  Phillips  &g;reed  in  the  opinions  ei- 
pressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire and  the  hon.  Member  for  Tiverton. 
He  also  concurred  in  a  wish  which  had 
been  expressed  by  several  hon.  Members, 
that  this  bill  should  be  postponed  for  the 
present  Session.  The  select  committee 
which  had  considered  the  subject  never 
recommended  this  piece  of  legislation ; 
they  had  not  even  suggested  its  provisions. 
He  would  take  this  opportunity  of  cor- 
recting a  statement  made  by  him  during 
the  last  debate  upon  this  bill,— namely, 
that  2,000Z.  had  been  subscribed  by  Mr. 
Henry  to  defray  the  return  of  Mr.  Emer- 
son Tennent  at  the  last  Belfast  election. 
He  had  since  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Henry,  which  he  would  read  to  the  House. 
The  writer  commenced  by  observing,  that 
he  had  been  informed  that  he  (Mr.  Philips) 
bad  stated  in  the  course  of  a  debate  upon 
the  Copyright  of  Designs  Bill,  that  he 
had  paid  the  sum  of  2,000/.  towards  the 
expenses  of  the  election  of  Mr.  E.  Ten- 
nent, and  had  insinuated,  that  it  had  been 
given  as  a  bribe,  to  secure  that  Gentle- 
man's services  in  reference  to  the  said 
measure. 

*i  Not  a  single  farthing  of  that  sum  (said 
Mr.  Henry)  was  paid  by  ftny  calico  manufac- 
turer bat  myself,  nor  by  any  person  in  the 
print  trade ;  nor  bad  it  any  reference  to  the 
success  of  the  copyright  of  designs.  It  was 
subscribed  by  myself  and  some  friends  as  a 
testimony  of  our  esteem  for  the  high  character 
of  Mr.  E.  Teonent,  and  as  a  proof  of  our  de- 
sire to  secure  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  repre- 
sent the  town  of  Belfast  in  Parliament.'' 

He  had  spoken  according  to  what  he 
understood  to  be  the  facts  of  the  case; 
but  he  now  found  thai  he  had  been  mis- 
taken. Still  it  appeared  to  him  some- 
what extraordinary  that  any  individual 
should  go  to  the  extent  of  subscribing 
2,000/.  for  the  election  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  a  sum  which  it  had  been 
proved  before  the  Election  Compromise 
Committee  formed  a  large  portion  of  the 
expenses  of  that  election.  He  begged  to 
be  understood  as  not  making  the  slightest 
personal  insinuation  against  Mr.  E.  Ten* 
nent.  But,  to  return  to  the  bill,  he 
was  of  opinion,  that  if  it  were  passed 
in  its  present  shape  it  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  nothing  but  trouble  and  dis- 
pute, and  mischief  to  trade.  Whatever 
might  become  of  the  bill,  or  however  he 
might  be  censured  for  the  course  he  took 
against  it,  he  felt  that  he  was  doing  his 
duty.     He  feared  that  the  efiect  of  the 


bill  would  be  to  furnish  our  conliDental 
rivals  with  good  designs  at  our  expense. 
He  had  brought  with  him  a  pattern  of  an 
article  which  had  been  bought  in  Paris 
for  the  inspection  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite.  QThe  hon.  Member 
handed  a  piece  of  printed  cotton  acrosa 
the  table.]  There  could  not  be  a  more 
ugly  pattern ;  with  a  little  water,  a  little 
mudj  and  a  little  blood,  he  could  produce 
many  a  better  pattern.  It  so  happened 
that  two  or  three  houses  had  purchased 
this  pattern ;  and,  npon  one  of  the  party 
being  about  to  publish  it,  he  was  stopped 
by  the  other,  who  claimed  an  equal  title 
to  the  original  possession  of  the  pattern 
Now,  would  they  have  the  law  put  on  a 
footing  which  would  give  the  wealthier 
man  the  power  of  saying  to  a  humbler 
dealer,  "  You  shall  not  sell  until  I  have 
sold  all  my  stock  and  glutted  the  market, 
and  then  you  may  sell  if  you  can?**  That 
would  be  a  source  of  great  injustice*  He 
could  nor  divest  himself  of  the  apprehen- 
sion that  this  measure  would  enable  our 
continental  rivals  successfully  to  compete 
with  us  in  the  printing  as  well  ai  in  the 
fabric  of  the  article.  They  had  already 
passed  a  measure  for  grinding  foreign  com 
in  bond.  Could  anything  prevent  Bel- 
gium from  printing  English  calicoes  in 
bond  ?  If  so,  was  not  this  bill  likely  to 
injure  our  calico  trade  to  a  serioua  extent? 
He  called  upon  them  to  have  regard  to 
the  future  as  well  as  to  the  present. 

Mr.  Gladstone  would  be  sorry  to  preu 
upon  the  House  the  carrying  into  a  law 
any  measure  which  had  not  been  fairly 
considered,  and  to  consider  which  tu£B- 
cient  time  and  opportunity  had  not  been 
allowed,  so  as  to  bring  its  provisions  to 
maturity.  He  wished  the  House  to  judge 
whether  the  demand  for  the  postponement 
of  this  measure  was  an  equitable  demand 
or  not.  What  was  the  history  of  the  bill  ? 
It  was  not  introduced  by  the  Government, 
but  by  Mr.  E.  Tennent,  the  late  Member 
for  Belfast,  on  his  own  responsibility:  and 
upon  his  losing  his  seat  the  bill  was  taken 
up  by  the  Government.  It  had  been 
urged,  "  Do  not  pass  this  bill  before  yon 
hear  what  the  representatives  of  the  trades 
which  it  will  affect  have  to  lay  upon  iL** 
There  never  was  any  measure  in  respect 
to  which  such  an  objection  was  lets 
appropriate.  There  had  been  ample  time 
for  the  statement  of  objectiont  on  tbe 
part  of  those  interested,  but  none  bad 
been  made.     Tbe  different  trades  were 
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not  objecting  parties  to  the  bill ;  the  ,  The  subject  had  even  been  referred  to  a 
parties  objecting  were  a  minority.  But  |  select  committee,  and  the  hon.  Member 
that  was  a  question  he  would  not  now  :  for  Manchester,  was  a  Member  of  that 
discuss  ;  it  had  been  fully  discussed  on  |  committee.  What  ground,  then,  was  there 
a  former  occasion.  If  the  House  did  |  for  opposing  the  bill  on  account  of  the 
not  proceed  with  the  bill  in  the  present  immaturity  of  its  provisions  ?  The  bill 
Session  it  would  be  a  great  disappoint-  {  would,  no  doubt,  have  been  passed  in  1841, 
ment  to  the  majority  of  the  great  mass  had  it  not  been  for  the  sudden  adjourn- 
of  the  trades  affected  by  the  bill.  But  ment  of  the  House,  occasioned  by  the 
it  was  said,  that  the  lace  trade  had  not  political  crisis  which  then  stopped  the 
had  time  to  deal  with  it.  That  was  not  a  i  progress  of  public  business.  It  had  re- 
question  to  be  discussed  now.     They  were    ceived  the  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Trade 


now  discussing,  nominally,  whether  the 
bill  should  be  re-committed.  To  that 
course  he  should  object.  It  was  perfectly 
fair  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
to  wish  for  it,  because  he  wanted  to  in- 
troduce some  clauses  into  the  bill.  But 
the  real  question  was,  **  Is  the  bill 
to  be  proceeded  with?"  What  were 
the  authorities  in  behalf  of  an  answer 
in  the  affirmative?  In  the  first  place, 
a  committee  sat  in  1836,  to  consider  the 
state  of  the  arts  of  design  in  this  country, 
and  that  committee  was  composed  chiefly 
of  gentlemen  who  held  the  most  liberal 
views  upon  the  question  of  trade.  They 
reported,  that  the  arts  of  design  were  in  a 
very  low  and  languishing  state  in  this 
country,  and  that  one  of  the  main  causes 
of  that  condition  was  the  want  of  protec- 
tion of  property  in  design  ;  and  they  re- 
commended that  the  duration  of  copyright 
in  design  should  be  exteflded,  and  proposed 
sundry  plans  for  asserting  copyright  and 
▼indicating  it  against  piracy.  In  1840,  a 
bill  was  introduced  which  was  referred  to 
a  committee  up  stairs^  which  passed  it 
with  provisions  corresponding  to  those  of 
the  present  bill.  Great  objections  had 
been  made  to  the  machinery  of  the  bill^ 
and  perhaps  they  were  not  devoid  of  force ; 
for  be  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  the  ma- 
chinery of  working  the  bill  by  magistrates 
was  at  all  comparable  to  some  others ;  but 
it  was  conceded  to  the  opponents  of  the 
measure,  who  wished  that  a  cheap  remedy 
should  be  provided.  In  1841,  the  bill 
was  again  introduced  and  discussed.  Some 
new  opponents  had  now  taken  advantage 
of  the  favourable  juncture  of  this  period  of 
the  Session,  and  urged  that  it  was  too  late 
to  pass  the  measure.  But  the  generel 
principle  of  it  had  been  discussed  in  times 
when  there  was  a  fuller  attendance  of 
Members,  and  when  gentlemen  of  all 
parties  and  opinions  were  in  town,  and  it 
had  been  discussed  over  and  over  again, 


in  connection  with  the  late  Government. 
With  reference  to  the  bill,  not  one  petition 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  against  it. 
Every  person  interested  in  the  bill  had 
looked  forward  to  its  being  passed  this 
Session.  Much  had  been  said  on  the 
effect  which  it  was  supposed  the  measure 
would  have  on  the  lace  trade.  The  lace 
trade  had  made  no  protest  on  the  subject. 
It  had  been  said,  that  the  lace  trade  had 
been  taken  by  surprise — such  was  not  the 
fact.  Six  weeks  had  elapsed  since  the 
amendment  with  relation  to  the  lace  trade 
had  been  inserted,  and  yet  that  trade  had 
not  protested  against  the  measure.  Upon 
what  grounds  could  the  House  be  asked 
to  disappoint  the  reasonable  expectations 
of  those  who  had  been  looking  forward  to 
the  passing  of  this  bill  ?  If  the  object  of 
the  motion  was  merely  to  consider  whe- 
ther the  patent  should  be  granted  for  a 
period  of  six  or  nine  months,  there  could 
not  be  any  reasonable  objection  to  the  re- 
committal of  the  bill ;  but  it  was  clear  that 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
and  those  who  supported  his  motion,  was 
to  delay  the  progress  of  the  measure,  and 
if  possible  ultimately  to  reject  it  altogether. 
The  principle  of  the  bill  had  met  with  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  in  favour  of  a  six 
months',  instead  of  a  nine  months,'  term 
of  copyright,  but  he  gave  his  sanction  to 
the  principle  of  the  bill.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  thought  it  was  unreason- 
able to  ask  the  House  to  consent  to  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  should, 
therefore,  oppose  the  motion. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  it  had  been 
urged  by  those  who  spoke  against  the  mo- 
tion that  the  measure  had  already  received 
sufficiently  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  House  had  suf- 


and  received  the  approval  of  the  House,    ficieut  time  to  discuss  the  machinery  of 
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the  measure.  He  understood  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  bill  introdued  bj  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast  was  to  spply  the  protisionR 
of  the  present  law  to  other  articles  of 
mantifaclure.  He  thought  that  his  hon. 
Friend  had  tnade  out  a  case  in  fafour  of 
the  lace  trade.  The  portion  of  the  mea- 
sure which  had  relation  to  that  trade  ought 
to  be  restored  to  the  bill ;  in  fact,  it  ought 
to  stand  as  it  did  on  its  second  reading  in 
that  House.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hou.  Qentleman^  who  grounded  his  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  bill  on  the  support 
which  difTerent  trades  had  extended  to  it, 
would  consider  the  objections  which  had 
l>een  urged  by  the  hon.  Member  on  that 
side  of  the  House  on  the  part  of  those  en- 
gaged in  the  lace  trade,  who  considered 
that  the  measure  would  lead  to  embarrass- 
ment, inconvenience,  and  injury,  without 
being  prodiictive  of  any  benefit. 

Sir  T,  Fremanlk  protested  af^ainst  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Member  consi- 
dering  that  they  had  a  right  to  monopolize 
the  lace  trade.  It  should  be  recollected 
that  there  were  two  different  kinds  of  lace 
trade,  the  one  the  pillow  lace,  and  the 
other  by  power  and  machinery.  Those 
engaged  in  the  lace  trade  in  the  borough 
which  lie  had  the  honour  of  representing 
desired  protection. 

Sir  R,  Peel  had  been  on  the  committee 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  considering  the 
question,  and  he  was  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  subject  was  surrounded  by  many 
difficttlties.  He  thought  that  the  weight 
of  authority  was  in  favour  of  the  extension 
of  the  term  of  copyright.  The  original 
term    proposed    was  twelve  mom  lis,  but 
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gone  to  for  the  others,  just  at  that  moment 
he  found  another  person  proBting  by  his 
outlay— by  the  encouragement  he  wished 
tu  give  to  design ;  had  he  not  a  right  to 
say,  that  such  a  slate  of  the  law  was  un- 
fair, and  that  the  act  was  piracy  ?  Tlie 
right  hon.  Member  fbr  Coventry  would 
not  deny,  that  amongst  his  constituents 
they  could  not  get  up  a  design  even  for  a 
riband ;  that  trade  depended  on  the  aN 
rivals  of  the  French  patterns.  Well,  that 
was  admitted,  and  what  did  it  prove? 
Merely  thiit,  thnt  the  taste  of  the  Freiirh 
wascultivatedbecauscoftheelicouragement 
given  to  art  by  a  copyright  which  existed 
(br  a  twelvemonth.  He  was  exceedingly 
sorry  that  so  many  of  the  chief  supporters 
of  the  bill  had  left  town,  and  thai  so  many 
of  those  who  opposed  it  amongst  the 
manufacturing  interest  remained.  He  was 
in  no  w:ty  interested  in  the  qtiestioh,  ex«> 
cept  as  one  anxious  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  trade  and  the  lately  established  School 
of  Design.  The  bill  had  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House  for  three  years, 
and  he  trusted  the  legislature  would  not 
now  separate  without  affirming  its  princi- 
ple, and  so  relieve  trade  from  that  anxiety 
and  embarrassment  which,  with  other 
causes,  had  operated  in  prtiducing  the 
present,  he  hoped  he  might  say,  the  late 
stagnation. 

Mr.  Brother  ion  admitted,  that  the 
question  was  a  ve^  difficult  one,  existing, 
as  there  did*  such  a  diversity  of  opinion 
amongst  those  engaged  in  the  trade.  Un«. 
less  he  were  of  opinion,  that  the  bill 
would  deeply  injure  the  printing  trade,  he 
would  not  oflfer  it  any  opposition.  Hut 
as    it    was    considered    that    that    term  I  the  fact  was,  we  were  now  exporting  more 


would  give  rise  to  a  great  interferetice 
with  trade,  he  had  proposed  a  limitation 
of  the  time  from  twelve  months  to  nine. 
He  and  many  others  were  very  anxious  to 
encourage  schools  of  design  ;  in  order  to 
carry  out  that  view  many  men  who  were 
engaged  in  the  trade  paid  large  sums  for 
good  patterns,  and  it  was  too  hard  upon 
them,  that  others  who  had  not  expended 
one  shilling  upon  them  should  be  allowed 
to  lie  in  wail  until  they  saw  a  pattern 
which  had  succeeded,  and,  instantly  copied 
it  and  inundated  every  market  with  it. 
Suppose  a  man  were  to  procure  100  pat- 
terns as  an  expense  of  from  10/.  to  20/. 
each,  and  only  five  out  of  all  were  to  suc- 
ceed* and  just  as  he  had  produced  them, 
and  hoped  that  his  profits  on  those  five 
^d  repay  him  for  the  expense  he  had 


printed  cottons  than  wc  printed  altogether 
in  1830,  and  the  bill,  if  carried  into  law, 
would  deeply  injure  that  trade.  Besides, 
the  bill  would  lead  to  endless  litigation, 
inasmuch  as  who  could  say  what  waa  an 
original  pattern  or  not?  and  it  still 
allowed  the  importers  of  French  paU 
terns  to  register  them  as  their  own,  a 
system  out  of  which  infinite  confusion  had 
already  risen.  There  was  no  question  it 
would  benefit  individuals,  but  not  to  such 
a  degree  as  to  rrcompense  fbr  the  injury 
it  would  do  the  public,  because  to  them  it 
must  raise  the  price  of  the  goods.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  been  mtich  mitin- 
formed  with  respect  to  the  prieet  charged 
for  the  patterns;  the  average  was  certainly 
not  above  7«.,  many  of  them  were  por>» 
chased  for  5i*f  and  it  must  be  •  nty  good 
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one  indeed  that  would  fetch  10s.  6d.  The 
bill  would  only  benefit  the  rich  manufac- 
turers, and  would  prove  in  their  hands  a 
source  of  much  oppression  against  the 
yoUng  and  able  tradesman  whom  they 
mi^ht  fear  as  a  rifal. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question: — Ayes  73;  Noes  14;  Major- 
ity 59. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


A'Court>  Capt. 
Aldam,  W. 
Allix^J.  P. 
Arbuthnotty  boa.  H. 
Arkwrighty  G. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Benlinck,  Lord  G. 
fioldf  ro»  H.  G. 
Boifie^d,  B. 
Broadlev,  II. 
Brocklehursty  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  B. 
Chetwode»  Sir  J. 
Collett,W.Il« 
Colvile,  G.  R. 
Corry,  rt.  hoo.  H. 
Cripps,  W. 
Currie,  R. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 

Dawnayi  hon.  W.  II. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
DutKan.  G. 
£atoii,  R.  J. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Bscott,  B. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Ffolliou,  J. 
Forbw,  W. 
Fullei,  A.  E. 
Gaskeil,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hD.W.E. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Goulbarr^  rt.  hon.  fl. 
Graham,  it.  hn.  Sir  J. 


Greene,  T. 
Grogan,  £. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbuli,rt.hn.Sir£. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lincoln,  Fiarl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mundy,  £•  M. 
fficholl,  rt.  hoD.  J. 
O'Brien,  J. 
0*Connell,  D. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  II. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Smith,  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Stttton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringle,  A. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bowring,  Dt 
Brotberton,  J 
Callagban,  D. 
Divett,  E. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Ellice,  rt  hon.  S. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hume,  J. 


Napier,  Sir  C. 
Palmerston,  Visci. 
Philips,  M. 
Scholefteld,  J. 
Tufoeil,  H. 


TELLERS. 

Williams,  W. 
Heathcoat,  J. 

Amendmetit  tend  a  secoitd  lime. 

Mr.  ira/iams  rose  to  move  an  amend- 
ment. He  said  He  thought  it  was  evident 
that  the  right  h»n.  Baronet  opposite  did 
not  fully  understind  this  question.    The 


right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  Member  of 
the  committee  appointed  in  1839  to  con- 
sider this  subject ;  but  he  only  attended 
for  some  three  quarters  of  an  hoar  or  so, 
and  asked  two  or  three  questions.  He 
could  state,  with  respect  to  the  manufac- 
turers of  Coventry,  that  whatever  might  be 
the  skill  and  taste  they  displayed,  they 
were  compelled  to  sell  their  stocks  at  a 
great  sacrifice.  One  of  the  manufacturers 
of  that  town  produced  a  pattern,  some 
time  since,  for  which  he  could  not  obtain 
a  sale ;  but  the  same  pattern  was,  during 
the  last  spring,  adopted  by  a  French  ma*^ 
nufacturer,  and  the  goods  were  sold  most 
extensively  in  this  country.  It  had  been 
represented  that  he  had  a  personal  interest 
in  this  question,  but  he  wished  to  state 
that  for  the  last  six  years  he  had  not  been 
concerned  in  any  trade  or  business ;  and 
he  had  never  possessed  any  interest  in 
tne  particular  trade  affected  by  this  bill. 
It  appeared  that  thirty-four  of  the  princi- 
pal calico-printers  of  this  country,  who  in 
the  year  1839  produced  6,034,000  pieces 
of  24  yds.  each,  had  petitioned  the  House 
against  any  alteration  in  the  existing 
law,  and  believed  that  all  the  persons 
engaged  most  extensively  in  the  trade, 
whether  as  merchants  or  manufacturers, 
were  opposed  to  any  change.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  stated  that  the 
committee  appointed  in  1836  recom- 
mended the  adoption  of  a  bill  similar 
to  that  now  before  the  House.  That  com- 
mittee had  given  no  sanction  to  such 
a  bill  as  this.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  Ewart)  moved  for  that 
committee,  and  that  same  hon.  Member, 
being  a  member  of  the  committee  of  1840, 
voted  against  any  extension  of  the  copy- 
right. It  had  been  also  stated  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  recommended  this 
measure,  or  something  like  it.  No  such 
thing:  there  was  no  such  recommendation. 
The  reference  to  two  magistrates,  instead 
of  tieing  in  force,  for  many  years  had 
never  been  applied  to  the  principal 
branch  of  this  trade  and  the  calico  trade. 
No  such  bill  as  this  had  been  debated 
or  considered,  for  the  bills  debated  in  the 
last  Session  and  this  year,  on  the  second 
reading,  were  very  different  from  this 
measure,  and  the  last  stage  was  taken 
on  a  Saturday.  The  changes  which 
had  been  made  in  the  progress  of  the 
bill  were  the  causes  of  the  errors  in  legis- 
lation so  frequent  in  their  measures ;  no 
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two  of  the  judges  could  be  brought  to 
agree  on  all  the  clauses  of  any  act  the 
House  thus  passed;  this  was  the  necessary 
consequence  of  bills  being  thus  smuggled 
through  the  House.     He  conceived  that 
the  bill  would  afford  a  fruitful  source  of 
litigation,   and   would    be    most   advan- 
tageous to  the  lawyers,  for  whose  benefit 
he  thought  it  had  been  concocted.     It 
had  been  shown  by  the  evidence  given 
before  a  committee  of  that  House,  that  in 
one  case  a  copyright  had  been  claimed 
for  a  pattern  which  had  been  in  existence 
for  fifty  years ;  and  one  gentleman,  who 
was  a  very  extensive  manufacturer,  stated 
iQ  evidence,  that  it  was  most  difficult  to 
decide  what  was  an  original  design.    Ano- 
ther gentleman  engaged  extensively  ia  the 
manufacture  stated   that  though  he  had 
been  in  the  trade  for  thirty  years,  he  had 
only  seen  one  design  which  he  could  con. 
sider    original,    and  .  that  was    obtained 
by  means  of  the  kaleidoscope.      During 
the  last  five  years,  the  time  that    the 
present  act  had  been  in  operation,  upwards 
of  30,000,000  of  what  were  called  new 
designs  had  been  produced  ;  every  object 
in  nature,  or  which  the  imagination  of 
man  could  conceive,  had  been  produced, 
and  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  make  an 
original  design,  in  the  opinion  of  those 
who  best  understood  the  subject.     The 
second    clause    proposed    to    leave    the 
decision  as  to  the  originality  of  designs 
to  three  tribunals; — namely,  to  two  ma- 
gistrates, to  a  court  of  law,  and  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery;   he  should  propose 
that  two  magistrates  should  have  the  de- 
cision of  these  questions,  and  leave  out 
any  resort  to  the  Courts  of  law  and  Chan- 
cery.   The   third  clause  brought  a  vast 
variety  of  branches  of  trade  within  the 
ban  of  this  law  which  had  never  before 
been  subjected  to  any  copyright  whatso- 
ever.   The  effect  of  these  changes  would 
be  to  render  these  articles  dear  to  the 
public,  and  especially  to  the  poorer  classes. 
It  was  proposed,  that  the  copyright  should 
be  extended  to  three  years  on  paper-hang- 
ings, carpets,  stained  glass,  wood  cuts, 
earthenware,  &c.,  and  he  thought  these 
changes  unwarranted^  as  they  were  not 
required  by  the  trade.   He  should  propose 
an  amendment  or  addition  to  every  clause 
in  the  bill.    He  should  first  propose  as  an 
amendment  to  the  second  clause,  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  after  '*  copyright "  in 
the  third  line. 
Mr.  Hume  thought  designs  in  France 


were  superior  to  those  in  England,  that 
was  not  owing  to  protection,  but  to  the 
schools  for  the  rearing  and  teaching  of  the 
young  men.  He  wished  to  know  who  was 
pressing  the  bill  through  the  House  ?  He 
thought  it  ought  to  be  postponed  to  some 
future  period,  to  give  time  for  further  con- 
sideration. The  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
establish  monopolies  against  the  consumer. 
It  was  risking  a  great  deal  of  mischief 
without  much  prospect  of  good.  On  ail 
these  grounds  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
would  re-consider  the  subject,  and  not 
press  this  bill  further  at  this  period  of  the 
Session. 

Sir  JR.  Peel  said,  that  after  the  bill  had 
been  now  three  years  under  consideration , 
and  after  the  House  by  a  majority  of  se^ 
venty-two  to  thirteen  had  just  now  come 
to  a  decision  in  its  favour,  he  hope<l  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  lend  them- 
selves to  a  course  which  would  not  only 
be  fatal  to  the  character  of  the  House, 
but  would  prevent  the  bill  passing.  He 
would  not  enter  now  into  a  discussion  of 
the  bill — the  House,  he  repeated,  had 
manifested  by  seventy-two  to  thirleen  a 
decision  in  favour  of  the  measure,  end  he 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
would  not  interpose  to  stop  the  measure 
by  pursuing  a  course  which  would  be  ouite 
inconsistent  with  that  fair  mode  of  oppo- 
sition he  had  always  hitherto  pursued 

Mr.  Morrison  had  always  entertained 
the  opinion  he  had  expressed  on  a  former 
occasion  —that  the  manufacturers  ought  to 
have  some  protection  in  their  copyright  of 
designs.  He  was  anxious  to  see  an  Eng- 
lish style  established,  for  at  present  this 
country  in  this  respect,  wasa  mere  copyist 
of  France.  He,  however,  though:  some 
difficulty  would  arise  under  this  bi.1  in  the 
case  of  two  manufacturers  purchasing  the 
same  design  in  Paris,  as  to  whieh  should 
have  the  copyright  in  this  country. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  Ot^er  amend- 
ments were  proposed,  some  were  nega« 
tived,  and  some  agreed  to. 

On  Mr.  Williams's  proposlion  to  omit 
in  clause  3  the  words  '*  line  calendar 
months/  in  order  to  inseft  the  words 
"  three  calendar  months." 

The  House  divided  on  thi  question,  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  stand 
part  of  the  bill :— Ayes  TB ;  Noes  1 3  :«- 
Majority  65. 
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List 


Brotherton,  J. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hume,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 

Bill  to  be  read 


of  the  Noes. 

Plumridge,  Capt. 
ScholeBeld,  J. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Thornely,  T. 
Wood,  B. 

TELLERS. 

Williams,  W. 
Philips,  M. 

a  third  time. 


MOMUMEKTS     TO     NaVAL      HeROES.] 

Sir  E.  Peel  said,  be  believed  it  would  be 
more  regular  if  his  motion,  "  That  an  ad- 
dress be  presented  to  the  Queen  to  erect 
monuments  to  Lord  Ex  mouth,  Lord  De 
Saomarez,  and  Sir  Sydney  Smith,"  were 
made  in  a  committee  oi  the  whole  House. 
He  should,  therefore,  now  move  that  the 
House  do  resolve  itself  into  a  committee 
on  Friday  next,  for  the  purpose  of  consi- 
dering this  address. 

Mr.  H.  B.  Curteis  said,  that  as  he 
could  not  be  in  the  House  on  Friday,  he 
should  take  that  opportunity  of  expressing 
his  opinion  that,  at  a  time  when  it  was 
necessary  to  burden  the  country  with  a 
new  load  of  taxation,  they  ought  not  to 
think  of  creating  new  expenditure  by 
voting  money  for  the  erection  of  monu- 
ments. He  hoped,  when  the  motion  was 
brought  forward,  some  hon.  Member  would 
move,  as  an  amendment,  that  no  such 
monuments  should  be  erected  until  the 
prevailing  distress  was  alleviated. 

Sir  C  Napier  was  much  surprised  at 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
did  not  think  he  should  be  doing  his  duty 
if  he  did  not  express  his  cordial  support 
of  the  proposed  address.  No  men  of  the 
age  better  deserved  monuftents  to  their 
illustrious  memories  than  the  gallant 
o£Bcers  to  whom  it  was  proposed  to  erect 
these  trophies.  He  only  hoped  that  their 
monuments  would  be  worthy  of  their  fame, 
and,  if  he  might  be  allowed  to  make  a 
suggestion,  it  would  be,  that  one  great 
monument  should  be  raised  in  honour  of 
all,  instead  of  making  a  division  of  the 
public  money,  and  erecting  small  tablets  to 
each. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  one 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  August  3,  1842. 

MiNvns.]  BiuA  PubUc^^T'  Ezdiequer  Bilk ;  Cooio- 
HdilBdtad. 


CommlMftl.— Newfigiindlaod ;  Court  of  Chanoery  Offices  i 
Lunatic  Asyluma. 

Ji^orfcd.— Tobaooo  RcgulatiaiH;  Canada  Loan:  Slave 
Trade  Suppreirion. 

3*-  and  pund :— Slavery  (East  Indies);  Designs  Copy 
Tight 

PrHMUc— ^*'  and  passed :— Duke  of  Buckingham's  Es- 
tate; Lord  Dinorben's  Estate. 
PariTioNB  PRBaBNTSD.  By  Afr.  F.  Scott,  tram  School- 
masten  of  Jedburgh,  Kelso,  and  Annan,  fbr  amdionting 
their  Coiidition.~Fnmi  Enniskillen  and  Gahray,  a^punst 
the  Tohaeoo  Rqjulations  Bill. — By  Sir  H.  Douglas,  ftom 
Liverpool*  against  the  Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  BUI. 
—By  Mr.  Baldwin,  from  the  Grand  Jury  of  King's  County 
against  jdadng  Medical  Charities  (Irdaod)  under  the 
Poor-law  CommissionffTs.— By  Mr.  Hutt,  from  Peter  S. 
Carey,  Esq.,  and  others,  for  Compensation  under  the 
County  Courts  BilL— By  Mr.  Mackinnon,  fkom  Alex. 
Fairhrother,  against  Buryiqg  in  Churdi-yards. — By  Mr. 
S.  Wortley,  from  Doocaater,  against  constituting  that 
Town  a  Parliamentary  Borough ;  and  from  St.  Giles, 
Middlesex,  for  belter  Regulation  of  Buildings  in  Towns. 
—From  Polish  Reftigees,  oomplaintaig  of  beiqg  Struck  off 
the  Pension  List— By  Mr.  T.  Dunoombe,  from  Wm. 
Gellen,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Penitentiary.— By  Mr.  Labou- 
diere,  from  Samuel  Gordon,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Sugar 
Duties.  From  Nottin^iam,  for  Medieal  Reform.— By 
Mr.  Parker,  from  Sheffield,  for  an  Inquiry  into  the 
National  Distress. 


Shipping.]    Mr.  Hutt  begged  to  ask  a 

?uestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London, 
n  the  previous  Session  of  Parliament  the 
hon.  Member  had  given  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  move  for  a  committee  to  inquire 
into  the  effect  which  the  various  altera- 
tions made  in  the  Navigation  Acts  had 
produced  on  the  trade  and  shipping  of  the 
country.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Hutt)  wished  to 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  still  pro« 
posed  to  undertake  such  an  investigation  } 
The  hon.  Member's  notice  had  excited  con- 
siderable interest  in  the  outports,  and  it 
was  desirable,  therefore,  to  know  whether 
it  would  be  persevered  in  during  next 
Session. 

Mr.  Lyall  begged  to  state,  in  repl3r  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  move  in  the  ensu- 
ing Session  for  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mittee for  the  objects  snecified  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  stated,  that  he  fully  in- 
tended to  have  done  so  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session*  but  the  important 
measures  successfully  introduced  by  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  engaged  the  at« 
tention  of  the  House  until  (as  it  appeared 
to  him)  the  Session  was  too  hr  advanced 
to  enter  upon  so  extensive  and  complicated 
an  inquiry.  He  was  aware,  however,  that 
the  subject  excited  considerable  interest, 
more  particularly  in  the  present  depressed 
state  of  our  shipping;  and  it  was,  cer- 
tainly, his  intention  to  endeavour  to  bring 
the  subject  under  the  consideration  of 
Parliament  at  an  early  period  of  the  next 
Session. 
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Pvnuc  BusiNRss  —  Newfoundland.] 
Mr.  Labouchere  Mid^  he  was  given  to  un- 
derstand that  before  half-past  four  o'clock, 
the  tiuie  at  which  public  business  com- 
Bieiioed>  An  hon.  Baronet,  one  of  the  Se- 
cretaries for  the  Treasury,  had  passed  se- 
veral Orders  of  the  Day,  and  carried  a 
motion  ftir  the  meeting  of  the  House  at 
tWelf^  O'clobk  to-morrow.  It  tras  proba- 
ble thai  iboee  motions  would  not  have 
been  oppDoed>  but  it  was  hardly  fair  to 
bring  tnem  on  before  the  hour  fixed  for  the 
commencement  of  public  business. 

Mr.  O'Cohfudi  sliid^  the  motion  for  the 
meeting  bf  the  Mouse  to-morrow  ought 
not  to  have  been  made  without  notice*  To 
Consent  to  morning  sittings  was  holding 
but  a  bonus  to  Ministers  to  ged  rid  of  bu- 
siness rapidly^  tf  Ministers  were  behind- 
hand with  their  business^  It  was  their  oWn 
ftiult  Take  the  case  of  the  Newfoundland 
Bill — an  important  measure,  which  was  to 
destroy  the  constitution  of  a  colony — it 
was  not  laid  upon  the  tiible  till  the  month 
of  June ;  it  was  then  postponed,  and  now, 
forsooth,  it  was  to  be  passed  in  a  hurry. 

Lord  Stanley  expressed  his  astonish- 
ment at  the  observations  which  the  right 
hon.  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  had  made 
respecting  the  Newfoundland  Bill.  That 
ttleasuie  Was  introduced  in  May;  It  was 
then  postponed  fur  six  weeks,  in  confor- 
mity with  a  notice  of  motion  which  the 
right  hnn.  Ocnttcman  gave.  It  was  sub- 
sequently postponed  a  fortnight  more,  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  request,  and 
on  his  assurance  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
interpose  any  unnecessary  delay  in  the 
way  of  the  passing  of  the  measure ;  and, 
now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  turned 
round  and  accused  the  Government  of  a 
desire  to  hurry  the  bill  through  the  House  ? 

Mr.  (yConntll  said,  the  bill  was  not 
noatpoAed  six  weeks  at  his  instance;  he 
Itad  only  put  a  notice  of  motion  to  that 
eflPect  on  the  book.  It  was  the  business  of 
the  Cioremment>  which  had  prevented  the 
bill  beinr  brought  forward  sooner.  On 
one  oocamon,  when  the  bill  was  filed  for  a 
Monday>  he  aaked  him  to  postpone  it  till 
Tuesday,  but  the  noble  Lord  postponed  it 
to  Friday.  He  was  not  answerable  for 
that.  He  disclaimed  hairing  asked  for  any 
ittdttlgencoi  except  with  respect  to  a  sing^ 
day.  He  had  mid  that  he  would  offer  no 
faidioua  opposition  to  the  bill^  and  he 
would  not. 

CoROIfEft»^WARWtCR  AMD  LAKCAitBR. 

Stanley  requested  the  boo.  Member 


for  Warwick,  whose  bill  stood  for  a  com- 
mittee, to  give  precedence  to  the  New- 
foundland Bill* 

Sir  Charlei  Dmglas  said :  Sir,  I  feel 
myself  placed  in  a  situation  of  considekable 
difficulty  in  consequence  of  the  leqtwst 
made  by  my  noble  Friend,  and  that  diffi- 
culty is  increased  in  consequence  of  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  with 
whom  I  have  been  in  communication  Upon 
the  subject  of  this  bill.  1  have  every  dia- 
position  to  fiicilitate  the  ?ie#s  or  the 
Government  upon  the  subiect  of  New- 
foundland, but  I  am  placed  in  this  situa- 
tion with  respect  to  the  Coroners*  Billt  that 
if  I  have  no  opportunity  of  bringing  it  on 
to-night>  unless  the  Government  give  me 
considerable  facilities  hereafter,  I  do  not 
aee  any  duince  of  getting  the  bill  passed 
this  Session.  If  the  Goremment  will  gife 
me  facilities  on  Friday,  so  that  I  can  get 
the  third  reading  on  Saturday,  I  may  faaf« 
some  chance  of  getting  the  bill  through,  if 
not  I  do  not  see  how  I  can*  If  I  give 
way  to-night,  I  do  it  at  the  expenae  of 
those  whose  claims  I  advocate  upon  public 
grounds,  and  solely  in  consequence  of  tbeir 
justice.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
should  be  glad  to  know,  whether  my  noble 
Friend  will  persevere  in  his  request,  I 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  C<»- 
roners'  Bill  will  lead  to  aiiy  lengthened 
discussion.  I  lielieve  the  parties  will  offer 
no  opposition  to  the  clause  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth  for  confirmation 
of  the  charters  in  this  House.  I  under* 
stand  there  is  no  active  oppoeition  from 
Birmingham  upon  this  point  in  thu  House, 
and  I  do  not  apprehend  any  opposition  to 
the  other  clauses,  and  I  have  every  reason 
to  believe  it  would  not  take  any  consider- 
able time  this  evening.  I  am  most  anxious 
not  to  inconvenience  the  Government,  who, 
no  doubt,  have  many  matters  which  press 
very  much  upon  them,  and  if  I  should 
consent  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
these  claims,  which  I  urge  aoiely  upon  the 
ground  of  their  juitioe,  I  trust  my  noble 
Friend  will  give  me  some  day,  and  sonoe 
facilities  bv  which  I  shall  be  able  to  pass 
the  bill  this  Session. 

Mr.  AgHonbyhofcA^  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Warwick  would  not  postpone  his 
bill. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  said,  it  was  ncoessary 
they  should  know  what  were  the  riews  oif 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Grdham) 
on  this  suljcct,  as  he  (Mr.  Philips)  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Baronet  intimated 
that  he  would  give  the  hon.  Msibtr  fm 
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W^#lck  ftti  oppolrtunity  to  prooeecl  with 
his  bill.  He  was  quite  reaoy  to  go  on 
with  the  bill  himself 

Sir  Jamei  Graham  wished^  before  he 
answered  the  question  of  tlie  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester,  to  know  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Warwick  would  accede  to  the  re- 
quest of  his  noble  Friend^  and  consent  to 
tae  postMneihent  of  the  discussion  on  the 
bill. 

Sir  Chartes  Douglas :  It  is  well  known 
I  believe  to  the  House  generally  that  I 
otilr  brought  forward  this  bill  upota  the 
undetrstanding  that  Bi  far  as  the  second 
r^ing  was  concerned,  I  should  have  the 
support  of  the  Government  and  I  had 
reason  to  believe,  that  with  the  exception 
of  one  point  the  parties  would  agree  in  the 
support  to  be  given  to  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Meml^r  for  Cockermouth,  I  infer 
that  tny  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre. 
tarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
.  is  perfbctljr  aware  of  all  the  objects  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  am  only  desirous  of 
consulting  the  interests  of  those  for  whom 
1  have  brought  forward  this  bill,  and  it  is 
solely  with  a  view  to  justice  being  done 
them.  I  ho|ie  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colooties 
says  it  ought  to  be  postponed  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Government,  he  will  see 
the  necessity  of  making  some  arrangement 
by  which  this  bill  shall  be  carried  into  a 
law  during  thte  present  Session. 

Mr.  7*.  Dnncontbe  understood  that  it 

had  been  prt)t^^^^^  ^'^^^  ^^^  House  should 
meet  to-morrow  at  twelve  o'clock^  in  order 
to  dispose  of  unopposed  Orders  of  the  Day. 
Now,  as  tt>>morrow  was  the  only  day  on 
which  Notices  of  Motion  had  precedence  of 
Orders,  he  thought  it  was  unfair  to  bring 
forward  a  proposition  of  that  sort  without 
due  notice.  There  were  seteral  notices  on 
the  paper,  and  if  the  Government  got  the 
business  done  at  twelve,  it  was  urfetty  cer- 
tain there  would  be  no  House  at  four.  He 
himself  had  several  notices  on  the  paper, 
and  if  he  werft  prevented  bringing  them 
forward  to-morrow,  he  would  bring  them 
ott  when  the  Orders  of  the  Day  should  be 
pftmosed ;  so  that  the  Government  would 
fittd  the  business  obstructed,  instead  of 
gaining  anything  by  these  proceedings. 

Sir  R,  red  said,  that,  fearing  business 
might  prevebt  him  from  coming  down  to 
the  House,  he  had  requested  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  to  make  the  pro- 
portion alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  hii  told  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  make 
tb«  proposal  unless  he  thought  it  would 


meet  with  the  general  concurrence  of  thfc 
House ;  and  he  also  understood  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  communicated  with  several 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  the  right  hon.  Barbnbt 
himself  bringing  forward  such  a  propbsitioo 
at  the  time  of  public  business,  wfaert  the 
House  was  full,  and  his  sending  doWn  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  at  a  quarter  after 
four  o'clock,  to  make  it,  while  there  were 
not  twenty  Members  in  the  House.  When 
he  entered  the  House,  at  half-past  four 
o'clock,  there  were  only  two  Members 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House, 
and  then  he  was  told  that  the  proposition 
had  been  made.  It  was  taking  an  Unfoir 
advantage  to  brine  forward  such  a  proposi- 
tion at  such  an  hour.  Would  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  guarantee  that  there  should 
be  a  House  at  four  o'clock  ?  If  he  would 
not*  such  conduct  was  most  unftiir. 

Sir  Charles  Donglas:  My  right  hon. 
Friend  sees  the  difficulty  to  which  I  am 
reduced*  having  brou^t  forward  the 
claims  of  these  individuals  Solely  on  the 
ground  of  justice,  I  am  most  anxious  that 
no  unnecessary  delay  should  take  place, 
and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will 
now  state  the  assistance  he  will  give  roe, 
and  what  he  will  do  to  forward  the  pro- 
gress of  this  bill. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  if  the  bill 
were  withdrawn,  he  would  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  confirm  the 
charters  of  Manchester^  Birmingham,  and 
Bolton. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  that  he  could 
see  no  reason  to  justify  the  proposal  of 
the  Government,  that  the  House  should 
meet  at  twelve  o  clock.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  only  motive  for  sucn  a  motion 
was  a  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  House  early 
in  the  evening.  He  hoped  that  the  pro- 
posl  w  ould  not  be  persevered  in. 

Sir  A.  Peel  said,  that  he  should  not 
press  the  motion  if  it  were  otjected  to. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  then  gave  notice 
that  he  would  to-morrow  (this  day)  move 
that  the  House  should  meet  at  twelve 
o'clock  on  Friday. 

Committee  on  Warwick  and  Lancaster 
Coroner's  Bill  deferred. 

Newfohndland.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on 
the  question,  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  a  committee  on  the  Newfoundland 
Bill,  was  read. 

On  the  questioh  that  thg  wdrdd  pro- 
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posed  to  be  left  oat  staod  part  of  the  ques- 
tion beiog  again  pot^ 

Mr.  Pakmgton  said,  that  as  he  had,  on 
the  preTioos  year,  moved  for  a  committee 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  colony  of 
Newfoundland,  he  trusted  he  should  now 
be  allowed  to  state  his  reasons  for  giving 
his  unqualified  snpport  to  the  measure  of 
her  Majesty's  Government.  In  moving 
for  the  committee  of  last  year,  he  had  only 
one  object  in  view.  He  knew  that,  year 
after  year,  petitions  had  been  presented 
from  the  people  of  Newfoundland,  com> 
plaining  that  their  grievances  were  intole- 
rable, and  he  knew  that  these  complaints 
were  not  heeded  by  the  then  Government. 
For  that  reason  be  had  moved  for  the  com- 
mittee. That  committee  was  cut  short  by 
the  abrupt  termination  of  the  Session ; 
but  in  the  beginning  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion he  spoke  to  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  on  the  subject, 
who  assured  him  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  redress  the  grievances 
of  Newifoundland.  But  for  that  he  would 
have  moved  for  the  renewal  of  the 
committee.  He  contended  that  the  bill 
now  before  the  House  was  rendered  ne- 
ceuary  by  the  fact  that  the  late  Legis- 
lative Assembly  of  Newfoundland  had 
been  guilty  of  tyrannical  conduct,  had 
grossly  mismanaged  the  finances,  and  had 
tampered  with  the  administration  of  public 
justice.  Sir  J.  Harvey,  in  his  recent 
despatches,  had  stated  that  there  were  not 
in  Newfoundland  the  materials  for  a  repre- 
sentative system,  and  he  thought,  there- 
fore, her  Majesty's  Government  bad 
adopted  a  wise  course  in  uniting  the  Legii. 
lative  Assembly  and  the  Council,  which 
was  the  principal  provision  of  the  bill. 
He  also  highly  approved  of  the  provision 
for  shortening  the  time  of  the  elections, 
which  would  prevent  the  great  abuses 
which  had  prevailed  in  Newfoundland. 
The  cause  of  good  order  and  good  govern- 
ment— the  cause  of  real  liberty  as  distin- 
ffuished  from  unchecked  violence— ren- 
dered some  legislative  interference  neces- 
sary to  check  those  outrages  which  had 
occurred  in  Newfoundland,  and  which 
were  not  better  because  committed  under 
the  pretence  of  constitutional  authority. 
He  should  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  C*  Duller  said,  on  the  first  intro- 
duction of  the  bill  he  had  expressed  his  re- 
gret at  its  having  been  proposed,  and  that 
feeling  had  only  been  confirmed  by  reflec- 


tion. He  could  not  disguise  fimm  him 
this  fiict,  that  the  House  were  tiroceed 
on  mere  ex  parte  statements,  and  he  ^ 
persuaded  that  had  the  Newfouodlaod  As- 
sembly an  opportunity  of  being  heard  at 
the  &r  of  the  House,  they  would  be  able 
to  make  out  a  strong  case  in  opposition  to 
this  measure,  which  it  was  hardly  just  to 
press  forward  without  giving  them  an  op^ 
portunity  of  stating  their  case  to  Pari»- 
ment.  The  current  of  public  feeling  most 
necessarily  be  on  this  occastoo  with  the 
Assembly,  which  had  only  adopted,  in  re- 
ference to  the  grossest  breaches  of  ita  pri- 
vileges,  the  natoral  and  jnstifiaUe  courae. 
Without,  however,  entering  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  questions  whi<£  could  not  be 
agreeable,  the  fact  was  indubitable  that 
somehow  or  other  the  Newfoundland  con- 
stitution had  not  worked  well ;  and  there 
was  the  greatest  difficulty  poasible  in  solv- 
ing the  problem  of  what  would  be  a  good 
form  of  government  for  cdonies  similarly 
situated,  where  there  were,  on  the  one 
hand,  a  lower  order  of  people  exceedingly 
turbulent,  and  disposed  to  settle  disputes 
by  blud^ns;  anU,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
sort  of  imitation  of  the  peerage  at  homt, 
but  a  very  bad  imitaticm — ^thoae  pnoocootd 
of  any  distinction  in  these  colonies  being 
disposed  to  push  their  pretentions  to  an 
extent  to  which  the  more  staUe  aristocracy 
of  older  countries  would  be  m^Ky^  to 
press  them.  Abstractedly,  then,  he  should 
not  have  objected  to  an  alteration  in  the 
constitution  of  the  colony ;  but  he  thought 
the  alterations  proposed  far  too  violent. 
The  combination  of  the  Legislative  Cham- 
bers into  one  he  approved ;  but  considered 
the  proportion  of  Crown  Members  (thou^ 
they  were  certainly  the  most  intelligeot) 
&r  too  great  as  ten  to  fifteen,  seeing  that 
the  Government  would  only  have  to  gain 
over  three  Members  to  override  the  people's 
representatives.  The  raising  the  qualifi- 
cation of  voters  he  thought  highly  inene- 
dient;  it  was  by  no  means  certain  uat 
this  would  secure  the  sort  of  electors  de- 
sired ;  at  the  same  time  it  would  have  the 
offensive  appearance  of  narrowing  the  fran- 
chise. The  rioting  which  was  in  these 
colonies  incidental  to  elections  would  by  no 
means  be  put  down  by  this  measure; 
people  wanted  not  to  be  registered  to  riot 
and  break  heads;  on  the  contrary,  the  at- 
tempt at  excluding  people  from  the  firaa- 
chise  would  give  the  riotinss  a  more  dan- 
gerous character,  as  partaking  of  an  iosur* 
rectionary  spirit  The  influence  of  the 
Popish  priests  (the  real  difficulty)  would 
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not  be  dtminiahed  by  the  bill,  while  they 
would  be  irritated  by  the  apparent  attempt 
to  put  them  down.  On  all  these  grounds 
he  strongly  deprecated  the  passing  of  the 
bill. 

Sir  Howard  Douglas  spoke  to  the  follow- 
ing eflPect: — I  should  not  like  to  give  a 
silent  vote  upon  this  subject ;  a  subject  in- 
volving questions  of  the  ereatest  import- 
ance in  principle,  in  practice,  and  in  ten- 
dency. Immature  seizures  upon  liberty, 
by  untimely  applications  of  constitutional 
theories  ill  adapted  to  the  peculiar  condi- 
tion and  actual  wants  of  the  communities 
to  which  they  are  to  be  applied,  invariably 
occasion  disorders  and  re-actions  hurtful  to 
freedom,  and  pernicious  to  the  people  for 
whose  benefit  those  theories  were  designed, 
and  who  are  thus  made  the  subjects  of  such 
rash  and  ill-advised  experiments.  It  is  not 
my  intention  to  notice  at  all  any  religious 
dissentions,  or  to  advert  to  any  divisions 
with  respect  to  religious  persuasions  which 
may,  or  may  not,  have  appeared  in  recent 
disorders  in  Newfoundland  ;  but  taking  the 
population  as  a  whole,  I  will  say,  that  there 
never  was  a  case  in  which  the  truth  of  the 
position  to  which  I  have  adverted  is  so  ap- 
parent as  in  that  which  we  are  now  consi- 
dering. It  is  clear,  from  what  has  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House,  from  all 
that  we  know  here,  from  what  has  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich, 
and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  that 
it  was  a  great  mistake  to  confer  upon  this 
colony,  in  1832,  that  constitution  which 
we  are  now  called  upon  either  to  modify  or 
take  away.  Freedom  to  be  well  enjoyed 
should  never  be  seized  upon  immaturely. 
The  way  to  profit  by  conjunctures  favour, 
able  to  the  advancement  and  diffusion  of 
freedom  is  not  to  attempt  all  that  a  perfect 
or  highly-advanced  theory  teaches  and  ad- 
mits of,  with  respect  to  a  people  more  or 
less  accustomed  to  the  enjoyment  and  work- 
ings of  free  institutions.  The  practical 
statesman  bhould  let  himself  down  to  an 
exact  and  deliberate  consideration  of  the 
actual,  the  backward,  imperfect^  or  perhaps 
primitive  state  of  society,  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  people  in  the  community  in  ques- 
tion be  in  a  state  to  receive,  with  advantage 
and  safety  to  themselves,  the  proposed  sys- 
tem ;  and  if  not,  to  adopt  tne  necessary 
measures  to  prepare  them  gradually  to 
discharge  the  difficult  and  important  du- 
ties which  free  institutions  impose  upon  all 
classes  of  the  people ;  and  then,  and  not 
till  then,  to  confer  those  institutions  upon 
them.     Now,  I  think  this  has  not  been  ob. 


served  with  respect  to  Newfoundland.  I 
know  something  of  that  island.  I  first 
became  acquainted  with  it  in  almost  all  its 
parts  inhabited,  as  well  as  in  some  parts 
uninhabited,  I  having  been  shipwrecked 
upon  its  shores,  and  mercifully  preserved 
with  the  other  survivors  of  a  terrible  cala- 
mity, in  which  one- third  of  the  officers, 
soldiers,  crew,  and  all  the  women  and  chil- 
dren perished,  and  here  I  feel  it  impossible 
not  to  express  the  strongest  possible  feel- 
ings of  gratitude  towards  a  kind-hearted, 
hospitable,  and  generous  people,  for  their 
uncommon  kindness  and  even  tenderness  to 
us,  and  among  whom  there  numbered  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  countrymen  of  the  right 
hon.  the  Member  for  Cork.  When  I  re- 
turned some  years  afterwards  to  British 
North  America,  I  found  Newfoundland  at 
my  command ;  and  in  that  situation,  and 
in  the  Government  afterwards  of  one  of 
the  continental  provinces  of  British  North 
America,  I  was  enabled  to  bring  up  my 
information  with  respect  to  Newfoundland 
to  the  period  at  which  this  constitution 
for  them  was  discussed  and  framed,  and  to 
express  my  apprehension  and  conviction 
that  it  would  lead  to  trouble  and  disorder. 
Why,  sir,  at  that  time  the  population  of 
Newfoundland,  always  migratory  and  un- 
certain, could  not  have  been  60,000—1 
doubt  whether  it  was  above  50,000 — dis- 
persed on  part  of  a  coast  of  an  island  near 
400  miles  long  and  300  broad.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  states  that  the  po« 

{mlation  at  present  is  near  100,000.  The 
ast  official  returns  state  it  to  be  75,000. 
In  1832  there  could  not  have  been  any 
schools,  excepting,  perhaps  in  St.  John's 
and  some  other  towns.  There  are  at  pre- 
sent only  sixteen  schools,  and  not,  I  think, 
above  3,000  scholars  of  both  sexes.  I  do 
not  say,  that  at  that  time  nothing  was  re- 
quired for  the  organization,  improvement, 
and  better  government  of  Newfoundland ; 
but  I  think  that  that  something  ought 
not  to  have  been  the  constitution  then 
prematurely  conferred  upon  it  A  resident 
governor,  with  a  responsible  executive  coun- 
cil, the  settlement  and  improvement  of  the 
country,  an  improved  organization  and 
administration  of  justice,  and  public  edu- 
cation, was  all  that  was  required  at  that 
time,  and  I  should  have  thought  for  some 
time  to  come.  However,  the  constitution 
was  given — it  has  occasioned  the  disorders, 
the  accounts  of  which  we  have  before  us. 
It  is  quite  impossible  that  things  can  go 
on  as  they  are;  and  a  case  is  made  out 
which  calls  upon  us  either  to  take  that 
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oonstitutioD  away  or  to  modify  it.  This  case 
preteDts  a  choice  of  evils.  Of  these  I  take 
what  I  deem  tt  be  the  lesser  evil,  that  of 
modification,  and  shall  accordingly  support 
as  a  whole  the  bill  proposed  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Uie  Co« 
lonies.  First,  with  respect  to  that  part  of 
the  remedial  measure  which  consists  in 
raising  the  qualification^  I  entirely  approve 
of  that  I  think  something  like  this  should 
have  been  done  at  first*  If  I  am  told  that 
in  1833  the  state  of  Newfoundland  was 
such  that  no  sufficient  qualification  could 
be  had  without  acting  almost  exclusively, 
I  should  say,  that  that  was  a  sign  most 
distinctly  denoting  that  that  community 
had  not  arrived  at  a  state  to  receive  and 
to  work  a  representative  sjrstem.  And 
even  where  communities  appear  to  be  suf- 
ficiently advanced  to  receive  such  a  system 
the  qualifications  for  representatives  as  well 
as  voters  should  be  comparatively  high, 
that  the  representation  may  be  select,  and 
the  constituency  by  limitation  respectable 
and  intelligent.  Then  as  society  improves 
the  quali&ations  may,  if  necessary,  be 
reduced  to  open  the  representation  and  ez« 
tend  the  constituency^,  but  here  too  we 
are  forced  backi  raismg  the  constituency 
instead  of  reducing  it,  and  all  these  are 
the  necessary  reactions  of  a  rash  and  un« 
timely  experiment.  I  now  come  to  that 
part  of  the  bill  which  I  own  I  approach 
with  great  dread,  and  upon  which  1  enter* 
tain  great  scruples  and  doubts:  I  mean 
the  aMitioD  of  the  council  as  a  separate 
branch  of  the  legislature,  and  combining 
together  in  one  chamber  the  elementary 
principles  of  nomination  and  election } 
and  I  only  vote  for  this  as  a  case  of  extreme 
neoeaaity,  a  temporary  expedient  to  avoid 
the  greater  evil,  that  of  abrogating  the 
constitution  altogether.  But,  in  so  voting, 
I  protest  against  the  dangerous  and  un* 
constitutional  innovation  which  this  makes 
in  principle  upon  the  British  and  British 
colonial  oonatitution ;  so  that,  whilst  sup- 
porting my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  colonies  in  this  measure  with 
the  strong  objections  which  I  feel  to  it  in 
principle,  I  may  learn  from  him  distinctly 
that  he  admits  these  objections  in  prlnci- 
pbi  that  this  is  to  be  a  temporanr  measure, 
and  thai  whenever  the  state  of  society  in 
Newfoundland  admits  of  enlarging  the 
oonatitution  by  resolving  the  elementary 
princinh»  of  nomination  by  the  crown, 
and  election  by  the  people,  into  their  dis- 
tinct and  appropriate  estates  and  charo* 
kara,  that  this  will  be  done.    But  now  I 


must  refer  to  this  measure,  which,  as  a 
principle,  was,  it  appears,  designed  to  be 
applied  originally  to  Newfoundland  in 
1832.  Sir,  I  protest  most  strongly  against 
the  principle  of  applying  the  British  con* 
stitution  in  mutilated  form,  to  any  British 
community.  If  a  colonial  community  be 
in  such  a  st«te,  as  not  to  fumisli  materiak 
sufficient  for  the  machinery  of  a  reprssen* 
tative  system  in  all  its  branches,  aiccord- 
ing  to  the  form  and  principles  of  the  Bri- 
tish constitution,  this  too  is  a  sign  that 
that  community  has  not  arrived  at  a  state 
such  as  to  supply  the  machinery  requisite 
for  the  working  and  success  of  the  repre- 
sentative system,  and  therefore  that  the 
community  sliould  be  kept  in  that  leas 
perfect  form  of  government  which  consists 
of  a  governor  and  executive  council.  Ad- 
verting, then,  to  the  reasons  assigned  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  in  1833,  for  having,  on  the 
grounds  of  this  insufficiency,  designed  to 
apply  a  constitution  to  Newfoundland  in 
this  mutilated  form,  had  he  not  then  been 
restrained  by  the  then  existing  royal  in- 
stroctioos,  1  beg  leave,  with  the  greatest 
respect  to  that  noble  Lord,  to  express  my 
entire  dissent  from  that  reasoning,  and 
from  the  deductions  drawn  therefrom.  I 
protest,  too,  against  the  peculiar  constitu- 
tion of  British  Guiana  being  drawn  into  a 
rvecedent  for  imitation  with  reqiect  to 
witish  colonial  communities.  That  con- 
stitution is  foreign.  It  was  established 
there  before  that  colony  became  a  Bii. 
tish  possession.  It  may  be  well  to  leavn 
that  colony  for  a  time  under  the  pe- 
culiar form  of  Government  which  it  for- 
merly  possessed,  and  to  which  the  people 
are  habituated  i  but  I  muat  protest  a^ioai 
tliat  form  ai  Government  being  applied  in 
any  degree  to  British  ColonisI  oommuni- 
ties.  So,  with  respect  to  Australia,  I  ob. 
ject  strongly  to  the  establishment  of  a 
rapresentatire  system  in  one  branch  ;  and 
hope  here,  too,  that  the  constitution  will, 
as  soon  aa  pottible,  be  amplified.  The  two 
elementary  principles  <ristocratic  and  do* 
mocratic,  oompounded  together  in  one 
chamber,  cannot  long  subsist  together: 
one  or  other  must  prevail,  and  that  one 
must  be  the  democratic  principle.  Aawtth 
reanea  to  the  House  of  Peers,  here,  so 
with  respect  to  the  colonieo,  the  oouncib, 
as  separate  branches  of  tho  Legislature,  are 
the  foundations  of  the  monarchical  prin- 
ciple. These  cannot  he  abolished,  witnoul 
endangering  the  mooarchieal  fom  of  Go> 
verument,  or  monarchical  prinripie.    Tba 
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separate  action  of  the  other  two  elementary 
princlpleB  in  their  separate  estates,  their 
jealousies  of  each  other,  their  attachments 
to  their  privileges,  the  resistance  of  each 
to  the  encroachments  of  the  other,  are 
indispensably  necessary  to  maintain  the 
balances  of  the  British  Constitution,  and 
thereby  enable  the  Crown  to  oounterpoiso 
the  democratic  principle.  I  doubt  very 
much  whether— having  amalgamated  these 
principles,  having  abolished  or  withheld  a 
council,  as  a  branch  of  any  legislative  body, 
when  it  is  found  necessary,  in  process  of 
time,  to  resolve  these  two  principles  into 
different  branches — clamours  will  not  then 
be  raised  to  make  the  councils  elective.  In 
every  case  the  object  should  be,  to  raise  an 
imperfect,  backward  state  of  society,  to 
such  a  comparatively  perfect  state*  as  to 
admit  of  the  application  of  the  British 
Constitution,  in  its  triple  estate,  perfect  in 
its  form  and  branches,  and  not  to  lower 
and  mutilate  it,  to  adapt  it  to  an  imperfect, 
unsuitable,  and  almost  primitive  state  of 
society,  by  depriving  that  constitution  of 
its  essential  form,  feature,  and  mechanism ; 
taking  out,  in  short,  one  of  its  principal 
wheels.  Sir,  there  has  been  too  much 
tampering  already,  with  the  colonial  coun. 
cils,  as  separate  branches  of  the  colonial 
legislatures;  they  have  been  too  much 
deprived  of  the  aristocratic  principles 
too  much  of  the  democratic  principle  in« 
fused  into  them.  The  monarchical  prin- 
ciple has*  thereby,  come  into  defect;  the 
Crown  thereby  deprived  of  much  of  its 
necessary  influence.  I  am  prepared  to 
show,  with  respect  to  the  history  of  Mas* 
sachusets  and  other  parts  of  the  old  pro- 
vinces, that  it  waa  by  such  subversions  of 
the  monarchical  principle  and  of  the  coun- 
cils, and  by  their  becoming  elective,  that 
the  power  of  the  Crown  was  ultimately 
overpowered  in  the  legislative  bodies,  where 
both  branches,  being  elective,  combined 
against  the  other.  Sir,  1  think  that  the 
colonial  councils,  as  branches  of  the  colonial 
Le^slature,  require  to  be  supported,  to  be 
iuvigorated  and  encouraged,  in  a  due  and 
suitable  manner,  considering  the  great  run 
that  haa  been  made,  and  is  making  against 
tbem.  Observe  the  collisions  that  are 
taking  place  in  Prince  Edward's  Island, 
between  the  Council  and  the  Assembly. 
CoUisioBB,  aa  the  House  of  Assembly  state, 
so  serious,  that  there  is  no  prospect  of 
agreements  and,  therefore,  they  demand 
a  change  in  the  constitution.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  may,  under  the  influences 
af  these  examples^  be  induced  to  pray  for 


an  elective  council,  or  no  council  at  all; 
for  the  legislative  council  was  reformed  in 
1839 ;  previous  to  that  it  consisted  of  nine 
members,  six  of  these  being  functionaries 
holding  situations  under  the  Crown.  Now 
the  council  consists  of  twelve  members, 
and  of  these  only  three  are  functionaries, 
and  80  far  under  the  influence  of  the 
Crown,  yet  these  troubles  continue.  It 
was  a  great  mistake,  here  too,  to  erect 
Prince  Edward's  Island  into  a  separate 
provincial  establishment.  The  fiopulation 
now  is  only  47,000;  it  must  then  have 
been  very  trifling ;  and,  with  respect  to 
the  qualification,  that  of  the  voter  is  al« 
most  universal  suffrage,  and  of  the  repre- 
sentative property  of  the  value  of  35/. 
only  1  If  these  squabbles  continue,  I  really 
would  advise  my  noble  Friend,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  to  annex 
Prince  Edward's  Island  to  New  Bruns* 
wick ;  and  I  will  venture  to  say,  that  there 
will  be  no  more  trouble  there,  though 
there  might  be,  of  course,  some  objection 
on  account  of  personal  interest,  but  the 
subjects  of  dispute  would  be  speedily  set- 
tled. Sir.  I  hdfe  advisedly  spoken  all 
this,  to  guard  myself  against  any  supposi- 
tion, in  giving  this  vote,  that  I  have  for- 
gotten tiie  lessons  which  experience  and 
some  study  taught,  me,  when  conducting 
colonial  governments;  with  these  expla- 
nations I  shall  vote  for  the  bill  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  V,  SfnUh  said,  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  found  &ult  with  the  oonstitution 
of  1832,  he  ought  to  recollect  that  a  noUe 
Lord  (the  Earl  of  Ripon),  a  Member  of  the 
present  Government,  was  the  person  re* 
sponsible  for  that  measure.  With  regard 
to  the  bill  before  the  House,  he  was  ready 
to  admit  that  difficulties  had  arisen  whicn 
the  Government  could  not  overlook,  but  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  was  to  blame  in  not  having 
brought  forward  the  measure  at  an  earlier 
peri^  of  the  Session  \  and  in  the  abaenoe 
of  sufficient  information*  and  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session,  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  placed  them  in  great  embarrasa- 
ment  in  proceeding  with  the  measure.  He 
thought  it  would  have  been  more  satisfac- 
tory if  the  noble  Uurd  had  proposed  a  bill 
embodying  tlie  recommendations  contained 
in  Sir  Jrmn  Harvey's  first  letter.  Sir  J. 
Harvey  recommended  a  higher  qualifica* 
tion  fur  members  of  Aawembly— a  subdi* 
vision  of  the  electoral  district,  and  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  Members  to  double 
the  present  number.    From  this  laat  ie« 
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commendationj  however^  Sir  John  Harvey 
had  since  seceded,  owing  to  the  difficulty 
of  finding  a  sufficient  number  of  persons 
qualified  to  be  Members.    The  other  re- 
commendations of  Sir  J.  Harvey  were,  that 
the  elections  should  be  simultaneous,  and 
that  some  test  should  be  resorted  to  with 
regard  to  the  residence  of  voters.      If, 
therefore,  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  had  introduced  a  bill 
founded  upon  the  recommendations  of  Sir 
John  Harvey>  he  would  have  raised  the 
qualification  of  Members — he  would  have 
made  the  elections  take  place  simultane- 
ously, and  he  would  have  given  the  best 
test  as  to  the  residence  of  the  electors. 
In  the  bill  before  the  House  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  unite  the  two  branches 
of  the  Legislature.    It  appeared  to  him 
that  a  union   of  this  kind   could  only 
be  justified  in  a  new  state,  and  ogree- 
ing  as  he  did  with  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant  Member    for    Liverpool    that    this 
union  should  be  merely  experimental,  he 
did  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  would  con- 
sent to  ^x  a  limit  to  the  duration  of  this 
bill.     He  would  not  resist  the  proposal  for 
a  united  assembly,  provided  the  noble  Lord 
introduced  a  clause  limiting  the  operation 
of  the  bill  to  four  or  five  years.     He  could 
not  find  anything  in  Sir  John  Harvey's 
dispatch  to  justify  the  noble  Lord  in  pro- 
posug  the  alteration  in  the  qualification  of 
voters.   On  the  contrary,  Sir  John  Harvey 
seemed  to  consider  it  unwise  to  alter  the 
suffrage.    The  bill  proposed  to  give  the 
initiative  of  money  grants  to  the  crown. 
To  that  point  he  was  decidedly  favourable^ 
being  of  opinion  that  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  the  Crown  should  possess  such 
a  power.    He  was  also  favourable  to  simul- 
taneous elections.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
confine  his  bill  to  these  points,  bethought, 
that  a  great  deal  would  be  achieved  in  the 
passing  of  such  a  measure,  but  if  any  alte- 
ration was  to  be  made  in  the  electoral 
franchise,  he  begged  the  noble  Lord  to  let 
it  be  made  by  the  people  of  Newfoundland. 
He  thought  his  noble  Friend  had  acted 
perfectly  right  with  regard  to  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  writs;  and  he  knew,  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  to  intro- 
duce some  measure  upon  this  subject     He 
did  not  say,  that  it  was  the  intention  of  his 
noble  Friend  to  introduce  a  measure  ex- 
actly similar  to  the  present  bill,  but  he 
certainly  intended  to  introduce  a  measure 
to  correct  the  evils  complained  of.     If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  county  of 


Cork  should  press  bis  motion  to  a  division , 
he  (Mr.  Vernon  Smith)  should  feel  himself 
compelled  to  vote  aeainst  it ;  but  in  the 
committee,  he  should  be  prepared  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  clause  which  went  to 
raise  the  qualification  of  voters,  and  to  pro- 
pose a  clause  to  limit  the  duration  of  the 
bill  to  five  years. 

Mr.  P,  Howard  begged  strongly  to  pro- 
test against  this  bill  ^ing  pressed  forward 
in  a  House,  which  was  a  House  only  by 
courtesy.  He  saw  before  him  at  most 
some  five-and.twenty  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  those  twenty-five  gentlemen  were 
about  to  pass  a  law  to  abrogate  the  liber- 
ties and  rights  of  100,000  British  sub- 
jects. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  although  he  was 
aware  he  had  no  right  to  address  the 
House  again  upon  this  question,  still  he 
hoped  to  be  allowed  to  do  so  for  a  few 
moments,  in  consequence  of  the  suggestiona 
which  had  been  offered  to  him  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton, by  which  he  (Lord  Stanley)  might 
be  able  to  save  the  time  of  the  House  when 
it  came  into  committee  on  this  bill.     If  he 
had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aright,  his  proposals  were  these— he  was 
prepared  to  accede  to  the  amount  of  quali- 
fication for  Members   of  the  House  of 
Assembly — ^to  the  proposed  arrangements 
with  regard  to  initiative  proceedings  by 
the  Government  with  respect  to  money 
votes— to  the  prima  facie  elections,  and  to 
the  union    or    Council    and    Legislative 
Assembly  as  a  temporary  measure.     He 
was  sensible  of  the  disadvantage  and  in- 
convenience which  would  arise  from  the 
union  of  those  two  bodies  as  a  permanent 
measure,  and  he  adopted  it  here  m  this  ImII 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Governor, 
and  in  the  hope  that  the  union  might 
settle  those    differences   and   dissensions 
which  existed.     It  was  never  his  (Lord 
Stanley's)  intention  to    propose  this  as 
a  permanent  measure,  for  m  the  bill  there 
was  now  contained  a  clause  enabling  the 
Crown    to    re-establish   the    Legislative 
Council.  These,  then,  were  portions  of  the 
measure  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Northampton  was  prepared 
to  accede.    [^Mr.  O^Connell:  The  noUe 
Lord  is  aware  that  I  am  not  a  party  to 
this.^    He  was  addressing  himself  to  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
Northampton.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
objected  to  this  being  made  a  permanent 
measure,  and  desired  a  term  of  four  or  five 
years  to  be  fixed  for  the  continuance  of  the 
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bill.  He  objected  also  to  the  alteration  of 
the  existing  FraDchisej  with  the  exception 
that  he  did  not  object  to  the  extension  of 
the  period  of  residence  to  two  years  as  a 
preliminary  qualification,  as  proposed  by 
the  Governor.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  had  a  strong  objection 
to  the  introduction  of  the  freehold  quali- 
fication, and  it  was  his  intention  in  com- 
mittee to  propose  an  alteration  which  would 
remove  the  word  *'  freehold,*'  but  introduce 
the  words  "ownership  of  lands  of  the 
value  of  40ir.,  or  occupier  of  house  of  the 
value  of  51."  This,  he  thought,  would  be 
an  improvement  upon  the  present  franchise, 
and  would  not  diminish  the  existing  num- 
ber of  the  constituency.  But  he  did  not 
consider  the  alteration  of  the  franchise  as 
essential  to  the  working  of  the  measure; 
and  if,  by  an  abandonment  of  the  alteration 
of  the  franchise  and  the  adherence  to  the 
household  franchise  he  could  obtain  a  more 
ready  acquiescence  and  sanction  to  the 
measure,  as  evidenced  by  the  observation 
of  the  ri^^ht  hon.  Gentleman  (M  r.V.  Smith), 
he  would  consent  to  expunge  that  clause 
of  the  bill  which  altered  the  franchise,  with 
the  exception  of  retaining  the  provision 
fixing  the  period  of  residence  at  two  years 
previous  to  the  election  as  a  preliminary 
qualification. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  undoubtedly 
the  alterations  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
just  announced  were  very  material,  and  he 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
V.  Smith),  that  for  this  House  to  propose 
to  deal  with  the  qualification  of  the  electors 
of  Newfoundland,  not  only  without  eviden  je 
as  to  the  propriety  of  the  specific  changes 
proposed,  but  absolutely  in  direct  contra- 
diction to  the  opinions  of  the  Governor,  as 
found  in  the  papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  would  be  a  step  it  was  impossible 
the  House  could  take  without  a  much  fuller 
examination  than  at  present  it  was  possible 
to  make.  He  was  therefore  very  glad  the 
noble  Lord  had  intimated  his  intention  of 
abandoning  that  most  objectionable  part  of 
the  bill.  He  rejoiced  also  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  yielded  in  a  point  of  far  more 
consequence  than  any  of  the  details  of  the 
measure,  and  that  he  had  assented  to  the 
suggestion  of  his  rieht  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
V.  Smith),  that  this  bill  should  not  go 
forth  as  a  permanent  constitutional  settle- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  Newfoundland.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  therefore,  now  under- 
stood this  bill  to  be  a  temporary  measure, 
intended  to  meet  a  temporary  state  of 
things,  and  that  at  the  end  of  four  or  five 

VOL.  LXV.    {232} 


years  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Govern- 
ment again  to  bring  the  whole  matter 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Legislature  of 
this  country.  This  was  an  important  quali- 
fication and  change  in  the  intentions  first 
announced  by  her  Majesty's  Government. 
He  confessed  that  the  bill,  as  first  proposed, 
appeared  to  him  to  be  so  dangerous  and 
objectionable  that  he  should  have  offered 
it  every  opposition  in  his  power ;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  considered  the  whole 
responsibility  of  it  rested  upon  her 
Majesty's  Government ;  and  he  aid  think 
the  subject  ought  to  have  been  brought 
forward  at  a  time  and  in  a  manner  when 
a  more  satisfactory  and  a  fuller  deliberation 
could  have  been  secured  for  it  than  was 
now  possible.  He  regretted  also  that  no 
opportunity  had  been  afforded  to  this 
colony  to  be  heard  by  its  agent  on  the 
subject  at  the  Bar  of  the  House.  He 
never  remembered  any  measure  of  this 
kind  being  brought  forward  without  an 
ample  opportunity  being  afforded  to  the 
colony  affected,  being  heard  at  the  Bar. 
That  had  been  the  case  with  regard  to 
Canada,  even  when  a  rebellion  had  just 
been  suppressed  in  that  province ;  and  the 
same  course  had  been  pursued  also  in  the 
instance  of  Jamaica.  He,  therefore,  look- 
ing at  the  magnitude  of  the  principle  in- 
volved—^a  principle  which  took  away  the 
constitutional  libertias  of  the  colonists^- 
regretted  that  Newfoundland,  though  not 
so  considerable  a  colonv  as  those  he  had 
mentioned,  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard.  At  the  same  time  he  felt 
very  strongly  the  position  in  which  the 
colony  was  now  placed;  that  its  con- 
stitution was  partially  suspended,  and 
that  its  affairs  were  in  great  confusion ; 
and  therefore  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  prevent  further  mischief 
from  accruing  from  the  existing  state  of 
things — but  still  this  bill  had  been  left  to 
a  late  period  of  the  Session ;  and  even 
after  the  alteration  of  the  noble  Lord  con- 
tained much  that  was  objectionable.  He 
doubted  the  propriety  of  the  principle  of 
amalgamating  the  House  of  Assembly  and 
the  Council,  for  how  could  such  a  boay  act 
together  ?  The  people  of  North  America 
were  well  acquainted  with,  and  fully  ap- 
preciated all  the  privileges  conferred  upon 
them  in  the  semblance  of  the  British  con- 
stitution, and  they  would  never  willingly 
consent  to  its  abrogation.  His  objections 
to  the  bill  were  not  altogether  removed ; 
he  thought  they  were  called  upon  to  legis- 
late upon  very  meagre  information  5  how- 
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erer,  after  the  concessions  whicli  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  difficult 
ties  said  to  exist,  he  could  see  no  useful 
end  to  be  served  by  obstructing  the  further 
progress  of  the  biU. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  so  many  reflections  had 
been  thrown  out  against  his  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  for  the  de. 
lay  in  proceeding  with  the  measure,  that 
he  felt  bound  to  say  they  were  wholly  with- 
out foundation.  The  last  despatch  from 
Sir  John  Harvey  was  dated  the  11th  of 
February  in  the  present  year,  and  his  no- 
ble Friend  produced  the  measure  early  in 
May.  The  delay  which  had  afterwards 
occurred  his  noble  Friend  was  not  at  all 
responsible  for,  because  he  had  night  after 
night  urged  upon  his  noble  Friend,  the 
absolute  necessity  of  postponing  its  further 
progress,  in  order  to  allow  of  his  proceed- 
ing with  the  important  measures,  the 
Corn-law,  the  Income-tax,  and  the  new 
tariff— measures  which  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  urge  through  the  House,  in 
consideration  of  the  commercial  interests 
of  the  country.  The  present  Government 
had  not  suspended  the  constitution  in  New- 
foundland, they  found  it  suspended,  he 
believed,  upon  good  grounds,  and  all  his 
noble  Friend  wanted,  was  a  legislative 
sanction  for  that  which  was  a  mere 
act  of  the  Crown.  The  objection  to  the 
measure  as  being  of  a  permanent  nature 
was  now  obviated — it  must  again  come  un* 
der  the  consideration  of  the  House ;  and, 
as  the  clauses  for  altering  the  qualification 
had  also  been  waved,  he  trusted,  that  if  the 
opposition  were  persisted  in,  the  House 
would,  by  a  large  majority,  sanction  the 
principle  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  that  a  great  deal  of  seal 
had  been  shown  to  exempt  the  noble  Lord 
from  blame  for  the  delay,  but  when  the 
Houae  waa  informed,  that  the  bill  was  not 
introduced  till  the  26th  of  May,  that  it 
was  not  sent  to  the  colony  till  June  3,  and 
did  not  reach  the  colony  till  the  25th  of 
June,  and  that  the  colony  had  only,  from 
the  25th  of  June  to  the  middle  of  July  to 
consider  it,  they  would  think  that  the  co- 
lony had  reason  to  complain.  If  it  waa 
necessary  to  protect  the  noble  Lord's  cha- 
racter from  blame  for  delay,  still  the  in- 
terested in  Newfoundland  had  a  right  to 
complain  of  the  haste  with  which  it  waa 
now  pressed.  Waa  the  opinion  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Newfoundland  known  in  that  House? 
Was  there  any  one  expression  of  it  in  any 
public  or  pnvate  communication  ?  Vet 
iiert  they  were,  at  the  very  cloae  of  a  Sea- 


sion,  coming  down  to  suspend  a  oonstitu- 
tion  at  the  mere  ipse  dixit  of  a  colonial 
secretary,  and  they  called  this  public  jaa- 
tice.  Fie  protested,  in  this  stage  of  the 
measure,  against  the  mode  in  which  the 
measure  had  been  brought  before  the  coon<- 
try ;  he  never  would  consent  to  any  bill 
disfranchising  a  colony  or  even  a  peitf 
town  or  an  individual,  unless  the  party 
could  be  constitutionally  heard.  The  other 
evening,  when  he  proposod  to  enlarge  the 
numbers  of  governors  of  the  Birmingham 
School,  he  was  met  with  the  crv  of  vested 
rights,  and  he  waa  told,  that  ne  waa  vio- 
lating a  charter  of  Edward  6th.  Yet  in 
Newfoundland  they  proposed  to  violate  all 
these  rights,  and  a  charter  of  a  very  reosnt 
date,  a  charter  that  had  not  been  tried— 
thev  were  casting  it  awav,  displeased  with 
their  own  act,  like  children  with  a  toy. 
He  called  for  delay,  because  the  precedent 
would  be  useful  for  futare  legislation.  He 
thought,  that  the  coloniea  would  all  have 
reason  to  complain,  if  they  found  the  con* 
stitution  of  one  thus  changed,  and  altered, 
without  an  opportunity  of  hearing  those 
who  were  interested.  It  waa  said,  that 
they  must  legislate,  because  aome  legiala* 
tion  was  necessary ;  but  had  they  proved« 
that  the  measure  waa  necessary  ?  Thcte 
were  many  important  clauses  to  wliidi  be 
objected,  but  the  moat  important  waa  that 
amalgamating  the  two  chambers.  It  waa 
said,  that  only  ten  were  to  be  named,  and 
that  fifteen  were  to  be  elected,  bat  if  the 
Government  could  command,  as  he  under- 
stood thev  would,  five  of  the  elected,  ibey 
would  always  have  fifteen  voting  with 
them ;  and  he  confessed,  that  be  would 
rather  have  the  constitution  wholly  aua* 
pended,  than  have  auch  a  oonatitution  in- 
flicted on  the  people.  It  might  be  very 
well  to  say,  that  it  would  laaik  only  four 
years,  but  in  four  years  the  one  chamber 
might  wholly  change  the  laws*  and  eatab- 
lish  such  an  aaoendaney  that  it  coaM  not 
be  got  rid  of. 

The  Houae  divided  on  the  queation,  that 
the  word  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  queation :*- Ayea  68;  Noca  It: 
Majority  55. 

List  of  ihe  At  as. 
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Arbathnott,  boo.  U. 
Ark  Wright,  G. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
BIsckbume,  J.I. 
Boldero,  H.  6. 
Borthwick,  P. 


Bolfield,  B. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cresswdl,  B. 
Crippt,  W. 
Damer,  Hon.  CeL 
Darby,  G. 
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Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  G.  K. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Flower^  Sir  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  Miloes 
Gladstone,rt.  ho.W.E. 
Gordon,  bon*  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Greene,  T. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Uarcourt,  G.  Q. 
Hardingeyrt.hn.$irH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  G. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Gapt. 
Knatchbull,rt.h.Sir  E. 
Laboachere,  rt.  bn.  H. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 


Lyall,  G. 
Meynell,  Gapt. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Peel,  rt.  bon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Repton,  G.W.J. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H.  B. 


^utofihe  Noes. 


A1dam,W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Broiherton,J. 
Duncan,  O. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Scott,  R. 


Tancred,  H.  W, 
Turner,  E. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Wyse,T. 
O'Connell,  D, 


On  the  maio  qaestion  being  again  put, 
that  the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair, 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  he  thought,  that  at 
least,  the  bill  might  have  been  brought  in 
io  March,  to  have  given  an  opportunity  to 
ascertain  the  sentiments  of  the  people  of 
Newfoundland,  and  to  have  heard  them 
by  their  counsel  at  the  Bar'of  the  House, 
to  urge  their  reasons  against  it.  He  con- 
fessed, that  he  bad  been  without  informa- 
tion. It  was  only  on  Saturday,  whilst 
the  bill  was  under  discussion,  that  he  had 
heard  of  the  existence  of  documents  which 
were  necessary  for  its  discussion.  He 
would  just  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  people  of  New- 
foundland had  been  treated,  not  only  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  but  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London. 
He  was  accordingly  assailed  by  one  party, 
and  deserted  by  the  other,  and  it  was 
natural,  that  he  should  be  so.  Whatever 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  the  cause  of  the 
delay,  the  people  of  Newfoundland  had  I 
BOt  been  heard.    The  hon.  Gentleman,  [ 


the  Member  for  Droitwich  (Mr.  Paking- 
ton), bad  presented  petitions  containing 
scandalous  and  flagitious  charges  again.^t, 
among  others,  the  Catholic  clergy,  and 
the  Liberal  party  generally,  both  Protest- 
ant and  Catholic,  in  Newfoundland.    The 
hon.  Member  then  either  gave  notice  of 
a  motion,  or  asked  a  question  across  the 
House,  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
London,  and  the  noble  Lord  assented  to 
the  appointment  of  a  committee.      His 
Brst  complaint  was,  that  when  the  com- 
mittee was  appointed,  the   witnesses  for 
the  petition  were  in  town  ready  to  be  ex- 
•imined,  and  the  people  of  Newfoundland 
did  not  hear  of  that  committee  till  it  had 
closed   its  sittings.     The   hon.   Member 
complained  because  he  had  called  this  a 
one-sided  inquiry.    Was  it  not  as  much 
one-sided  when  the  people  were  excluded 
from  being  heard,  as  if  they  had  been 
excluded  by  a  resolution  of  the  commit- 
tee?   The  inhabitants  of  Newfoundland 
heard   of  the   hon.    Member's   petitions, 
though  they  did  not  hear  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  accordingly  they  sent  over  two 
petitions,  one  of  which  was  presented  by 
himself,  and  the  other  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose,  complaining  of  the  foul 
and  false  calumnies  uttered    against  the 
clergy,  declaring,  that  there  was  not  one 
word  of  truth  in  those  charges,  and  that 
wherever  there  was  a  fact  it  had  been 
greatly  distorted,  and  they  prayed  for  a 
commission  to  inquire  upon  the  spot,  and 
to  investigate  the  facts.     That  was  not 
done,  but  that  which  was  most  gross  was 
permitted.    The  committee  sat  where  the 
inhabitants  could  not  be  heard.     As  soon 
08  thev  learned  that  this  committee  was 
sittin^^,  four  members  were  selected  from 
the  House  of  Assembly  to  come  to  Eng- 
land.    It  was  the  last  day  of  their  sitting ; 
they  started  for  England  without  delay, 
but  when  they  reached  this  country,  Par- 
liament was  dissolved.  So  far  from  shrink- 
ing from  inquiry,  they  came  to  court  it. 
They  were  now  legislating  against  men 
who  did  not  shrink  from  inquiry.    The 
delegates   from    the   Assembly  were   re- 
ceived  by  Lord  John  Russell,  who  invited 
them  to  put  their  communications  to  Go- 
vernment into  writing.      His  next  com- 
plaint  was,  that  three  or  four  important 
communications  were    thereupon    made, 
and  the  noble  Lord  had  not  laid   them 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,     He  himself 
had  not  heard  of  them  till  Saturday,  when 
the  House  was  debating  the  bilL  After  this 
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he  was  not  surprised  at  the  small  at- 
tendance  that  nig^ht,  and  of  the  parade  of 
a  compromise.  Conduct  more  indefensible 
than  that  of  the  late  Government  in  this 
respect  he  had  never  known,  always  ex- 
cepting the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  The  delegates  obtained  a  pro- 
mise from  Lord  John  Russell,  communi- 
cated through  Mr.  Vernon  Smith,  that  no 
proceedings  should  be  mooted  in  Parlia- 
ment till  there  was  an  opportunity  for 
defence  given  to  the  colony,  and  it  was 
distinctly  promised  that  if  the  House 
should  proceed  further,  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  give  the  delegates  due  notice 
of  it.  Would  it  not  be  mere  equivocation 
to  say,  that  there  should  be  no  new  com- 
mittee unless  they  heard  of  it,  and  then 
proceed  to  legislation  without  their  know- 
ledge ?  By  every  rule  of  English  justice, 
if  fair  play  was  a  part  of  the  English 
character,  nothing  could  have  more  com- 
pletely violated  that  promise  than  these 
proceedings.  These  steps  were  taken  in 
violation  of  the  meaning  pf  that  pledge, 
and  all  because  of  the  petitions  presented 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich,  which 
contained  charges  which  had  been  made 
thirty-three  times  over  against  the  Catho- 
lic clergy  of  Ireland,  and  which  were 
wholly  erroneous.  It  did  create  a  sensi- 
bility in  the  Catholics  to  hear  these 
charges  made,  for  they  knew  the  things 
charged  to  be  impossible.  If  a  Catholic 
clergyman  refused  to  administer  the  sa- 
crament for  political  reasons,  he  would 
not  remain  a  clergyman.  Yet  the  foul 
and  6lthy  language  in  these  petitions 
against  the  Irish  Catholic  clergy  had  been 
adopted  in  the  petitions  from  Newfound- 
land. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  remark  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  1838,  in  reference  to 
the  election  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Assembly.  The  election  took  place,  but 
the  governor  of  the  colony  by  a  trick  and 
a  subterfuge  rendered  the  election  void, 
upon  the  suggestion  that  the  writs  on 
which  it  had  taken  place  were  not  sealed. 
The  next  step  was  to  send  in  three  persons 
to  the  Assembly,  who  were  unfit  to  become 
Members  of  it;  one  could  not  read,  the 
other  two  were  in  the  situation  of  clerks. 
But  now  the  governor  turned  round  and 
said,  **  See  what  is  the  constitution  of  this 
Assembly  ;  there  must  be  some  alteration 
in  a  constitution  which  permits  such 
things  as  this  to  take  place."  Such  was 
the  conduct  of  the  governor,  and   after 


such  conduct  the  present  bill  was  brought 
in.  He  complained,  therefore,  that  these 
people  were  to  be  punished  without  being 
heard.  He  said,  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  any  alteration  to  be  made.  A  new 
election  were  about  to  take  place.  Let  it 
be  carried  through.  In  reference  to  the 
case  of  Jamaica  when  that  was  discussed, 
the  same  suggestion  was  made,  and  ia 
spite  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  then 
held  the  reins  of  Government,  it  was  car- 
ried. Jamaica  had  had  another  trial,  and 
was  now  going  on  well  under  its  old  con- 
stitution. The  people  of  Newfoundland, 
in  like  manner,  should  have  another  trial, 
if  they  made  a  bad  use  of  this  new  opportn- 
nitv,  let  them  have  no  more.  He  would  make 
only  one  observation  upon  the  subject  of 
the  introduction  of  religion  into  this  dis- 
cussion— upon  the  reference  to  Catho- 
lic or  Protestant.  He  bad  not  introduced 
it  until  it  was  forced  upon  him ;  it  waa 
in  the  despatches  of  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  and  he  could  not  but  allude 
to  it.  The  present  bill,  as  regarded  its 
provision  for  the  franchise,  be  maintained 
was  calculated  to  give  satisfaction  to  the 
people  of  this  colony.  They  were  unwil- 
ling to  submit  to  the  provisions  which  it 
contained.  Sir  John  Harvey,  in  bb  des- 
patches, described  the  colony  at  improvin|^ 
daily  in  its  position,  as  flourishing  in  its 
commerce,  and  as  being  firm  in  its  loyalty 
to  the  Crown.  This  was  its  conditioD 
under  its  present  constitution,  and  yet  this 
was  the  constitution  which  was  sought  to 
be  destroyed.  He  entreated  the  House  to 
remember  that  this  bill  had  been  delayed. 
It  might  have  been  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  March ;  nay,  in  February  there 
had  been  no  diflBcultiea  interposed  in  the 
way  of  the  noble  Lord, — no  factious  oppo. 
sition,  and  yet,  without  any  opportanitj 
being  afforded  to  the  colonists  to  make 
known  their  case,  it  was  attempted  to  be 
forced  on  at  a  time  when  the  real  feeling 
of  the  House  could  not  be  ascertained. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  talked  of  the 
sense  of  the  House.  Could  anything  be 
more  cruel  than  to  drive  the  opponents  of 
this  measure  into  committee  in  such  m 
House  as  that  ?  Was  it  not  idle  to  talk 
of  their  showing  the  sense  of  the  House? 
Might  it  not  rather  be  called  the  sense  of 
the  benches  ?  Were  not  the  benches  the 
rule,  hon.  Members  the  exception.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  recognise  any  deci- 
sion of  that  House  as  at  present  const!- 
tutedy  and  he  most  state  that  he  believed 
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it  to  be  his  duty«  under  these  circum- 
Btancesy  to  oppose  this  measure  upon  every 
stage. 

Mr.  PMngton,  having  already  ad- 
dressed the  House  on  this  question,  would 
only  trespass  further  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down.  The  ground  on  which  he  had 
moved  for  the  committee  of  last  year  was 
not  upon  any  statement  contained  in  the 
petitions  presented  to  that  House,  but  the 
dispatches  of  the  Governor  of  the  colony. 
Neither  was  the  bill  now  before  the  House 
founded  on  those  petitions  but  he  looked 
upon  it  that  the  transactions  which  had 
recently  occurred  in  the  colony  itself,  were 
fully  sufficient  to  justify  its  introduction. 
With  regard  to  the  introduction  into  the 
discussion  of  any  questions  of  religion,  he 
begged  to  say  that  the  charge  had  been 
brought  forward  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site,  that  the  Government  had  persecuted 
the  Roman  Catholics.  He  had  come 
down  to  the  House  prepared  to  show,  that 
any  persecution  which  had  occurred 
against  Catholics,  had  been  by  members 
of  their  own  body.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  disputed  the  truth  of  the  allega- 
tions contained  in  the  petitions.  He  had 
heard  of  similar  passages  in  the  history  of 
the  counties  of  Carlow  and  of  Cork,  and 
be  had  heard  that  every  one  of  the  allega- 
tions was  capable  of  proof. 

Mr.  (yConnell:  There  were  exactly  the 
same  allegations  made  in  reference  to  Car- 
low  and  Cork,  but  not  a  single  witness 
had  ever  been  produced  to  prove  ihem, 
though  every  opportunity  had  been  af- 
forded. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  rose  to  state  those 
reasons  which  appeared  to  dictate  the  ne- 
cessity of  delaying  the  consideration  of  the 
proposition  now  before  the  Hoase  to  an- 
other Session,  and  until  such  time  as  it 
were  possible  to  collect  the  opinions  of 
those  in  the  colony,  who  were  most  inter- 
ested in  its  determination.  In  the  case  of 
Jamaica,  althougb  that  assembly  had  all 
but  abdicated  its  legislative  functions,  the 
House  heard  counsel ;  and  were  the  Go- 
vernment, who  had  been  frequently  taxed 
with  political  plagiarism,  alx)ut  to  follow 
the  roost  unhappy  of  precedents  that  could 
have  been  selected,  and  imitate  their  pre- 
decessors in  a  course  of  proceeding  which 
bad  been  the  ultimate  cause  of  their  down- 
fall T  Would  they  not  then,  as  in  the  case 
gf  Canada^  also  consent  to  bear  counsel 


at  the  Bar?  Canada,  on  the  verge  of  re- 
bellion, had  that  grace  conferred.  An 
eminent  modern  writer  had  asked,  and 
truly  stated,  this  question,* 

**  What  is  the  true  principle  of  colonial  go- 
vernment ?  What  should  be  the  leading  prin- 
ciple of  such  a  government  is  no  longer  a 
matter  of  doubt;  it  was  announced  1,800 
years  ago,  as  the  rule  of  all  intercourse  between 
man  and  man ;  and  subsequent  experience  has 
only  tended  to  prove  its  universal  application. 
It  is  simply  to  do  as  we  would  be  done  by. 
Consider  the  colonies  as  distant  provinces  of 
the  empire ;  regard  them  in  the  same  light  as 
Yorkshire  or  Middlesex ;  treat  them  accord- 
ingly, and  it  will  be  long  ere  they  will  seek  to 
throw  off  the  British  connection.  Legislate 
for  them  as  you  would  wish  they  should  legis- 
late for  you,  as  if  Quebec  or  Calcutta  were  the 
seat  of  central  government,  and  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  the  remote  dependencies.  *  * 
It  was  the  neglect  of  the  first  principles,  so 
easy  to  see,  so  hard  to  practise,  which  lost  the 
British  the  United  States  in  the  Noith,  and  the 
Spaniards  the  whole  of  South  America." 

These,  Sir,  are  words  of  wisdom,  and 
now  for  their  application.  If  this  were  a 
case  aiecting  Yorkshire  or  Middlesex, 
would  you  thus  precipitately  suspend  the 
constitution?  and  will  you  act  with  less 
caution  and  generosity  of  feeling  when  the 
interests  of  an  unprotected  colony  is  con- 
cerned ?  He  would  feign  hope  not.  In 
Lord  Goderich*s  instructions  to  the  Go- 
vernor, Sir  Thomas  Cochrane,  he  plainly 
pointed  out  that  some  difficulties  might 
attend  the  first  working  of  the  constitution, 
but  the  vast  practical  benefits  which  had 
fiowed  from  the  measure  justified  the  con- 
fidence reposed  by  the  present  President 
of  the  Council,  then  Colonial  Secretary,  in 
the  people  of  Newfoundland.  Under  the 
fostering  care  of  the  local  Legislature, 
1,000  miles  of  road  had  been  opened, 
lighthouses  had  been  erected,  and  the  vin- 
dication and  guardianship  of  the  law  had 
been  secured  by  the  erection  of  prisons. 
Smiling  and  verdant  farms  showed  forth 
the  triumphs  of  cultivation  in  those  dis- 
tricts where,  four  or  five  years  before,  it 
was  a  barren  waste.  It  is  true  that  some 
culpable  degree  of  violence  had  marked — 
and  where  had  it  not?— the  contested 
elections;  but  should  these  be  sufficient 
to  obliterate  the  recollection  of  great  ser- 
vices to  the  State,  or  be  deemed  a  real  plea 
for  change  ?  The  great  foe  of  this  country 
Napoleon, had  said,  *'that  her  colonies  were 

*  Bitiory  of  the  Revoiution,  Allison^  vol, 
X,p.  767. 
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the  wings  which  had  enabled  this  c^uotry 
to  soar  to  greatness,"  and  would  they 
place  in  peril  that  greatness,  by  poisoning 
in  its  source  the  fountain  of  loyalty,  by 
instilling  suspicion,  and  so  spreadinc;  dis- 
rnntent  throughout  British  America?  To 
the  accuracy  of  the  parallel  between  New 
South  Wales  and  the  colony  which  then 
engaged  their  attention,  as  drawn  by  the 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  he  could 
not  assent.  In  New  South  Wales,  the 
wages  of  labour  were  exceedingly  high, 
whilst,  in  Newfoundland,  house  rents  were  ; 
cheaper,  payments  were  mostly  in  kind, 
and  the  population,  very  primitive  in 
habits,  dwelt  in  families.  The  colony  had 
not  been  acquired  by  conquest;  the  birth- 
right of  English  law  was  theirs,  and  he 
(Mr.  Howard)  trusted  that  the  greatcharter 
of  the  liberties  of  the  island,  so  recently 
granted^  would  not  now  be  abrogated, 
against  the  declared  wish  of  the  inha- 
bitants. 

Mr.  Hume  had  hoped  that  the  observa 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tlemao  would  have  had  some  effect  on  the 
Government  who  were  about  to  commit 
political  robbery.  He  congratulated  him- 
self on  having  voted  against  a  similar  pro- 
position with  regard  to  Jamaica  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  though  he  had  been  the 
means  of  thereby  turning  out  the  then 
Government.  He  complained  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  for  not  hav- 
ing acted  with  fair  dealing  towards  the 
inhabitants  of  the  colony,  and  giving 
them  an  opportunity  of  meeting  the  alle 
gations  again  »t  them.  In  October,  1840, 
a  pledge  had  been  given  to  the  delegates 
from  the  island  that  the  constitution  of 
the  island  should  not  be  interfered  with 
without  notice  being  given  to  the  dele- 
gates ;  and  the  ink  was  scarcely  dry  before 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had 
broken  the  pledge.  Would  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  say  whether  he  had 
not  an  intention,  in  December  last,  to 
change  the  constitution,  and  bad  he  not 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  the  objects  of 
the  late  Government  without  any  notice 
being  given  to  the  people  of  Newfound- 
land ?  Such  an  instance  of  want  of  good 
faith  had  never  taken  place  before  in  the 
British  Parliament,  and  be  hoped  never 
would  again.  When  this  intelligence  had 
been  received  in  Newfoundland  contrary 
to  the  pledge  given  to  their  delegates,  it 
had  excited  astonishment  among  the  peo- 
-^ie.    What   were   the  distartramces  for 


which  the  noble  Lord  was  now  going  to 
take  away  the  privileges  of  the  people  of 
Newfoundland  ? — disturbances  which  the 
English  House  of  Commons  would  have 
risen   against.    The  House  of  Assembly 
of  Newfoundland  was  impugned  for  naia- 
taining  its  privileges.     If  a  person  oat  of 
the   House  here  had  assaulted  an  hoo* 
Member  for  words  used  in  his  place  in 
Parliament,  and  when  called  to  the  Bar 
had,  instead  of  apologizing,  called  the 
same  hon.  Member  a  liar  and  a  coward, 
what  would  have  been  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  ?     He 
would  have  taken  care  that  doe  punish- 
ment was  awarded  to  the  offender ;  and 
that  was  the  course  that  had  been  pursued 
by  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  it  was  on 
this  ground  that  it  had  been  so  violently 
assailed.     He  said   such  conduct  was  a 
ground  for  respect.    The  House  of  As- 
sembly knew  their  privile^s,  and  tbey 
were  determined  to  maintain  them««-and 
for  this  they   were  to  be  attacked  with 
every  species  of  obloquy  I    Thie  ground 
of  attack  had  therefore  altogether  failed. 
Now  as  to  the  question  of  the  constitu- 
tion not  having  worked  well.    The  liict 
was,  the  constitution  gave  the  aettlert, 
who  had  previously  been  oppressed  by  the 
mercantile  party,  the  means  of  assertion 
their  independence,  and  they  had  atseried 
it  and  redeemed  themselves  from  the  slavery 
— for  slavery   it  was-^-'Under  which  tbey 
had  been  held  by  the  latter  party,  from 
whom  consequently  all  these  complainla 
had  proceeded.    When  Sir  J.  Harvey  6rst 
landed   there  was  not  a  school  in  the 
island.    Since  the  constitution  had  been 
granted  sixteen  schools  had  been  eatab- 
lished ;  but,  strange  to  say,  subetqneutly 
to  the  letter  which  had  been  quoted  by  hie 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Governmeot 
had  withdrawn  their  support  from  these 
schools,  which  were  now,  as  be  gatbeied, 
supported  by  the  Roman  Catholics  alone. 
The  effect,  therefore,  of  the  present  neaaove 
was  to  throw  the  people  into  the  bands  of 
their  old  oppressors,  and  to  check  the  im* 
provements  which  had  sprung  op  since  the 
granting  of  the  charter.    There  was  no 
ground  for  saying  that  the  eonttttotioii 
bad  not  worked  well.   As  far  as  edueatiou 
was  concerned-^aa  far  as  agriculturo  was 
concerned-^as  far  as  every  improvement 
calculated  to  give  rise  to  human  bappineaa 
and  prosperity  went,  the  oonatitotion  had 
worked  well.    Ha  defied  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  Ihe  head  of  the  Goteniawot 
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to  present  aajf  one  portion  of  the  popu- 
UtioQ  of  this  coantry  which  was  so  pure,  so 
virtaous,  so  worthy  of  having;  continued 
to  them  their  just  rig;ht8,  as  the  people 
of  Newfoundland.  He  was  prepared  to 
prote  before  a  committee  of  ihe  House 
that  there  was  no  portion  of  truth  in  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  forward 
on  the  score  of  the  insubordination  of  the 
people,  and  the  diflBculty  of  administering 
justice  among  them,  any  more  than  in  the 
other  charges.  He  could  only  oppose  his 
vote  to  the  majority  of  the  House ;  they 
might  carry  the  bill  and  commit  a  rob- 
be^,  and  so  might  a  highwayman.  Ail 
he  asked  was  that  the  people  should 
be  heard  at  the  Bar  in  their  own  defence 
before  they  were  found  guilty  of  the 
charges  that  bad  been  aileg^.  A  pledge 
had  been  given,  and  that  pledge  had  been 
broken ;  and  to  allow  legislation  of  this 
kind  to  pass  under  such  circumstances, 
with  empty  Benches  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  a  disgrace 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  They  ought 
not  to  proceed  to  disfranchise  a  colony  of 
such  importance  as  Newfoundland  without 
having  previously  before  them  all  the 
papers  and  despatches  that  had  passed 
during  the  administration  of  the  late 
Government.  They  ought  also  to  hear 
the  perties  at  the  Bar.  If  after  having 
taken  that  course  it  was  found  that  the 
business  of  the  colony  could  not  go  on 
without  an  act  of  this  kind— *an  act  which 
be  considered  to  be  an  act  of  violence, 
unless  justified  by  absolute  necessity — he 
(Mr.  Hume)  would  not  offer  any  further 
pppositioo  to  the  bill. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair:— 
Ayes,  8d;  Noes,  21 :  Majority,  61. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


A'Conrt,  Gapt. 
AUix,  J.  P. 
Arbuthnott,  Hon.  H. 
Arkwrigbty  6. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Bateson,  R. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Boldero,  H.  O. 
Bortbwiek,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Broadlev,  H« 
Bnice,  Lord  £. 
Buller  Sir  J.  Y. 
BurreU,  Sir  C.  M. 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
Coekbum^  rt.hn.Sir  6. 


Colvile,  C.  R. 
Cripps,  W. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas.  Sir  C.  £. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forester,  ho.  G.  C.  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milues 
GladstODe,rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  R.O. 


Grahara,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Greene,  T. 
Grogan,  E. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.bn.Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  U. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Capt. 
KnatchbuU,rt.hn.Sir£. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lyall,  G, 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Maclean,  D. 
Masterroan,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 


Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  f: 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Round,  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  A. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Verner,  Col. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringle,  A. 


List  of  the  Noes. 
Bowring,  Dr.  Plumridge,Capt. 


Brotherton,  J. 
Bryan,  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hollond,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Langston,  W.  G. 
Martin,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
G^Brien,  J. 


Scott,  R. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Villiers.  hon.  C. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
O'Connell,  D« 

House  in  committee. 

On  clause  1  being  proposed, 

On  a  part  of  the  clause  empowering 
her  Majesty  to  raise  the  qualifications  of 
members  of  the  Assembly  having  been 
read, 

Mr.  (yConnell  regretted  that  the  House 
should  be  called  on  to  decide  the  question 
of  qualification  without  more  information 
than  they  at  present  possessed.  The 
existing  qualification  had  been  granted 
by  the  Government  several  years  ago, 
after  mature  deliberation,  and  the  noble 
Lord  had  neither  proved  that  it  was  unfit 
nor  that  the  qualification  which  he  pro- 
posed in  this  bill  was  a  better  one.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  should  propose,  in  the 
first  place,  that  after  the  words  '*  no  such 
qualification  shall  be  fixed  at  more  than  a 
net  annual  income,"  there  be  inserted 
these  words,  '*  arising  from  any  source 
whatsoever;  and  in  the  next,  that  the 
blank  be  filled  op  with  •*  50/."  instead  of 
*'  100/.,''  as  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 
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First  amendment  agreed  to. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  100/.:— 
Ayes  78 ;  Noes  13  :  Majority  65. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Bowring,  Dr. 
BrothertODy  J. 
Bryan,  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Morris,  D. 


O'Brien  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilshere,  W. 
Wood,  B. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  D. 
Wyse,  R. 


Blank  filled  up  with  100/. 

Mr.  O'Connell  objected  to  the  words 
'^  clear  of  all  incumbrances.''  He  could 
not  see  how  fishing-grounds,  or  fishing 
speculations,  could  be  burdened  with  in- 
cumbrances. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  these  words  stand  part  of  the  clause 
—Ayes  76;  Noes  J*  :  Majority  62. 

On  the  question  that  the  blank  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  clause  be  filled  up  with 
the  words  "  Five  hundred  pounds :" 

Mr.  0*Connell  moved  that  the  blank  be 
filled  with  two  hundred  and  fifty  pounds. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  blank  be  filled  with  five  hundred 
pounds:  —  Ayes  75 ;  Noes  12  :  Ma* 
jority  63. 

On  the  question  that  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  bill,  the  committee  divided-- 
Ayes  76;  Noes  13;  Majority  63. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Morris,  D. 

Brotherton,  J.  O'Brien,  J. 

Browne,  hon.  W.  Philips,  M. 

Duncan  G.  Williams,  W. 

Forster,  M.  Wood,  B. 
Gore,  hon.  R.  tellees. 

Howard,  P.  H.  0'Connell|  D. 

Hume,  J.  Wyse,  T. 

[It  is  thought  unnecessary  to  insert  the 
names  on  every  division,  but  we  r  tain 
the  names  of  thirteen  who  voted  through- 
out and  in  the  minority.] 

Clauses,  to  the  5th  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
House  resumed. 

The  Chairman  reported  progress.  Com* 
mittee  to  sit  again. 
House  adjourned  at  one  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Thursday,  August  4, 1842. 

MmoTM.]     Bills.      PvMitf.— !"•    Dolgni    Copyrifht; 
SteToy  (East  Indict)  i  Tobaceo  Rivulatioai  t  Slavt  Tndt 


S*-  DablmBoiiiidirieiiFcmrCoiiitolCaabalHi(DHUlB). 
CommUUtLSt.  Asaph  and  Banfor  Preftnncnti. 
Commitied  ami  A^portei.— Slave  Trade  Suppression  Act 
Suspension. 

Aqjiorreii.F— Umltatian  of  Actioos  (Ireland)  t  Rinn  (Ii^ 
land);  Parish  CoostaUes;  Colonial  Paasensen. 
3*-  and  passed:— Stamp  Duties  Assimilation ;  FishcrMi 
(Ireland);  Ordnanoe  Serrioest  Court  of  Exciieiiaar(ll^f- 
land) ;  Bonded  Com  {  Western  Australia. 
PxTiTioifs  FassBifTao.  By  Lord  Beaumont,  ftom  the 
imah  of  Satfcsra,  for  Inquiry  and  Redreas.— From  InhaM- 
tanto  of  Goswdl  Street,  In  fiiTOor  of  the  BoikUqgs  lUgv^ 
lation  Bill,  and  against  burying  the  Dead  in  Popoloua 
Districts. 

The  Rajaii  of  Sattara.]  Lord 
BeaumotU  held  in  his  hand  a  petition  from 
a  native  Indian  prince,  who,  whatever 
might  have  been  bis  errors,  deserved  com- 
misseration  for  his  misfortunes.  This 
prince  was  the  head  of  the  Mahratta  dyD« 
asty,  and  the  lineal  descendant  of  its 
eminent  founder.  The  Prince  complained 
that  he  had  been  dethroned,  deprived  of 
his  personal  property  and  sent  an  exile  to 
Benares,  on  charges  which  had  not  been 
proved,  and  which  had  no  foundation  in 
fact.  Amongst  other  absurd  allegations 
against  him  was,  that  of  an  intention  of 
bringing  up  30,000  Portuguese  troops  from 
Goa,  for  the  purpose  of  overthrowing 
British  power  in  India.  These  and  other 
charges  he  strongly  denied,  and  complained 
that  he  had  undergone  a  sort  of  trial  by 
British  commissioners,  but  that  he  had 
been  present  at  only  a  part  of  the  proceed. 
ings,  that  he  had  no  person  to  defend  bim« 
that  he  had  been  required  to  sign  a  doco* 
ment  which  would  be  an  admission  of  his 
guilt,  but  that  rather  than  do  so,  he  would 
forreit  his  throne,  and  that  he  had  been 
dethroned  and  replaced  by  his  brother. 
He  prayed  that  his  case  might  be  revised, 
and  such  relief  given  as  their  Lordships 
might  deem  fit.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  Governor-general  of  India,  or  the 
Governor  of  Bombay,  were  to  blame  for 
sanctioning  this  deposition,  because  he 
believed  the  whole  of  the  documents  con- 
nected with  the  case  were  not  yet  printed, 
but,  judging  only  from  those  papers  which 
had  been  published,  he  should  say  that 
the  case  of  the  Rajah  was  one  of  great 
hardship,  and  he  hoped  it  would  undergo 
revision. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  said,  that  if  the  pre^ 
sent  occasion  were  the  first  on  which  this 
case  of  the  Rajah  came  under  public  notice 
he  might  feel  it  necessary  to  enter  into 
some  explanation  of  its  merits ;  but  the 
case  having  been  considered  and  recon* 
sidered  elsewhere,  and  being  about  to  be 
submitted  for  revision  in  the  other  House 
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of  Parliament  that  evening,  he  did  not  feel 
called  upon  to  go  into  any  detail  about  it. 
Whether  the  explanation  which  had  been 
given  elsewhere  was  sufficient  he  would  not 
say ;  but  when  the  proceedings  against 
the  Rajah  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Governor-general  of  India  in  Council,  the 
Governor  of  Bombay,  the  Court  of  Direct- 
ors, the  Court  of  Proprietors,  and  the 
Board  of  Control,  he  did  not  think  that 
it  ought  to  be  again  gone  into  now.  He 
would  only  say,  that  any  one  who  had  care- 
fully read  over  the  papers  must  feel  satisBed 
that  the  Rajah's  conduct  was  such  as  to 
call  for  active  measures  against  him ;  and 
when  he  recollected  that  those  measures 
were  commenced  under  the  Government  of 
the  late  Sir  R.  Grant,  as  Governor  of  Bom- 
bay, he  thought  it  was  enough  to  give  a 
guarantee  that  they  were  only  such  as  the 
case  called  for.  He  did  not  feel  it  neces* 
sary  to  enter  further  into  the  matter  on  the 
presentation  of  a  petition. 

Lord  Beaumont  said,  that  if  a  more 
satisfactory  explanation  were  not  given,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  submit  a  motion 
on  the  subject,  of  which  he  would  give  due 
notice. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  late  Sir  R.  Grant  was  dead 
before  the  deposition  of  the  Rajah  took 

Elace,  but  he  believed  that  had  his  right 
on.  Friend  lived,  the  act  of  deposition 
would  have  met  his  sanction. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Repeal  or  the  Cork  Laws.]  The 
Earl  of  Radnor^  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Corn  Importation  Act  Re- 
peal Bill  said,*  that  if  he  had  not  felt  that 
the  measure  he  now  proposed  was  most 
urgent,  and  indeed  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  well-being  of  the  country,  he 
should  not  have  troubled  their  Lordships 
on  the  subject.  He  knew  that  this  bill 
related  to  a  topic  disagreeable  to  them, 
and  the  consideration  of  which  they  in- 
variably wished  to  avoid ;  and  as  it  always 
was  irksome  to  him  to  address  their  Lord- 
ships, it  was  particularly  so  on  the  present 
occasion.  But  the  settlement  of  the  corn 
question,  once  for  all,  on  a  permanent 
footing,  was  an  object  of  such  deep  in- 
terest to  all  the  working  classes,  now  in  a 
state  of  the  greatest  distress  and  destitu- 
tion, and  of  such  vital  importance  to  every 
claaa  of  the  community,  so  necessary,  in 

•  From  a  corrected  ^eP«'^ 


his  opinion,  for  the  prosperity  of  the  State, 
that  he  could  not  refrain  from  making  this 
effort,  at  least,  to  accomplish  so  desirable 
an  object :   a  sense  of  duty  alone  com- 
pelled him  to  do  so.    The  change  he  pro- 
posed in  the  bill,  the  second  reading  of 
which  he  should  now  move,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  desirable  at  any  time ;  but  at 
the  present  moment  was  particularly  called 
for,  not  only  by  the  sufferings  of  the  peo- 
ple, but  in  consideration  of  the  patience 
and  good  humour  with  which  they  have 
now  for  ^ye  years  borne  their  privations. 
Indeed,   their   conduct  was  beyond   all 
praise ;  as  also  their  privations  were,  he 
believed,  far  beyond  what  their  Lordships 
supposed  or   he   could   describe.      This 
change,   moreover,    was  eagerly  desired 
by  thousands,   he   might   say   by  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  the  people,  who 
had  petitioned  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment to  that  effect ;  and  would,  he  had  no 
doubt,  afford  immediate  relief  to  a  consi- 
derable extent.     The  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration went  to  the  extent  of  an  entire 
repeal  of  all  duties  on  the  importation  of 
corn.    The  first  clause  repealed  the  act 
passed  in  the  present  Session  ;  but,  as  by 
the  repeal  of  that  act  only,  the  act  of  the 
9th  of  George  4th,  which  the  act  of  the 
present  Session  repealed,  would  revive,  the 
second  clause  repealed  so  much  of  that  act 
as  imposed  duties  on  the  importation  of 
corn.  Other  parts  of  that  act  were  left  un- 
repealed ;  such  as  those  which  repealed  the 
former  acts  creating  duties  on  the  importa- 
tion of  corn,  and  those  which  required  the 
taking  of  averages,  which  it  was  necessary 
to  continue  for  divers  reasons,  especially 
for  carrying  into  effect  the  act  for  the 
commutation  of  tithe.    The  consequence, 
therefore,  of  this  bill,  if  it  became  a  law, 
would  be,  that  the  trade  in  corn  would 
thenceforth  be  perfectly  free.   It  might  be 
said,  that  if  this  were  done  there  would  be 
an  immediate  and  no  inconsiderable  loss 
to  the  revenue.  It  is  probable  that  a  large 
quantity  of  corn  now  in  bond,  if  no  altera- 
tion took  place  in  the  law,  will  be  soon 
admitted ;  the  wheat  (of  which  there  are, 
he  understood,  above  1,500,000  qrs.)  at 
8s.,  and  other  corn  at  their  respective 
duties ;  and  that,  if  this  bill  passed,  the 
800,000/.   or    1,000,000/.    (whatever    it 
might  be)  would  be  lost  to  the  public :  if 
that  were  so,  he  for  one  would  say,  that 
the  advantages  of  a  free-trade,  and  the 
immediate  relief  which  would  be  afforded^ 
would  be  cheaply  bought  at  that  or  even  a 
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Itrger  price.  Bat  be  did  not  think  that 
the  whole  of  the  duty  would  be  lost.  If 
ibeir  Lordihipi  were  to  give  a  second 
reading  to  this  bill  ibat  night,  the  effect 
would  be«  that  all  holders  of  home-grown 
corn,  and  of  corn  which  had  already  paid 
the  duty,  would  hasten  into  the  market,  in 
the  hope  of  anticipating  the  decline  which 
the  passing  of  the  act  would  be  expected 
to  occasion.  This  would  produce  a  fall  in 
the  prices,  and  as  the  necessary  effect  of 
a  fall  of  the  price  would,  under  the  pre- 
sent case,  be  a  rise  of  duty,  it  would  be- 
come a  matter  of  calculation,  whether  it 
would  not  be  more  advantageous  to  secure 
the  present  price  and  pay  the  present  duty 
than  to  await  the  latter,  when  the  duty 
would  be  nt/,  but  the  price  so  low  that  the 
present  duty  would  amount  to  less  than 
the  difference  between  that  price  and  the 
present.  In  all  probability,  however,  some 
part  of  the  duty  would  be  lost,  but  not  the 
whole;  and  he  repealed,  that  be  would 
willingly  ffive  up  the  whole  for  the  ad* 
vantage  or  a  free-trade.  The  immediate 
effect  of  this  free-trade  would  be,  to  give 
a  stimulus  to  the  home  market,  and  in  all 
probability  to  revive  commerce  with  fo» 
reign  countries.  With  respect  to  the  home 
trade,  he  knew  that  many  persona  would 
argue  that,  if  the  price  of  corn  was  lowered, 
the  means  of  purchasers,  holders  of  land, 
would  be  so  much  impaired,  that  in  truth 
it  would  be  injured*  He  believed  that  this 
wu  altogether  contrary  to  the  fact.  If  their 
Lordships  would  only  consider  what  large 
payments  were  required  for  the  purchase 
of  oeceasary  eorn,  they  would  at  once  see 
bow  large  a  aom  would  be  retained,  by 
lowering  the  price  of  corn,  to  be  applied 
to  the  purobaae  of  other  articles.  For  in- 
stance, the  average  price  of  wheat  in  1636 
was  d9sL4d.:  in  1840,  66#.4cf.;  a  dif- 
ference  of  27#.  per  or.  Now,  atating  the 
population  of  Great  Britain  at  18,000,000 
of  people,  and  assttming,  which  is  the  usual 
caleulation,  that  the  consumption  of  the 
people,  one  with  another,  is  one  or.  per 
peraoo,  the  excess  of  the  sum  paid  for  ne- 
cessary com  in  1 840,  over  what  was  paid 
ID  1836,  wovM  be  no  leu  a  sum  than 
34,300/WO/.  Again,  the  price  in  1841 
waa  64s.  4d.  i  25$.  per  qr.  higher  than  io 
1836 :  in  ibis  year  the  excess  of  price  psid 
over  the  former  year  would  be  22,600,0001, 
So  that  in  these  two  years  there  moat 
btve  been  paid  46,8O0,0OOA  asore  for  the 
purebaee  of  necessary  food,  than  would 
'aft  been  neqaked  if  the  price  bad  oob> 
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tinned  as  it  was  in  1836;  and  all 
money  wonid  have  been  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  other  articles,  some  of  necea* 
sity  (but  of  a  necessity  less  imperious  than 
that  of  food,)  some  of  use  or  luxiry,  and 
thus  would  have  increased  the  general 
fund  for  the  employment  of  labour.  This 
view  of  the  case  was  very  iBUch  atrengli- 
ened  by  the  evidence  given  by  many  of 
the  witnesses  examined  before  the  Import 
Duties  Committee  io  1840.  To  take  only 
one :  Mr.  J.  Whetstone,  of  Lsioetter,  for 
twenty  years  engaged  in  the  worsted  trade, 
says, 

'*  The  persons  who  send  their  travellers 
through  the  aericallursl  districts,  complain 
that  the  demand  has  fallen  off  as  mueh  in  the 
purely  agricultaral  districts,  as  it  has  in  the 
manufacturing.  I  ought  to  s^,  that  the  manu« 
facture  of  woollen  and  worsted  stockings  is 
almost  entirely  dependent  for  its  demand  upon 
the  well-doing  and  well-bcinff  of  the  working 
and  industrious  population  of  the  country ;  H 
is  not  an  article  of  luxury  supplied  to  the 
higher,  but  an  article  of  neoessity  to  the  work- 
ing and  middle  classes.'* 

He  was  then  asked— 


To  what  do  you  ascribe  the  dimioishsil 
demand  for  the  goods  V* 

He  answers— 

'*To  the  high  price  of  provisions,  which  has 
diminished  the  means  of  the  labourers  to  pur- 
chase ;  because,  if  bis  food  takes  a  larger  pro* 
portion  of  bis  wages,  it  leaves  him  less  Io  lay 
out  in  clothing,  and  furniture,  and  other  arti- 
cles." 

And  in  reply  to  another  question— 

*  It  is  an  invariable  rule  in  our  trade,  that 
when  provisions  are  cheap,  we  have  a  good 
demand  :  it  is  a  rule  observsd  eeostanlly  bf 
the  manufocturer^and  established  as  a  maxia 
in  the  trade.'* 

Their  Lordships  will  ohaerve,  that  tbe 
article,  about  which  Mr.  Whetatone  waa 
speaking,  waa  one  of  neceaaity,  only  leaa 
urgent  than  food— worsted  atockinga  a«p* 
plied  to  the  working  and  middle  daaaee ; 
and  they  can  hardly  doubt,  that  if  ibo 
price  of  food  so  materially  aSeeted  tbo 
aale  of  such  an  artiele,  others  of  lees  prea* 
sing  demand  would  be  atill  more  afeelad* 
He  thoaghr,  therefore,  that  he  bad  dearly 
estaUiebed,  that  any  meaaore  wbicb  would 
have  the  effect  of  lowering  the  price  of 
wheat,  would  prove  a  aiimulua  to  tlie  boese 
market.  Equall|[  benefited  wovM  foreign 
tmde  be  by  opening  oor  porta  to  foreign 
corn.  On  a  previoue  occasion,  he  bad 
read  to  their  Lordshipe  an  estiact  from  a 
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speech  of  Mr.  Canning's,  in  1826,  which 
showed  how,  in  that  time  of  distress  (a 
distress  of  the  same  nature  as  the  present, 
but  infinitely  less  in  intensity),  the  bare 
mention  of  an  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Qoverament  to  propose  a  measure,  merely 
for  releasing  a  quantity  of  corn  from  bond 
had  an  instantaneous  effect  in  gif  ing  life 
to  trade;  and  it  must  be  obvious,  that  the 
cheapening  of  the  articles  we  manufacture 
and  export,  must  increase  that  export; 
nor  is  it,  he  conceived,  less  obvious,  that 
the  allowing  the  importation  of  an  addi- 
tional article,  must  extend  the  exportation 
of  those  articles  which  we  have  to  spare ; 
especially  when  that  one  article  is,  in  fact, 
the  only  thing  those,  who  wish  for  our 
manufactured  goods,  have  to  give  in  ex- 
change, as  Is  the  case,  at  the  present 
time,  with  America.  On  this  point,  how* 
ever,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  whether  he 
should  be  met  with  an  argument  which, 
heretofore,  he  had  heard  often  urged  in 
that  House—namely,  that  the  importation 
of  corn  was  objectionable,  inasmuch  as  it 
made  us  dependent  on  other  countries. 
This  srgument  of  the  necessity  of  being 
independent  of  other  countries  had  been 
particularly  insisted  on  by  the  noble 
Duke  opposite,  and  another  noble  Lord  of 
great  anthority,  now  absent,  had  laid 
down  as  an  axiom,  that  every  great  coun- 
try should  grow  corn  enough  for  its  own 
people ;  whether  this  argument  was  to  be 
insisted  on  now^  he  knew  not.  The  other 
day,  when  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
RIpon)  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
present  act  for  regulating  the  importation 
of  corn,  he  appeared  to  admit  fully,  that 
we  did  not  habitually  and  uniformly  raise 
a  sufficient  quantity  fbr  our  own  people, 
and  calcolated  the  annaal  average  defici- 
ceoey  at  1,000,000  qrs.  At  the  same 
time*  the  noble  Earl  took  great  trouble, 
in  another  part  of  his  speech*  to  prove, 
that  there  was  no  countrv  from  which  we 
eoald  be  sure  of  having  this  constant  sop* 
ply.  Now,  whst  is  the  fact  ?  Is  this 
country  independent  of  the  foreigner  ?  On 
a  former  occasiooy  he  (Lord  Radnor)  de- 
tailed to  their  Lordships  how  this  country 
had  grahoally  changed  from  an  exporting 
to  an  importing  country.  For  a  great 
part  of  the  last  century,  this  country  ex- 
ported laifely.  It  was  the  policy  adopted 
very  foolishly,  as  he  thought,  to  encourage 
exportation ;  and  several  millions  of  mo- 
ney^  be  believed,  had  been  paid  in  boon- 
tiea  for  that  purpose;  all  money  raised 


by  taxes  on  the  people  to  enhance  the 
price  of  their  own  food :  but  about  the 
middle  of  the  century,  their  exports  fell 
off,  and  from  the  year  1790,  up  to  the 
present  time,  there  hare  been  only  two 
years  in  which  the  imports  have  not  ex- 
ceeded the  exports.  It  is  curious  to  ob- 
serve, too,  how  those  imports  havo  grado* 
ally  increased :— « 

''In  ten  years  ending  IT8O9  the  excess  of 
imports  was  386,837  qrs.  $  in  the  next  ten 
yeans,  the  excess  was  645,311  qrs. ;  in  the  ten 
years  ending  1800,  it  was  4,293,938  qrs.  ;  in 
the  ten  years  ending  1810,  it  was  5,990,350 
qrs. ;  in  the  ten  years  ending  1890)  it  was 
6,040,944  qrs. ;  in  the  ten  years  ending  1830» 
it  was  9,413,459  qrs. ;  and  in  the  ten  years 
ending  1840,  it  was  14,953,408  qrs." 

Thus  he  found,  that  in  the  last  of 
these  ten  years  the  average  annual  excess 
of  imports  above  exports,  was  1,495,340 
qrs. ;  if  the  following  tear,  1841,  be 
added,  the  average  would  be  found  to 
be  1,622,382  qrs.  Again,  taking  the 
whole  time  during  which  the  act  of  the 
9th  of  Geo.  4th  (the  act  repealed  the  other 
day)  was  in  operation-^that  Is,  from  1829 
to  1841— -the  annual  average  escess  of 
imports  above  exports  was  1 ,702,293  qrs. 
If  the  last  6ve  years  only  be  taken,  It 
would  be  found  to  be  2,193,254  ;  and  for 
the  last  three  years,  2,800,140  qrs.  So 
that,  in  fact,  we  may  talk  as  long  as  we 
please  of  being  independent;  dependent 
we  are,  and  with  our  increasing  popula* 
tion  are  likely  to  remain  so.  If,  then,  we 
cannot  supply  ourselves,  but  must  have 
recourse  to  foreign  countries,  what  is  the 
thing  most  to  be  desired  ?  Is  it  not  that 
the  supply  should  be  co-extensive  with  the 
demand,  cotemporaneoos  with  the  want, 
and  procured  as  cheaply  as  possible  f 
With  respect  to  cheapness,  where  is  the 
individual  buyer  who  does  not  seek  to 
purchase  as  cheaply  as  possible  ?  And 
why  should  it  be  otherwise  with  a  com* 
munity?  Now,  these  objects  are  at« 
tempted  to  be  attained  by  the  sitdine* 
scale.  Let  us  consider  how  it  acts.  He 
admitted,  that  the  sliding*scale  was  a  very 
ingenious  device.  It  was  said,  that  the 
price  would  exhibit  both  the  extent  of  the 
demand,  and  the  time  when  the  sopply 
would  be  required ;  and  that  the  duty 
falling  in  proportion  as  the  call  was  urgent, 
the  supply  would  always  be  commensurate 
with  it.  It  might  have  been  thought  that 
the  fallacy  of  this  ingenioos  device  would 
not  have  been  detectMi  till  experienee  had 
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demonstrated  its  failure ;  bat  one  person 
did  detect  it  and  announce  it.  Mr.  Baring 
pronounced  that  it  would  fail  of  its  object, 
that  it  would  give  protection  when  none 
was  wanted,  and  would  afford  none  when 
It  was  required.     In  truth,  this  scale,  in 
order  to  effect  its  object,  presupposes  two 
things,  neither  of  which  exists ;  the  first, 
that  there  is  somewhere  a  constant  store 
of  corn  ready  to  be  poured  into  our  mar- 
ket, and  to  supply  our  wants  whenever 
they  arise ;  and  the  second,  that  the  corn, 
as  soon  as  it  arrives,  whatever  the  state  of 
the  market,  or  the  prospect  of  a  rise  or 
fall  of  price,  will  be  sold.    That  the  last 
particular  does  not  occur  is  sufficiently 
apparent ;  persons  speculating,  naturally, 
and   not   improperly,  speculating   on    a 
rise,    withhold    the     corn    when    it     is 
most   wanted,  when  the    market   is   ris- 
ing ;   and  again,  when  it  is  falling,  and 
there  is  already  at  home  an  abundant 
supply,  from  fear  of  loss,  pour  it  into  an 
over-supplied  and   falling  market;  thus 
injuring  both  consumer  in  the  first  place, 
and  producer  in  the  second.     And  with 
respect  to  the  price,  does  this  ingenious 
contrivance  answer  better  ?   Quite  the  re- 
verse.    It  begins  by  proclaiming  that  we 
mean  to  supply  ourselves ;  that  we  think 
we  can  grow  enough  for  our  own  con- 
sumption, and  that  we  will  not  be  regular 
and  habitual  importers  of  corn.    This  it 
does  by  enacting  duties  so  high  as  to  be 
prohibitory,  and  are  meant  to  be  so.  What 
18  the  effect  of  this,  but  to  discourage  the 
growth  of  foreign  corn  for  our  supply  ?   It 
renders— the  effect  and  indeed  the  object 
of  it  are  to  render — our  market  an  un- 
certain one.    If  we  had  a  fixed  duty,  still 
better  if  we  had  no  duty  at  all,  it  might, 
and  it  certainly  would,  be  to  the  interest 
of  other  countries,   where  corn  can  be 
raised  in  abundance  and  cheaply,  to  raise 
it  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  us :  but, 
uncertain  as  our  market  is,  however  high 
the  price  we  occasionally  give,  is  it  not 
the  mterest  of  any  party  regularly  to  raise 
com  for  us.  The  consequence  is,  that  less 
is  raised,  and,  the  supply  being  smaller, 
the  price  must  necessarily  be  higher;  be- 
sides which  the  whole  trade  assumes  a 
gambling  character.    At  times,  high,  ex- 
orbitantly high,  prices  are  given ;  at  other 
times,  nothing  will  be  bought;  and  the 
whole  becomes  a  matter  of  chance  and 
uncertainty,  always  greatly  to  the  pecu- 
niary disadvantage  of  the  purchaser,  and 
oftentimes  to  the  great  luconTenience  of 


the  vender :  for  it  is  to  be  observed,  that 
when  our  necessities  occur  we  go  into  the 
market  with  so  a  large  a  demand,  and  pre- 
pared to  give  such  high  prices,  that  corn 
is  sold  which  cannot  be  spared  without 
inconvenience  to  the  country  from  which 
we  export  it.  Of  course,  the  man  who 
has  corn  in  band  cares  not  whether  he 
sells  it  to  the  English  merchant  or  to  the 
native  consumer ;  he  sells  it  to  him  who 
can  give,  and  is  willing  to  give,  the  highest 
price :  and  thus  our  demand  raises  the 
price  throughout  the  continent,  and  all  the 
consumers  there  are  inconvenienced.  It 
has  been  often  stated  in  this  House,  that 
the  variations  of  price  ought  not  to  be 
attributed  to  the  Corn-laws,  for  on  the 
continent,  and  where  there  are  no  such 
laws,  the  variations  are  as  great,  and  in* 
deed  greater ;  and  a  printed  paper  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  moved  for  two  or 
three  years  ago  by  Sir  C.  Lemon,  is  ap- 
pealed to  as  a  proof  of  this.  But  these 
variations  being  in  the  countries  within 
the  range  of  our  demand,  are  deariy 
affected  by  it.  There  is  a  statement  made 
before  the  committee  on  agricultural  dis- 
tress, of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  1836, 
which  strongly  illustrates  this.  A  question 
was  put  to  Lord  Ashburton  respecting  the 
effect  of  the  movement  of  troops  on  the 
price  of  corn  in  the  continental  markets, 
and  in  his  answer  be  says :— - 

''If  the  French,  or  Russian,  or  German 
troops  are  put  in  motion,  the  first  thing  they 
do  is  to  go  to  Dantzick  and  the  different  corn- 
markets  on  the  Baltic,  and  lay  in  their  sup« 
plies ;  the  consequence  of  which  is,  that  the 
prices  advance  in  these  great  markets,  and  are 
followed  by  them  in  the  smaller  ones/' 

And  if  the  price  is  thus  affected  in  all 
the  continental  markets  by  the  movement 
of  a  few  thousand  men,  how  much  more 
must  it  be  by  the  demand  of  a  country 
inhabited  by  eighteen  or  twenty  millions 
of  people,  and  which  has  such  ample 
means  of  paying  high  prices?  The  sliding- 
scale,  therefore,  not  only  raises  the  price 
on  us  the  purchasers,  but  it  tends  directly 
to  raise  the  price  in  all  other  couQtriet» 
and  that  by  fits  and  starts,  and  in  the 
most  inconvenient  manner.  None  of  these 
evils  could  attend  a  fixed  duty,  and  siiU 
less  a  free-trade.  Indeed,  those  of  tbetr 
Lordships  who  are  friendly  to  a  fixed  duty, 
might,  he  thought,  with  perfect  constt« 
tency  vote  for  this  bill,  though  it  repeals 
all  duties.  No  fixed  duty  ooeld  be  im- 
posed here ;  bat,  if  this  bill  was  passed  bj 
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their  Lordships  and  sent  to  the  Commons, 
if  that  House  chose  to  inseri  clauses  im- 
posing a  fixed  duty,  it  might,  subsequently, 
with  that  alteration,  be  received  by  this 
House.  He,  for  one,  would  oppose  such 
a  clause ;  but  other  I/)rds  might  agree  to 
it.  Another  grievous  effect  of  the  sliding- 
scale  is  this :  that  preventing,  as  it  does, 
a  regular  trade,  but,  as  has  been  shown, 
not  preventing  sudden  and  very  extensive 
demands  for  supply,  that  supply  cannot  be 
paid  for,  as  it  would  in  the  regular  way  of 
trade,  by  manufactured  articles;  but  it 
must  be  paid  for  in  gold.  It  is  said,  in- 
deed, that  if  we  regularly  and  habitually 
imported  corn,  the  countries  whence  we 
received  it  would  not  take  our  manufac- 
tures; but,  really^  that  matters  not.  Tf 
they  would  not  take  our  manufactures, 
they  would  be  to  be  paid  either  in  the  ma- 
nufactures of  some  third  country,  which 
we  should  get  in  exchange  for  our  goods, 
or  in  gold,  the  produce  of  the  sale  of  those 
goods,  which  in  the  regular  course  of  trade 
would  be  obtained.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  on  the  Exchange  in  the  city  of 
London,  if  there  was  a  regular  and  habi- 
tual trade,  this  would  be  managed  with- 
out difficulty.  And  is  not  this  the  case  at 
present  ?  For  the  last  five  years  we  have 
been  importing  very  largely :  at  the  first, 
wheo  the  demand  was  sudden,  great  ex- 
ports (it  is  said,  to  the  amount  of 
7,000,000/.  or  8,000,0001.)  of  sovereigns 
took  place,  to  the  great  detriment  of  com- 
merce, to  the  derangement  of  our  currency, 
antl  to  the  imminent  danger  of  the  Bank 
of  England;  a  loan  from  the  Bank  of 
Paris,  indeed,  was  wanted  to  prevent  its 
failure ;  and  this  state«of  things  would  be 
always  liable  to  occur  wheo  there  are  si- 
milar large,  unexpected,  and  irregular 
demands.  But  for  the  last  three  years, 
though  the  importations  have  not  been 
less  than  they  were  on  the  occasion  alluded 
to,  they  have  been  continuous  and  unin- 
terrupted :  arrangements  accordingly  have 
been  made  by  commercial  men,  and  all 
these  millions  of  quarters  of  imported  corn 
have  been  paid  for  without  any  derange- 
ment of  currency,  without  inconvenience, 
without  any  person  hearing  of  it,  or  any 
sensation  whatever.  But  will  this  con- 
tinue if  this  sliding-scale  is  adhered  to? 
In  all  probability,  not.  The  late  con- 
tinned  high  prices  have  doubtless  stimu- 
lated production :  and  the  effect  of  the 
stimulus  will  probably  last  for  some  three 
or  four  years:  if  to,  corn  may  become 


again  abundant  and  cheap,  the  duty  high, 
and  no  foreign  corn  will  be  imported. 
The  trade  now  established  will  then  have 
ceased,  and  the  arrangements  for  carrying 
it  on  will  have  been  discontinued  ;  and  at 
the  end  of  the  period,  if  production  shall 
again  flag,  (as  heretofore,  more  than  once 
and  again,  has  been  the  case,)  and  scar- 
city and  dearness  return,  the  same  de- 
mand of  corn  from  abroad^  again  to  be 
paid  for  in  gold,  producing  the  derange- 
ment of  the  currency,  and  commercial  and 
manufacturing  distress,  will  recur.  And  the 
House  must  observe,  that  the  same  causes 
will  produce  the  same  effects  abroad  as  here, 
and  precisely  at  the  same  period  :  the  high 
prices  here,  causing  high  prices  there,  will 
there  also  cause  greater  production,  which, 
finding  our  market  no  longer  opened  for 
it,  will  after  a  time  be  discontinued,  or  at 
the  least  diminished  ;  when,  probably,  all 
of  a  sudden,  a  brisk  and  large  demand  will 
come  from  hence,  thereby  raising  the 
prices  abroad,  and  producing  all  the  in- 
convenience of  a  diminished  supply  for 
their  home  market :  so  that  all  the  evils 
of  this  alternation  of  high  and  low  prices, 
of  great  abundance  at  home  and  of  great 
demands  for  supply  from  abroad,  are  felt 
both  here  and  in  foreign  countries;  and 
the  sufferings  in  each  conntry  aggravate 
those  of  the  other.  It  is  true,  that,  having 
entered  on  this  vicious  course,  it  cannot 
be  relinquished  without  still  feeling  some 
of  the  evils  of  it :  but  no  better  course  can 
be  adopted  than  at  once  to  depart  from  it; 
and  no  surer  method,  if  not  to  end,  at 
least  to  mitigate,  those  evils,  than  to  open 
our  markets,  and  for  the  future  add  by  our 
laws  nothing  to  the  uncertainties  which 
former  enactments  have  occasioned.  It 
appears,  then,  that  this  sliding-scale  has 
entirely  failed  in  the  objects  which  it  was 
intended  to  effect.  It  neither  insures  a 
supply  adequate  to  the  wants  of  the  coan« 
try,  nor  provides  it  at  the  time  when  it  is 
wanted  ;  and  as  for  price,  it  has  the  effect 
of  alternately  depressing  and  raising  prices, 
and  of  raising  them  especially  when  we  are 
obliged  to  buy.  How,  then,  are  these 
objects  to  be  attained  ?  Simply  by  letting 
matters  alone.  As  the  great  town  in  which 
we  live  is  amply,  and  fully,  and  at  all 
times  supplied  by  the  care  of  persons  in- 
terested in  providing  all  that  is  wanted ; 
so,  if  mischievous  legislation  did  not  inter- 
fere, would  the  country,  doubtless,  be 
amply  supplied  with  all  the  com  it  would 
require,  and  with  everything  else  that  it 
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might  want,  by  those  who  would  nake  it 
their  basiaess,  and  whose  interest  it  would 
be,  to  apportion  the  supply  to  the  demand. 
But  it  will  be  said,  that  in  that  case  corn 
would  be  so  cheap,  that  the  agriculture  of 
the  country  would  be  ruined ;  that  land 
would  be  thrown  out  of  cultivation,  and 
there  would   be  no  employment  for  the 
labourers.  It  can  hardly  be  denied,  indeed, 
that  cheap  food  is  desirable :  all  the  sense 
and  feelings  of  mankind  at  all  times  have 
given  assent  to  that  proposition.     Dut  it 
is  said,  that  we  are  in  a  highly  artificial 
state,  that  our  national  debt  is  a  grievous 
burden,  and,   consequent ly,  the  price  of 
food  and  of  everything  else  must  be  pro- 
portionably  high.     This  argument  is  diffi- 
cult to  be  understood.     For  the  producers 
of  food,  indeed,  it  may  be  very  well,  that, 
as  they  have  heavy  taxes  to  pay,  they 
should  get  high  prices  for  the  article  they 
have  to  sell ;  but  how  it  can  be  necessary 
for  the  purchasers  of  that  article  that  they 
should  pay  an  exorbitantly  high  price  for 
it,  because  they  are  burdened  with  other 
heavy  payments,  seems  rather  strange :  for, 
after  all,  it  must  be  admitted  that  this  is 
altogether  a  landowner*s  plea.     The  ques- 
tion, in  truth,  is  a  landowner's  question, 
and  a  landowner's  question  only.    The 
general  consumer  cannot  be  benefitted  by 
having  a  high  price  to  pay ;  the  occopier 
has  no  interest  in  a  high  price,  except 
during  his  lease,  if  he  has  one ;  the  land- 
owner is  the  only  person  really  benefitted. 
And  as  to  land  being  thrown  ou»  of  cultt- 
vation,  does  any  man  really  believe  that 
this  would   happen  ?    That  some  lands 
which  are  now  under  the  plough,  and 
which  ought  never  to  have  been  applied  to 
the  raising  of  corn,  for  which  they  are  not 
adapted,  will  be  restored  to  pasture,  may 
be  very  probable ;  but  as  pasture,  they 
would  be  cultivated  and  productive,  whereas 
the  loss  is  greater  than  the  gain  in  using 
them  for  purposes  for  which  they  are  not 
fitted.    That  in  an  island  of  such  limited 
extent  as  Great  Britain,  with  its  enormous 
and  rapidly  Increasing  population,    any 
land  which  can  be  profitably  used  should 
eeast  to  be  occupied  and  used  in  some 
way,  seems  to  be  one  of  the  wildest  imagi. 
nations  conceivable.    And  be  it  observed, 
if  it  cannot  be  used  with  profit,  it  assuredly 
ought  not  to  be  used  at  all.     It  surely  is 
not  of  advantage  to  incur  a  loss.     For  his 
part,  he  (Lord  Radnor)  was  frr ' ' 
that  be  thought  food  could  not  f 
ha  aaw  no  limit  to  the  cheapm 


would   desire;    and  he  believed  that  it 
would  be  advantageous  to  the  producers 
themselves,  inasmuch  as  the  benefit  to  the 
community  in  general  would  be  so  largely 
shared  by  them,  that  in  a  variety  of  ways 
they  would  be  amply  compensated  for  the 
loss  of  their  monopoly.    But  he  most,  at 
the  same  time,  admit  that  he  did  not  think 
that  either  this  measure,  or  indeed  asy 
measure,  would  permanently  much  lower 
the  price  of  corn.  How,  then,  will  it  be  said, 
is  this  to  be  reconciled  with  what  he  had 
before  stated  of  the  relief  that  this  bill 
would  afford  to  the  suflTeringaof  the  people  ? 
In  thefirst  place,  he  had  no  doubt  that  there 
would  be  a  considerable  and  immediate 
lowering  of  present  prices,  and  that  would 
give  relief.     But,  secondly,  if  the  prieea 
should  not  be  permanently  lowered  below 
the  average,  yet,  if  the  ability  to  pay  was 
increased,  the  result  will  be  the  same-*- 
the  same  benefit  would  accrue  to    the 
people.    If  commerce  revived,  the  demand 
for  labour  would  increase,    and    wages 
would  rise ;  and  if  the  price  of  com  did 
not  fall,  still  the  labourer,  by  the  opera- 
tion, would  be  in  a  more  advantageous 
position.    He  had  that  very  morning  seen, 
in  a  book  on  corn,  an  instance  when  the 
quarter  of  wheat  in   Edward  the  2nd'8 
time  was  44s. ;  which  to  us  nowt  with  the 
means  of  purchasing  which  the  people  at 
present  possess,  appears  a  very  moderata 
price ;  but  reduced  into  the  money  of  the 
present  day — that  is,  when  compared  with 
the  ability  to  pay  of  that  period — it  was 
no  less  a  sum  than  21/.  would  now  repre- 
sent ;  a  most  exorbitant  price.    In  like 
manner,  the  present  prices  might  continae 
or  even  be  raised.:   if  the  ability  of  the 
consumers  to  pay  were  increased  at  all  in 
the  first  case,  or  in  the  second  increased  in 
a  still  greater  proportion  than  the  price  of 
com  rose,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  tbqr 
would  be  benefitted :  and  in  this  way,  as 
he  thought,  the  repeal  of  the  Com*law8 
would  be  useful.    That  it  would  not  lower 
the  nominal  price  of  corn  he  infened  from 
this— that  if  perfect  free-trade  m  com 
were  established,  there  would  be  nearly  a 
uniformity  of  prices  all  over  the  world. 
The  same  artide  cannot  have  two  prieea 
in  the  same  market ;  therefore,  the  expense 
of  conveying  the  corn  from  the  eoaotiy 
where  *'  --^ised  chcapesii  to  that 
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not  of  the  cheapest,  but  the  dearest  coun- 
try. As  in  a  market  town  in  England,  if 
two  loads  of  wheat  of  precisely  the  same 
quality  are  wanted  and  sold,  if  the  raising 
of  the  one  cost  3/.,  and  that  of  the  other  only 
30t.  per  quarter,  the  price  of  the  two  will 
be  at  a  rate  which  would  compensate  the 
grower  of  the  dearer  sample,  and  the 
grower  of  the  cheaper  sample  would  re- 
ceite  all  the  benefit  of  the  difference. 
But  it  IS  said,  the  English  farmer  cannot 
compete  with  the  foreign  grower—  and 
why  not?  In  what  is  he  his  inferior?  In 
strength — in  industry— in  skill — or  in  his 
apparatus  ?  And  if  their  Lordships  look 
to  experience,  they  will  find  that  those 
years  when  the  agriculturists  have  most 
complained^  have  been  precisely  those 
when  there  has  been  no  competition, 
when  no  foreign  corn  was  admitted  into 
the  country  ;  and  those  when  prices  were 
high  and  the  agriculturists  happy  and 
contented^  were  years  of  large  importation. 
For  all  these  reasons,  he  thought  that  it 
would  be  wise  and  fit  to  give  a  second 
reading  and  to  pass  the  bill  which  was  now 
before  them.  For  his  own  part,  as  he  said 
before*  he  thought  it  a  measure  so  press- 
ing, that  it  could  not  be  delayed  with 
safety  to  the  prosperity  of  the  people. 
Having  that  opinion,  he  had  brought  it 
forward  as  a  matter  of  imperative  duty, 
li  would,  be  believed,  greatly  relieve  the 
present  great  and  lamentable  distress 
which  prevailed  in  ail  parts  of  the  country 
— not  only  in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
where  they  were  notorious  and  admitted, 
but  also  in  the  agricultural  parts — and 
would  lay  the  foundation  of  future  pros- 
perity. Without  it,  he  despaired  of  seeing 
any  permanent  or  uninterrupted  course  of 
well-being  to  either  the  agricultural  or 
manufacturing  interests.  Liberavi  om- 
mam  meeunt  said  he ;  the  responsibility 
•  of  rejecting  this  measure,  and  all  its  con- 
sequences,  must  rest  with  your  Lord- 
ships. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  opposed  the  motion. 
He  denied  that  the  effects  of  the  sliding- 
scale  were  such  as  the  noble  Loid  had 
described.  All  the  surplus  corn  with 
which  other  countries  could  supply  this 
country  had  been  consumed  under  its 
operation,  and  no  more  could  be  effected 
by  any  other  system  whatever.  The  argu- 
ment had  been  used  that  fluctuations  in 
the  price  of  corn  abroad  were  caused  by 
the  English  Corn-laws.  But  the  fiuctua- 
lioQ  in  the  price  of  rye  ia  Prussia  waa 


greater  than  in  that  of  wheat  inthis  eoan« 
try,  and  rye  was  an  article  that  could  not 
be  affected  by  our  system.  During  the 
thirteen  weeks  in  which  the  new  Corn* 
law  had  been  in  operation,  wheat  was 
gradually  eking  into  the  market  at  vary- 
ing rates  of  duty,  and  414,000  quarters 
had  been  introduced.  One  of  the  objections 
to  the  former  law  was,  that  no  corn  was 
introduced  while  the  price  was  rising  and 
the  duty  falling.  The  contrary,  however, 
was  now  the  case.  He  (the  Earl  of  Ripon) 
must  say,  that  he  considered  cheapness 
caused  by  our  own  abundance  would  bean 
advantage,  and  the  present  reduction  of 
price  arose  from  two  causes — the  importa- 
tion that  had  taken  place,  and  the  goodness 
of  Providence  in  the  prospect  which  existed 
of  a  favourable  harvest.  By  the  altera- 
tions which  had  been  made  in  the  law,  the 
duty  was  now  only  8s.,  where  it  would 
formerly  have  been  \L  2s.  8(2.,  thus  show- 
ing the  great  relief  that  had  been  given  to 
the  consumer.  As  to  the  free-trade  prin- 
ciples of  the  noble  Earl,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Ripon)  would  say  that  it  by  no  means 
appeared,  if  England  went  to  the  full 
extent  in  the  adoption  of  these  principles, 
that  other  countries  would  reciprocate  her 
example.  Statesmen  should  beware  of 
taking  it  for  granted  that  the  whole  world 
would  follow  what  they  themselves  thought 
right.  Under  these  circumstances,  believ- 
ing that  the  noble  Earl  had  shown  no  wise 
or  sufficient  grounds  for  the  adoption  of 
his  proposition,  he  felt  that  he  should  have 
the  approbation  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try in  refusing  his  assent  thereto.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving,  as  an 
amendment,  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months. 

Lord  Kinnaird  supported  the  bill.  The 
late  measure  of  the  Government  on  the 
Corn-laws  was,  at  all  events,  out  of  doors 
universally  admitted  to  Im  a  failure ;  and 
even  by  the  noble  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil it  had  been  quaii  admitted  to  be  a  fai- 
lure, for  the  noble  Baron  stated,  that 
while  agitation  against  the  Government 
measure  prevailed,  it  could  not  be  said  to 
have  a  fair  trial,  and  this  was  tantamount 
to  admitting  it  to  be  a  failure,  for  the  noble 
Baron  might  rest  assured  that  agitation 
would  never  cease  till  the  Corn-law  was 
repealed.  The  feeling  against  that  lew 
was  becoming  stronger  and  stronger  from 
day  to  day,  and  more  widely  diffused. 
Last  year  the  number  of  aignaturet  to 
petitions  against  the  Cocn-Uw  was  oaly 
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he  was  not  surprised  at  the  small  at- 
tendance  that  night,  and  of  the  parade  of 
a  compronnise.  Conduct  more  indefensihle 
than  that  of  the  late  Government  in  this 
respect  be  had  never  known,  always  ex- 
cepting the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  The  delegates  obtained  a  pro- 
mise from  Lord  John  Russell,  communi- 
cated through  Mr.  Vernon  Smith,  that  no 
proceedings  should  be  mooted  in  Parlia- 
ment till  there  was  an  opportunity  for 
defence  given  to  the  colony,  and  it  was 
distinctly  promised  that  if  the  House 
should  proceed  further,  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  give  the  delegates  due  notice 
of  it.  Would  it  not  be  mere  equivocation 
to  say,  that  there  should  be  no  new  com- 
mittee unless  they  heard  of  it,  and  then 
froceed  to  legislation  without  their  know- 
ledge ?  By  every  rule  of  English  justice, 
if  JFair  play  was  a  part  of  the  English 
character,  nothing  could  have  more  com. 
pletely  violated  that  promise  than  these 
proceedings.  These  steps  were  taken  in 
violation  of  the  meaning  of  that  pledge, 
and  all  because  of  the  petitions  presented 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Droitwich,  which 
contained  charges  which  had  been  made 
thirty-three  times  over  against  the  Catho- 
lic clergy  of  Ireland,  and  which  were 
wholly  erroneous.  It  did  create  a  sensi- 
bility in  the  Catholics  to  hear  these 
charges  made,  for  they  knew  the  things 
charged  to  be  impossible.  If  a  Catholic 
clergyman  refused  to  administer  the  sa- 
crament for  political  reasons,  he  would 
not  remain  a  clergyman.  Yet  the  foul 
and  filthy  language  in  these  petitions 
against  the  Irish  Catholic  clergy  had  been 
adopted  in  the  petitions  from  Newfound- 
land. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proceeded  to  remark  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  1838.  in  reference  to 
the  election  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
AsiRembly.  The  election  took  place,  but 
the  governor  of  the  colony  by  a  trick  and 
a  subterfuge  rendered  the  election  void, 
upon  the  sug^restion  that  the  writs  on 
which  it  had  taken  place  were  not  sealed. 
The  next  step  was  to  send  in  three  persons 
to  the  Assembly,  who  were  unfit  to  become 
Members  of  it;  one  could  not  read,  the 
other  two  were  in  the  situation  of  clerks. 
But  now  the  governor  turned  round  and 
said,  **  See  what  is  the  constitution  of  this 
Assembly  ;  there  must  be  some  alteration 
Jn  a  constitution  which  permits  such 
things  as  this  to  take  place."  Such  was 
^    the  conduct  of  the  governor,  and  after 


such  conduct  the  present  bill  was  brought 
in.  He  complained,  therefore,  that  these 
people  were  to  be  punished  without  being 
heard.  He  said,  that  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  any  alteration  to  be  made.  A  new 
election  were  about  to  take  place.  Let  it 
be  carried  through.  In  reference  to  the 
case  of  Jamaica  when  that  was  discussed, 
the  same  suggestion  was  made,  and  in 
spite  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  then 
held  the  reins  of  Government,  it  was  car- 
ried. Jamaica  had  had  another  trial,  and 
was  now  going  on  well  under  its  old  con- 
stitution. The  people  of  Newfoundland, 
in  like  manner,  should  have  another  trial, 
if  they  made  a  bad  use  of  this  new  opportu- 
nity, let  them  have  no  more.  He  would  make 
only  one  observation  upon  the  subject  of 
the  introduction  of  religion  into  this  dis- 
cussion— upon  the  reference  to  Catho- 
lic or  Protestant.  He  had  not  introduced 
it  until  it  was  forced  upon  him ;  it  was 
in  the  despatches  of  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  and  he  could  not  but  allude 
to  it.  The  present  bill,  as  regarded  its 
provision  for  the  franchise,  he  maintained 
was  calculated  to  give  satisfaction  to  the 
people  of  this  colony.  They  were  unwil- 
ling to  submit  to  the  provisions  which  it 
contained.  Sir  John  Harvey,  in  his  des- 
patches, described  the  colony  as  improving 
daily  in  its  position,  as  flourishing  in  its 
commerce,  and  as  being  firm  in  its  loyalty 
to  the  Crown.  This  was  its  condition 
under  its  present  constitution,  and  yet  this 
was  the  constitution  which  was  sought  to 
be  destroyed.  He  entreated  the  House  to 
remember  that  this  bill  had  been  delayed. 
It  might  have  been  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  March  ;  nay,  in  February  there 
had  been  no  difficulties  interposed  in  the 
way  of  the  noble  Lord, — no  factious  oppo. 
sition,  and  yet,  without  any  opportunity 
being  afforded  to  the  colonists  to  make 
known  their  case,  it  was  attempted  to  be 
forced  on  at  a  time  when  the  real  feeling 
of  the  House  could  not  be  ascertained. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  talked  of  the 
sense  of  the  House.  Could  anything  be 
more  cruel  than  to  drive  the  opponents  of 
this  measure  into  committee  in  such  a 
House  as  that  ?  Was  it  not  idle  to  talk 
of  their  showing  the  sense  of  the  House? 
Might  it  not  rather  be  called  the  sense  of 
the  benches  ?  Were  not  the  benches  the 
rule,  hon.  Members  the  exception.  He 
could  not,  therefore,  recognise  any  deci. 
sion  of  that  House  as  at  present  consti- 
\  luled,  aT\d  Vv^  mw^x.  w^ve  >>i^v  Vvfc  Vi^liaved 
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at  the  Bar?  Canada,  on  the  verge  of  re- 
bellion, had  that  grace  conferred.  An 
eminent  modern  writer  had  asked,  and 
truly  stated,  this  question,** 

<*  What  is  the  true  principle  of  colonial  go- 
vernment ?  What  should  be  the  leading  prin- 
ciple of  such  a  government  is  no  longer  a 
matter  of  doubt ;  it  was  announced  1,800 
years  ago,  as  the  rule  of  all  intercourse  between 
man  and  man ;  and  subsequent  experience  has 
only  tended  to  prove  its  universal  application. 
It  is  simply  to  do  as  we  would  be  done  by. 
Consider  the  colonies  as  distant  provinces  of 
the  empire ;  regard  them  in  the  same  light  as 
Yorkshire  or  JVIiddlesex ;  treat  them  accord- 
ingly, and  it  will  be  long  ere  they  will  seek  to 
throw  off  the  British  connection.  Legislate 
for  them  as  you  would  wish  they  should  legis- 
late for  you,  as  if  Quebec  or  Calcutta  were  the 
seat  of  central  government,  and  (ireat  Britain 
and  Ireland  the  remote  dependencies.  *  * 
It  was  the  neglect  of  the  first  principles,  so 
easy  to  see,  so  hard  to  practise,  which  lost  the 
British  the  United  States  in  the  Noith,  and  the 
Spaniards  the  whole  of  South  America." 

These,  Sir,  are  words  of  wisdom,  and 
now  for  their  application.     If  this  were  a 
case   aiecting   Yorkshire   or    Middlesex, 
would  you  thus  precipitately  suspend  the 
constitution?  and  will  you  act  with  less 
caution  and  generosity  of  feeling  when  the 
interests  of  an  unprotected  colony  is  con- 
cerned ?     He  would  feign  hope  not.     la 
Lord  Goderich's  instructions  to  the  Go- 
vernor, Sir  Thomas  Cochrane,  he  plainly 
pointed  out  that   some  difficulties  might 
attend  the  6rsl  working  of  the  constitution, 
but  the  vast  practical  benefits  which  had 
flowed  from  the  measure  justified  the  con- 
fidence reposed  by  the  present  President 
of  the  Council,  then  Colonial  Secretary,  in 
the  people  of  Newfoundland.     Under  the 
fostering  care  of  the  local    Legislature, 
1,000  miles  of  road   had  been  opened, 
lighthouses  had  been  erected,  and  the  vin- 
dication and  guardianship  of  the  law  had 
been  secured  by  the  erection  of  prisons. 
Smiling  and  verdant  farms  showed  forth 
the  triumphs  of  cultivation  in  those  dis- 
tricts where,  four  or  five  years  before,  it 
was  a  barren  waste.     It  is  true  that  some 
culpable  degree  of  violence  had  marked— 
and   where  had   it  not  ?— the    contested 
elections;  but  should  these  be  sufficient 
to  obliterate  the  recollection  of  great  ser- 
vices to  the  State,  or  be  deemed  a  real  plea 
for  change  ?    The  great  foe  of  this  country 
Napoleon, had  said,  *'  that  her  colonies  were 


it  to  be  his  duty,  under  these  circum- 

•tancei,  to  oppose  this  measure  upon  every 

atage. 

Mr.    Pakington,    having    already    ad- 
dressed the  House  on  this  question,  would 

only  trespass  further  to  say  a  few  words  in 

reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 

and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 

down.      The   ground   on  which    he  had 

moved  for  the  committee  of  last  year  was 

not  upon  any  statement  contained  in  the 

petitions  presented  to  that  House,  but  the 

dispatches  of  the  Governor  of  the  colony. 

Neither  was  the  bill  now  before  the  House 

founded  on  those  petitions  but  he  looked 

upon  it  that  the  transactions  which  had 

recently  occurred  in  the  colony  itself,  were 

fully  sufficient  to  justify  its  introduction. 

With  regard  to  the  introduction  into  the 

discussion  of  any  questions  of  religion,  he 

begged  to  say  that  the  charge  had  been 

brought  forward  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 

aite,  that  the  Government  had  persecuted 

the   Roman  Catholics.       He  had  come 

down  to  the  House  prepared  to  show,  that 

any    persecution    which     had     occurred 

against  Catholics,  had   been  by  members 

of  their  own  body.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  disputed  the  truth  of  the  allega- 
tions contained  in  the  petitions.  He  had 
heard  of  similar  passages  in  the  history  of 
the  counties  of  Carlow  and  of  Cork,  and 
he  had  heard  that  every  one  of  the  allega- 
tions was  capable  of  proof. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  There  were  exactly  the 
tame  allegations  made  in  reference  to  Car- 
low  and  Cork,  but  not  a  single  witness 
had  ever  been  produced  to  prove  them, 
though  every  opportunity  had  been  af- 
forded. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  rose  to  state  those 
reasons  which  appeared  to  dictate  the  ne- 
cessity of  delaying  the  consideration  of  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House  to  an- 
other Session,  and  until  such  lime  as  it 
were  possible  to  collect  the  opinions  of 
those  in  the  colony,  who  were  most  inter- 
ested in  its  determination.  In  the  case  of 
Jamaica,  although  that  assembly  had  all 
but  abdicated  its  legislative  functions,  the 
House  heard  counsel ;  and  were  the  Go- 
vernment, who  had  been  frequently  taxed 
with  political  plagiarism,  about  to  follow 
the  roost  unhappy  of  precedents  that  could 
have  been  selected,  and  imitate  their  pre- 
decessors in  a  course  of  proceeding  which 
bad  been  the  ultimate  cause  of  their  down- 
fall? Would  they  not  then,  as  in  the  case  I  •  Histon|  of  the  IEUcwAm^vviv^  V^>awo^>  ^''^ 
of  Canada^  also  cooaent  to  bear  counsel  \x,  1^,7^7, 
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the  wings  which  had  enabled  this  country  ,  which  the  noble  Lord  was  now  going  to 
to  ftoar  to  greatness/'  and  would  they  :  take  away  the  privileges  of  the  people  of 
place  in  peril  that  greatness,  by  poisoning  !  Newfoundland  ? — disturbances  which  the 
iu  its  source  the  fountain  of  loyalty,  by  |  English  House  of  Comoiona  would  have 


insiilling  suspicion,  and  so  spreadinq^  dis- 
content throughout  British  America  ?  To 
the  accuracy  of  the  parallel  between  New 
South  Wales  and  the  colony  which  then 
engaged  their  attention,  as  drawn  by  the 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  he  could 


risen  against.  The  House  of  Assembly 
of  Newfoundland  was  impugned  for  maio- 
taining  its  privileges.  If  a  person  oat  of 
the  House  here  had  assaulted  an  hoo* 
Member  for  words  used  in  his  plact  io 
Parliament,  and  when  called  to  the  Bar 


not  assent.  In  New  South  Wales,  the 'had,  instead  of  apologizing,  called  the 
wages  of  labour  were  exceedingly  high,  same  hon.  Member  a  liar  and  a  coward, 
whilst,  in  Newfoundland,  house  rents  were  j  what  would  have  been  the  conduct  of  the 


cheaper,  payments  were  mostly  in  kind, 
and  the  population,  very  primitive  in 
habits,  dwelt  in  families.  The  colony  had 
not  been  acquired  by  conquest;  the  birth- 
right  of  English  law  was  theirs,  and  he 
(Mr.  Howard)  trusted  that  the  greatcharter 
of  the  liberties  of  the  island,  so  recently 
granted^  would  not  now  be  abrogated, 
agaiutit  the  declared  wish  of  the  inha- 
bitants. 

Mr.  Hume  had  hoped  that  the  observa 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  have  had  some  effect  on  the 
Government  who  were  about  to  commit 
political  robbery.  He  congratulated  him- 
self  on  having  voted  against  a  similar  pro- 
position with  regard  to  Jamaica  on  a  for- 
mer occasion,  though  he  had  been  the 
means  of  thereby  turning  out  the  then 
Government.  He  complained  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  for  not  hav* 
ing  acted  with  fair  dealing  towards  the 
inhabitants  of  the  colony,  and  giving 
them  an  opportunity  of  meeting  the  alle 
gations  against  them.  In  October,  1840, 
a  pledge  had  been  given  to  the  delegates 
from  the  island  that  the  constitution  of 
the  island  should  not  he  interfered  with 
without  notice  being  given  to  the  dele- 
gates ;  and  the  ink  was  scarcely  dry  before 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  had 
broken  the  pledge.  Would  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  say  whether  he  had 
not  an  intention,  in  December  last,  to 
change  the  constitution,  and  had  he  not 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  the  objects  of 
the  late  Government  without  any  notice 
being  given  to  the  people  of  Newfound- 
land ?  Such  an  instance  of  want  of  good 
faith  had  never  taken  place  before  in  the 
British  Parliament,  and  he  hoped  never 
would  again.  When  this  intelligence  had 
been  received  in  Newfoundland  contrary 
to  the  pledge  given  to  their  delegates,  it 
Jjad  excited  astonishment  among  the  peo- 
p/e^     What   were   the  disturbances  for 


right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  ?  He 
would  have  taken  care  that  due  punish- 
ment was  awarded  to  the  offender ;  and 
that  was  the  course  that  had  been  pursued 
by  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  it  was  on 
this  ground  that  it  had  been  so  violently 
assailed.  He  said  such  conduct  was  a 
ground  for  respect.  The  House  of  As- 
sembly knew  their  privileges,  and  they 
were  determined  to  maintain  thero-^and 
for  this  they  were  to  be  attacked  with 
every  species  of  obloquy !  This  ground 
of  attack  had  therefore  altogether  failed. 
Now  as  to  the  question  of  the  constitu- 
tion not  having  worked  well.  The  fact 
was,  the  constitution  gave  the  settlers, 
who  had  previously  been  oppressed  by  the 
mercantile  party,  the  means  of  asserting 
their  independence,  and  they  had  asserted 
it  and  redeemed  themselves  from  the  slavery 
— for  slavery  it  was— under  which  they 
had  been  held  by  the  latter  party,  from 
whom  consequently  all  these  complaints 
had  proceeded.  When  Sir  .1.  Harvey  first 
landed  there  was  not  a  school  in  the 
island.  Since  the  constitution  had  been 
granted  sixteen  schools  had  been  estab- 
lished ;  but,  strange  to  say,  subsequently 
to  the  letter  which  had  been  quoted  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Government 
had  withdrawn  their  support  from  these 
schools,  which  were  now,  as  he  gathered, 
supported  by  the  Roman  Catholics  alone. 
The  effect,  therefore,  of  the  present  measure 
was  to  throw  the  people  into  the  hands  of 
their  old  oppressors,  and  to  check  the  im* 
provements  which  had  sprung  up  since  the 
granting  of  the  charter.  There  was  no 
ground  for  saying  that  the  constitution 
had  not  worked  well.  As  far  as  education 
was  concerned— as  far  as  agriculture  was 
concerned — as  far  as  every  improvement 
calculated  to  give  rise  to  human  happiness 
and  prosperity  went,  the  constitution  had 
worked  well.  He  defied  the  right  hon, 
\  BtioueX  %l  \Vi«  Vi«^  o(  Uia  Governmeot 
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to  pretcDt  any  one  portion  of  the  popu- 
litioQ  of  this  country  which  was  bo  pure,  to 
virtuous,  so  worthy  of  having  continued 
to  them  their  just  rights,  as  the  people 
of  Newfoundland.  He  was  prepared  to 
prove  befora  a  coromiuee  of  the  House 
that  there  was  no  portion  of  truth  in  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  forward 
on  the  seore  of  the  insubordination  of  the 
people,  and  the  difficulty  of  administering 
justice  among  them,  any  more  than  in  the 
other  charges.  He  could  only  oppose  his 
vote  to  the  majority  of  the  House ;  they 
might  oarry  the  bill  and  commit  a  rob- 
bery, and  so  might  a  highwayman.  All 
ha  asked  was  that  the  people  should 
ha  heard  at  the  Bar  in  their  own  defence 
before  they  were  found  guilty  of  the 
charges  that  had  been  alleged.  A  pledge 
had  been  given,  and  that  pledge  had  been 
broken ;  and  to  allow  legislation  of  this 
kind  to  pass  under  such  circumstances, 
with  empty  Benches  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  a  disgrace 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  They  ought 
not  to  proceed  to  disfranchise  a  colony  of 
such  importance  as  Newfoundland  without 
having  previously  before  them  all  the 
papera  and  despatches  that  had  passed 
daring  the  administration  of  the  late 
Government.  They  ought  also  to  hear 
the  parties  at  the  Bar.  If  after  having 
taken  that  course  it  was  found  that  the 
business  of  the  colony  could  not  go  on 
without  an  act  of  this  kind — an  act  which 
ba  considered  to  be  an  act  of  violence, 
unless  justified  by  absolute  necessity — he 
(Mr.  Hume)  would  not  offer  any  further 
opposition  to  the  bill. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair: — 
Ayea,  82;  Noes,  21 :  Majority,  61. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


A'Court.  Capt. 
AUix,  J.  P. 
Arbuthuott,  Hon.  U. 
Arkwrighty  G. 
Baird,  W. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Bateson,  R. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Broadlevy  H* 
Brace,  Lord  £. 
BuUerSir  J.  Y. 
Barren,  Sir  C.  M. 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
Codcbnra^  n,hn»8irG. 


Col  vile,  C.  R. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  0. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas.  Sir  C.  £. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Ffoliiott,  J. 
Forester,  hu.  G.  C.  W. 
Fuller,  A.  C. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M, 
Gfore,  W.  R.  O. 


Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Greene^  T. 
Grogan,  E. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.bn.Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Inglis.  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Karl 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.Sir£« 
Lefroy,  A. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lock  hart,  W. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lyo^on,  hon.  Gen. 
Maclean,  D. 
Masterman,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 

List  of  the  Noes. 
Bowring,  Dr.  Plumridge,Capt. 


Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  f: 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Round,  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F, 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  A. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Pringle,  A. 


Brotherton,  J. 
Bryan,  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hollond,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Langston,  W.  G. 
Martin,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Brien,  J. 


Scott,  R. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  U.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
O'Connell,  D« 


House  in  committee. 

On  clause  1  being  proposed. 

On  a  part  of  the  clause  empowering 
her  Majesty  to  raise  the  qualifications  of 
members  of  the  Assembly  having  bean 
read, 

Mr.  O'ConneU  regretted  that  the  House 
should  be  called  on  to  decide  the  question 
of  qualihcation  without  more  information 
than  they  at  present  possessed.  The 
existing  qualification  had  been  granted 
by  the  Government  several  yeara  ago, 
after  mature  deliberation,  and  the  noble 
Lord  had  neither  proved  that  it  was  unfit 
nor  that  the  qualification  which  he  pro- 
posed in  this  bill  was  a  better  one.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  should  propose,  in  the 
first  place,  that  after  the  words  '*  no  such 
qualification  shall  be  fixed  at  more  than  a 
net  annual  income,"  there  be  inserted 
these  words,  '*  arising  from  any  source 
whatsoever;  and  in  the  next,  that  the 
blank  be  diled  u^  ^\vVi  **  ^ir  VwnwA  ^ 
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Pint  amendment  agreed  to. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  questioii 
that  the  blank  be  filled  up  with  100/.:— 
Ayes  78:  Noei  13  :  Majority  65. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Bonring,  Dr. 

O'Brien  J. 

BrotheTtan,J. 

Philip<i,  M. 

Bryw,  G. 

Williams,  w. 

Duncan,  G. 

Uilshere,  W. 

Gore,  hon.  B. 

Wood,  B. 

Howard,  P.  H. 

Hume,  J. 

O'Connell,  D.' 

Morris,  D. 

Wyse,  R. 

BlaniL  filled 

up  with  lOOf. 

Mr.  O'Conneit  objected  to  the  words 

*•  clear  of  all 

incumbrances."     He  could 

id  RiportAl— Sim  Tndt  Suprrtnlon  A4t 


□1  iDqulry  '^  RednH.  Ftom  Inhaiit- 
tuti  ul  Ganll  Street,  In  tkToui  of  Ibe  BidUlii|i  Hafii- 
liUon  Bill,  aod  igiiiut  buiying  Uw  Doid  In  PdibIdib 

The    Rajah    of    Sattara.]      Lord 
Beaummit  he\d  in  his  hand  a  petition  from 
K   native  Indian  prince,    who,  whatever 
might  have  been  liis  erron,  deserved  com- 
misseration    for    his   misfortunes.       This 
was  the  head  of  the  Mahratta  dyn- 
asty,   and    the  lineal  deicendant  of  iu 
eminent  founder.     The  Prince  complained 
Tke  committee  di.ided  on  the  qoe.lion    ''!"  '«'  •"?  ^"  'i«<l"»"='i.  J'P'i™!  »' 
thU  the.  word,  ,t.nd  pert  of  the  d.u..    ^'  l""""*'  P^P'"'  "Z?  "?'  '°  "'^° 
liotitv  62  Benares,  on  charges  which  had  not  been 

OS  the  que.lion  th.t  the  bl.'k  ia  the    P'""!.  •»''  "hieh  had  no  fouod.lio,,  a 

■■      ■      1  be  filled  ,,p  with    '•".■   A'°°°B"°',';"  •?•""'."''?■? 
Ih.  «i,d.  '•  Fi,.  hundred  pound. ;"  ?5,-"'t  h.m  .a.,  th.t  of  an  intention  of 

"  moved  that  the  blank  be  q    - 

indred  and  fifty  pounds.  ,,  -.-'.'"          ■  ■,  j-        ^.i.           j     .l  " 

m__-..      J-    J  J        .1,             .  „  British  power  tn  India.     These  and  other 

e  committee  divided  on  the  question  ,           \     .         ,    •     ■  i       j          i  ■     j 

1,  R«ah„^A,^A  chargeshestronglydenied.andcomplained 
that  he  had  undergone  a  sort  of  trial  by 

ioritv  63  British    commissioners,    bnt  that  he  had 


■peculations,  could  be  burdened  with  in- 
curobrancea. 


3  part  o 
—Ayes  76;  Noes  H  :  Majority  62. 

On  the  question  th 
latter  part  of  the  clan 

he  words  "Five  hundred  pounds:"  "e-""  """  "^Vn  o"  "'  ""  '"""'"""  "' 

Mr.  O'Connell  moved  that  the  bUnk  be    bnngmppSO.OOO  Portuguese  troop,  from 

filled  with  two  hundred  and  fiftv  oounds.    ^°t' J°'  "'^  P."T°«^  ?1.   ""^'hro-mK 

The  committei 
that  the  blank  be  filled  with  five  hundred 
pounds :  —  Ayes    75  ;    Noes  12  : 

'"onSque.lionth.t  the  cl.o.e  .land    !»"P"«"1  «  «"lJap•"<;'tJ7'~=«^- 
ltt  of  the  bdl,  the  eommitlee  di.ided-     ".B!';'"  ''=i'"'  °°  P™",'" '!"'"''  t'". 
•'■"•  be  had  been  required  to  sign  a  docn- 


part 

Ayes  76;  Noesl^J;  Majority  63. 
List  of  the  Noes 

Morris,  D. 


Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherlon,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Duncan   G. 
Forster,  M. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 

[It  is  thought  I 


ment  which  would  be  an  admission  of  his 
guilt,  but  that  rather  than  do  so.  he  would 
rorfeit  his  throne,  and  that  he  had  been 
dethroned  and  replaced  by  his  brother. 
He  prayed  that  his  case  might  be  revised, 
and  such  relief  given  as  their  Lordships 
might  deem  fit.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
thai  the  Governor- general  of  India,  or  the 
Governor  of  Bombay,  were  to  blame  for 
sanctioning  this  deposition,  because  he 
inecessary  to  insert  the    believed  the  whole  of  the  documents  con- 


O'Brien,  J. 
Philipi,  M. 
WiUiarai,  W. 
Wood,  B. 

O'Connell,  D. 
Wyse,  T. 


names  on  every  division, 

the  names  of  thirteen  who  voted  through* 

out  and  in  the  minority.] 

Clauses,  to  the  5th  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

The  Chairman  reported  progress.  Com- 
mittee to  sit  again. 

House  adjourned  at  one  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  August  4, 1842. 

ttlHpTM*,]     Bltu.      Paiac—l--    DslgDi    Copri^bli 
AitnST  f£Mt  rodJaf  i  TotaCTO  HmlMlOlu ;  SUtc  Tnh 


'ith  the  case  were  not  yet  printed, 
but,  judging  only  from  those  papers  which 
had  been  published,  he  should  say  that 
the  case  of  the  Rajah  was  one  of  great 
hardship,  and  he  hoped  it  would  undergo 
revision. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  said,  that  if  the  pre- 
sent occasion  were  the  first  on  which  this 
case  of  the  Rajah  came  under  public  notice 
he  might  feel  it  necessary  to  enter  into 
some  explanation  of  its  merits  ;  but  the 
case  having  been  considered  and  recon- 
sidered elsewhere,  and  being  about  to  be 
aaWtXlft&  tQT  t«v\ivQii  w  v'oft  otJbKt  Houw 
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of  Parliament  that  evening,  he  did  not  feel 
called  upon  to  go  into  any  detail  about  it. 
Whether  the  explanation  which  had  been 
given  elsewhere  was  sufficient  he  would  not 
say ;  but  when  the  proceedings  against 
the  Rajah  had  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Grovernor-general  of  India  in  Council,  the 
Governor  of  Bombay,  the  Court  of  Direct- 
ors, the  Court  of  Proprietors,  and  the 
Board  of  Control,  he  did  not  think  that 
it  ought  to  be  again  gone  into  now.  He 
would  only  say,  that  any  one  who  had  care- 
fully read  over  the  papers  must  feel  satisfied 
that  the  Rajah's  conduct  was  such  as  to 
call  for  active  measures  against  him  ;  and 
when  he  recollected  that  those  measures 
were  commenced  under  the  Government  of 
the  late  Sir  R.  Grant,  as  Governor  of  Bom- 
bay, he  thought  it  was  enough  to  give  a 
guarantee  that  they  were  only  such  as  the 
case  called  for.  He  did  not  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  enter  further  into  the  matter  on  the 
presentation  of  a  petition. 

Lord  Beaumont  said,  that  if  a  more 
satisfactory  explanation  were  not  given,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  submit  a  motion 
on  the  subject,  of  which  he  would  give  due 
notice. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  late  Sir  R.  Grant  was  dead 
before  the  deposition  of  the  Rajah  took 

Clace,  but  he  believed  that  had  his  right 
on.  Friend  lived,  the  act  of  deposition 
would  have  met  his  sanction. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Repeal  of  the  Cork  Laws.]  The 
Earl  of  Radnor^  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Corn  Importation  Act  Re- 
peal Bill  said,*  that  if  he  had  not  felt  that 
the  measure  he  now  proposed  was  most 
urgent,  and  indeed  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  well-being  of  the  country,  he 
should  not  have  troubled  their  Lordships 
on  the  subject.  He  knew  that  this  bill 
related  to  a  topic  disagreeable  to  them, 
and  the  consideration  of  which  they  in- 
variably wished  to  avoid ;  and  as  it  always 
was  irksome  to  him  to  address  their  Lord- 
ships, it  was  particularly  so  on  the  present 
occasion.  But  the  settlement  of  the  corn 
question,  once  for  all,  on  a  permanent 
footing,  was  an  object  of  such  deep  in- 
terest to  all  the  working  classes,  now  in  a 
state  of  the  greatest  distress  and  destitu- 
tion, and  of  such  vital  importance  to  every 
class  of  the  community,  so  necessary,  in 

•  From  a  coirected  '^eP^^'* 


his  opinion,  for  the  prosperity  of  the  State, 
that  he  could  not  refrain  from  making  this 
effort,  at  least,  to  accomplish  so  desirable 
an  object :  a  sense  of  duty  alone  com- 
pelled him  to  do  so.  The  change  he  pro- 
posed in  the  bill,  the  second  reading  of 
which  he  should  now  move,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  desirable  at  any  time ;  but  at 
the  present  moment  was  particularly  called 
for,  not  only  by  the  sufferings  of  the  peo- 
ple, but  in  consideration  of  the  patience 
and  good  humour  with  which  they  have 
now  for  ^se  years  borne  their  privations. 
Indeed,  their  conduct  was  beyond  all 
praise ;  as  also  their  privations  were,  he 
believed,  far  beyond  wnat  their  Lordships 
supposed  or  he  could  describe.  This 
change,  moreover,  was  eagerly  desired 
by  thousands,  he  might  say  by  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  the  people*  who 
had  petitioned  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment to  that  effect ;  and  would,  he  had  no 
doubt,  afford  immediate  relief  to  a  consi- 
derable extent.  The  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration went  to  the  extent  of  an  entire 
repeal  of  all  duties  on  the  importation  of 
corn.  The  first  clause  repealed  the  act 
passed  in  the  present  Session  ;  but,  as  by 
the  repeal  of  that  act  only,  the  act  of  the 
9th  of  George  4th,  which  the  act  of  the 
present  Session  repealed,  would  revive,  the 
second  clause  repealed  so  much  of  that  act 
as  imposed  duties  on  the  importation  of 
corn.  Other  parts  of  that  act  were  left  un- 
repealed ;  such  as  those  which  repealed  the 
former  acts  creating  duties  on  the  importa- 
tion of  corn,  and  those  which  required  the 
taking  of  averages,  which  it  was  necessary 
to  continue  for  divers  reasons,  especially 
for  carrying  into  effect  the  act  for  the 
commutation  of  tithe.  The  consequence, 
therefore,  of  this  bill,  if  it  became  a  law, 
would  be,  that  the  trade  in  corn  would 
thenceforth  be  perfectly  free.  It  might  be 
said,  that  if  this  were  done  there  would  be 
an  immediate  and  no  inconsiderable  loss 
to  the  revenue.  It  is  probable  that  a  large 
quantity  of  corn  now  in  bond,  if  no  altera- 
tion took  place  in  the  law,  will  be  soon 
admitted ;  the  wheat  (of  which  there  are, 
he  understood,  above  1,500,000  qrs.)  at 
8s.,  and  other  com  at  their  respective 
duties ;  and  that,  if  this  bill  passed,  the 
800,000/.  or  1,000,000/.  (whatever  it 
might  be)  would  be  lost  to  the  public :  if 
that  were  so,  he  for  one  would  say,  that 
the  advantages  of  a  free- trade,  and  th^ 
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aboat  ooe  million,  while  this  year  the 
number  of  signatures  exceeded  four  mil- 
lions. There  was  no  limit  to  our  prospec- 
tive trade  with  the  United  States^  if  we 
would  only  consent  to  receive  their  agri- 
cultural produce  in  exchange  for  our  ma- 
nufactures. He  cordially  supported  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  and  he  should  not 
be  greatly  surprised^  ere  long,  to  find  her 
Majesty's  Government  themselves  adopt- 
ing the  repeal  of  this  law,  as  they  had 
adopted  other  principles  of  their  Liberal 
predecessors,  after  they  had  further  looked 
into  the  matter,  and  seen  the  utter  fallacy 
of  the  measure  they  had  passed. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  that  it  would 
be  unpardonable  in  him  to  again  occupy 
their  Lordships'  attention  for  any  consi- 
derable time,  but  there  were  one  or  two 
things  which  had  been  stated  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite,  on  which  he  must  say  a  few 
words.  First,  as  to  what  the  noble  Earl 
had  said  of  the  varying  price  of  rye  on 
the  continent.  Rye,  it  was  stated,  was 
raised  in  certain  parts,  (he  believed  the 
northern  parts  of  Germany)  and  was  the 
common  food  of  the  people;  was  not  an 
article  of  export,  and  was  subject  to  much 
variation  of  price,  more  even  than  wheat. 
One  answer  to  this  had  been  given  by  his 
noble  Friend  who  spoke  last :  viz.,  that 
as  an  article  of  food,  it  would  necessa- 
rily be  affected  by  the  price  of  wheat. 
"When  wheat  was  so  cheap  that  it  was 
accessible  to  the  people,  they  would  take 
it  in  preference  to  rye,  and  the  latter  grain 
would  then  not  be  in  demand,  and  conse- 
quently would  become  cheap.  The  noble 
Earl  intimates  his'  dissent,  and  says,  that 
wheat  is  never  used  by  the  people  of  that 
country  for  food ;  habitually,  certainly  not; 
but  it  can  hardly  be  supposed  that  when 
wheat  is  as  cheap  and  cheaper  than  rye, 
they  would  not  prefer  a  cheap  and  a  better 
article  to  an  inferior  and  a  dearer  one. 
But,  probably,  a  further  reason  is  this, 
that  rye  is  not  an  article  of  commerce; 
that  the  excess  in  one  country  or  of  one 
part  is  not  available  in  other  places  or  at 
other  times ;  so  that  if  the  supply  is  greater 
than  the  demand,  it  falls  in  price ;  and  if 
below  it,  it  rises,  just  as  potatoes  in  Ire- 
land. These  from  their  weight  and  bulk, 
when  compared  with  their  value,  are  not 
easily  transported ;  and  there  is  scarcely  a 
year  in  which,  while  there  is  abundance 
(and  consequently  cheapness)  in  one  part 
of  Ireland,  there  is  not  scarcity,  often 
abaolute  famine,  in  the  adjoining  county. 


Another  part  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
alluded,  is  the  mode  in  which  the  cur- 
rency is  effected  by  larore  importations  of 
corn ;  and  he  contends  that  as  a  few  years 
ago  they  were  paid  for  in  bullion,  so,  if 
these  importations  continued,  would  these 
payments  also  be  continued  to  our  great 
inconvenience.  But  he  (Lord  Radnor) 
proved,  as  he  thought,  that  if  the  impor- 
tations were  continued  regularly  and  were 
brought  about  in  the  common  course  of 
trade,  no  such  consequence  could  ensue. 
When,  indeed,  a  sudden  and  large  demand 
arose,  quite  different  from  the  regular 
course  of  trade,  then,  necessarily,  the 
supply  must  be  paid  for  in  bullion ;  and 
the  sudden  and  unexpected  export  of  so 
much  corn  must  occasion  considerable 
inconvenience  and  embarrassment.  But 
when  these  demands  come  habitually  and 
are  anticipated,  the  mode  of  payment  ia 
prepared  beforehand,  and  whether  made 
in  gold  obtained  for  the  purpose,  or  in 
articles  bought  of  third  parties,  or  in  our 
own  manufactures,  really  mattered  not 
one  jot.  And  this  is  clearly  proved  by 
the  fact  that  for  the  last  three  years  past 
importations  have  taken  place ;  how  paid 
for  he  could  not  tell ;  he  had  no  means  of 
knowing^it  might  be  in  goods  of  cor 
own  manufacture,  it  might  be  in  goods 
obtained  from  others  by  the  sale  of  oar 
manufactures,  or  it  might  be  in  gold  pro« 
cured  by  the  same  method ;  but  paid  for 
they  were,  and  without  any  difficulty  or 
any  derangement  of  our  currency.  But  if 
this  trade  is  forcibly  interrupted  by  the 
prohibiting  law,  this  arrangement  woold 
of  course  cease,  and  when  a  fresh  necessity 
arose,  till  new  ones  can  be  made,  the 
same  difficulty  will  recur.  Suppose  the 
corn  has  been  paid  for  in  hardware  from 
Sheffield,  and  this  trade  should  be  now 
suspended,  and  at  the  end  of  four  or  five 
years  we  should  again  suddenly  require 
two  or  three  millions  of  quarters  of  wheat, 
of  the  value  of  some  six  or  seven  milliooa 
of  pounds,  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  the 
people  of  the  continent  will  have  in  a 
similar  way  suspended  their  demand  for 
knives  and  razors,  and  will  at  the  end  of 
the  time  want  such  an  accumulated  supply 
of  these  articles  as  would  pay  for  the  cost  ? 
Doubtless  they  will  have  obtained  what 
they  want  in  the  intermediate  time,  and 
will  be  unwilling  to  take  from  us  anythinf^ 
but  that  article  which  is  available  in  any 
market  of  the  world— vis.  gold  I  The 
noble  Earl  bad  availed  himself  of 
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retaroB  which  he  (Lord  Radnor)  had 
moved  for  some  time  ago,  but  which  had 
been  only  presented  that  day,  and  which 
he  had  not  any  opportunity  of  seeing, 
except  during  the  noble  Earl's  Speech. 
He  had,  however,  since  looked  at  them, 
and  had  seen  quite  enough  to  say,  that 
they  by  no  means  bore  out  the  noble  Earl 
in  the  argument  he  deduced  from  them  in 
favour  of  the  present  sliding-scale.  These 
returns  show  the  amount  of  wheat  admitted 
for  home  consumption  in  each  week  since 
the  passing  of  the  present  law,  and  the 
amount  of  duty  in  each  week;  and 
the  noble  Earl  contends  that  it  has  come 
in  regularly  each  week  as  there  was  a 
demand.  That  some  wheat  has  been 
admitted  in  each  week«*-at  first  at  135. 
duty,  then  at  12^.,  then  at  lis.,  then  at 
lOf.,  and  lately  at  9s.  and  8^.,  is  not  to 
be  denied :  but  was  not  some  also  ad- 
mitted in  each  corresponding  week  of  last 
year  when  the  duties  were  in  some  weeks 
2ds.  Sd.,  and  in  others  24s.  8^.?  But 
the  noble  Earl  does  not  argue  fairly  from 
the  facts  disclosed  by  these  returns,  when 
he  states  that  corn  came  in  regularly.  He 
perceived  that  the  whole  amount  admitted 
during  the  thirteen  creeks  which  have 
elapsed  since  the  passing  of  the  present 
law,  is  337,000  quarters;  but  of  these, 
205,297  quarters,  or  nearly  two  thirds, 
have  been  admitted  in  the  course  of  the 
last  four  weeks,  and  upwards  of  160,000 
quarters,  or  nearly  half  of  the  whole,  in 
the  last  two  weeks.  The  noble  Earl  is 
therefore  not  borne  out  in  his  expression, 
that  corn  has  been  admitted  regularly 
every  week.  But  it  will  be  said,  that  this 
increased  quantity  of  admitted  corn  has 
been  during  the  late  month  of  higher  pri- 
ces and  of  low  duty,  9s.  and  8s.,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  has  proved  that  the  sliding- 
scale  works  well,  admitting  more  corn  as 
the  dttty  falls — that  is,  in  other  words,  as 
the  price  rises.  But  what  is  the  fact? 
During  the  first  nine  weeks,  when  the 
price  of 'corn  was  rising,  and  when  the 
starving  people  were  crying  out  for  bread, 
it  came  in  sparingly ;  because,  in  expec- 
tation of  a  bad  harvest,  it  was  supposed 
that  the  price  of  corn  would  rise,  and, 
consequently,  the  duty  fall,  and  the  hold- 
ers of  the  corn  would  thus,  by  delay,  get 
the  double  advantage  of  the  increased 
price  and  the  diminished  duty.  But  for 
the  last  four  weeks  the  sun  has  been  bright 
and  shining,  the  appearance  of  the  crops 
has  everywhere  improved,  and  there  is 
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promise  of  a  good  harvest  and  of  low  pri- 
ces; and  just  as  the  market  is  about  to 
fall  from  these  natural  causes,  the  holders 
of  foreign  corn,  fearful  of  high  returning 
duties,  pour  their  extra  corn  into  the  mar- 
ket to  its  further  depression,  and  to  the 
loss  of  the  home  grower.  If  the  prospects 
had  been  bad,  no  one  can  doubt  that  the 
supply  would  have  continued  sparing,  or 
short  of  the  necessities  of  the  people,  till 
the  duty  had  fallen  to  the  lowest  point,  or 
at  least  to  that  point  when  it  would  have 
been  more  economical  to  pay  that  duty 
than  to  incur  the  extra  expenses  of  con- 
tinued hire  of  warehouses.  But  the  appear- 
ance of  things  being  favourable,  in  comes 
1,500,000  or  2,000,000  of  quarters,  to  the 
detriment  of  the  farmer,  and  with  little 
benefit  to  the  consumer.  Nothing  can  be 
more  confirmatory  of  the  folly  of  the  sli- 
ding-scale than  these  returns.  He  pre- 
sented the  bill  for  their  Lordships'  ac- 
ceptance. 

Original  motion  negatived. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

House  adjourned. 

The  following  Protest  against  the  RefeC' 
tion  of  the  Bill  was  entered  on  the 
Journals, 

Dissentient — 

I.  Because  there  exists  great  distress  in  the 
country,  arising  from  the  depressed  state  of 
commerce  and  manufactures,  and  aggravated 
by  the  high  price  of  corn,  which  would  be 
greatly  relieved  by  the  passing  of  this  bill :  in- 
asmuch as, 

1.  A  large  quantity  of  wheat  and  other  corn 
now  in  bond,  would  be  forthwith  released  and 
brought  into  the  market,  and  the  present  pri- 
ces consequently  lowered ;  and, 

2.  An  opening  would  be  thus  afforded  for 
the  future  interchange  of  our  manufactures  for 
the  agricultural  produce  of  other  countries. 

n.  Because,  even  if  the  hope,  which  may 
reasonably  be  entertained,  that  there  would 
thus  be  brought  about  a  revival  of  commerce 
with  foreign  countries  were  to  be  disappointed, 
the  immediate  operation  of  this  bill  would  not 
fail  to  give  a  stimulus  to  the  home  market,  in- 
asmuch as  the  diminished  cost  of  necessary 
food  would  leave  to  the  consumer  increased 
means  for  the  purchase  of  other  articles,  and 
thus  the  general  fund  for  the  employment  of 
labour  would  be  increased. 

in.  Because  the  repeal  of  the  present  Corn- 
laws  is  a  measure  eagerly  desired  by  a  large 
portion  of  the  people,  whose  patient  endurance 
of  their  suffering  entitles  them  to  every  consi- 
deration, and  who  attribute  to  it  their  distress, 
and  think  to  its  repeal  they  must  look  for 
relief. 

IV.  Because  I  believe  that  this  measure,  so 
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eagerly  desired  by  the  suffering  people*  would 
be  highly  beneficial  to  every  class  of  the  com^ 
nunity.  Experience  proves  that  this  country 
does  not  habitually  grow  com  enough  for  its 
own  consumption ;  and  as  it  appears  from  re- 
turns on  the  Table  of  the  House,  that  from  the 
year  1770,  in  each  succeeding  period  of  ten 
years,  a  larger  supply  of  foreign  wheat  has 
been  required  than  in  the  preceding  period, 
and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  this  progres- 
sion, caused  by  a  rapidly  increasing  popula- 
tion, will  continue,  a  constantly  increasing 
deficiency  will  be  to  be  made  up,  by  importa- 
tions from  foreign  countries. 

V.  Because  it  is  for  the  interest  of  all  par- 
ties that  this  supply  should  be  commensurate 
in  extent,  and  cotemporaneous  in  time  with 
the  demand,  and  that  it  should  be  obtained  at 
the  smallest  possible  cost ;  and,  while  no  le- 
gislative provision  can  by  any  contrivance 
secure  these  objects,  the  sliding-scales  of  the 
acts  proposed  to  be  repealed  by  this  bill,  have 
a  direct  tendency  to  prevent  their  attainment, 
and  to  aggravate  the  inconveniencies  both  of 
a  rising  and  a  falling  price,  by  holding  out  in- 
ducements, in  the  first  case,  to  withhold  the 
supply  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  the  price, 
and  consequently  lowering  the  duty  ;  and,  in 
the  other,  to  pour  it  into  an  already  over-sup- 
plied market,  to  avoid  the  higher  duty  conse- 
quent on  a  lower  price. 

VI.  Because  that  which  no  legislative  wis- 
dom can  accomplish,  will  best  be  effected  by 
the  unceasing  vigilance  of  unrestrained  com- 
mercial speculation.  In  the  same  manner  as 
the  wants  of  the  population  of  this  great  town 
are,  without  any  legislative  provision  or  ad- 
ministrative care  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, at  all  times  adequately  supplied  from 
different  parts  of  the  kingdom;  so^  if  the 
arrangements  of  commerce  were  not  interfered 
with  by  mischievous  Legislation,  would  the 
kingdom  itself  be  supplied  (always  sufficiently, 
never  superabundantly)  by  the  unrestrained 
intercourse  of  traders  from  other  parts  of  the 
world ;  while  the  competition  amongst  the  tra- 
ders themselves  would  insure  to  the  country 
the  lowest  possible  prices,  consistent  with  the 
true  interests  and  powers  of  the  producers. 

VII.  Because  a  moderate  price  of  food  is 
manifestly  for  the  advantage  of  all  the  consu- 
mers thereof.  The  allegation  that  a  high  price 
is  rendered  necessary  by  the  ereat  burdens 
imposed  on  the  people,  cannot  oy  possibility 
apply  to  any  but  the  producers;  and  the 
benefit  of  a  low  price  to  all  others  is  un- 
doubtedly not  the  less,  for  their  having  other 
burdens  to  bear.  Indeed,  the  producers  them- 
selves have  the  same  interests,  in  as  far 
as  they  are  consumers ;  and  inasmuch  as 
the  well-being  and  prosperity  of  the  whole 
tend  to  the  benefit  or  every  part,  I  hold,  that 
the  reaction  of  the  general  prosperity  on  the 
producers  themselves,  woula  more  than  com- 
pensate for  any  loss  consequent  on  their  being 
deprived  of  their  monopoly. 

VIII.  Because  it  does  not  appear  thai  the 


British  agricoltuiists  have  ever  salfored  from 
legitimate  foreign  competition,  or  need  enter- 
tain any  apprehension  of  it.  The  periods  of 
agriculturai  distress  have  been  precisely  thoae 
when  so  foreign  grain  has  come  into  the 
market ;  and  the  years  when  there  have  been 
large  importations,  have  been  those  of  high 
prices  and  agricultural  prosperity. 

IX.  Because  the  sliding-scale  is  fraught  with 
other  great  inconveniences.  It  holds  out 
temptations  to  interested  persons  to  influeooe, 
by  fictitious  or  fraudulent  sales,  the  averages 
for  their  own  advantage ;  sometimes  to  the  in- 
jury of  the  public,  always  to  the  detriment  of 
the  revenue ;  and  by  the  uncertainty  which  it 
introduces  into  the  amount  of  duty  at  any  par* 
ticular  period,  it  keeps  out  of  the  markets  the 
traders  of  distant  countries,  and  especially  of 
the  United  States  of  America.  Thus  competi- 
tion is  limited ;  the  country  is  deprived  of  all 
the  benefit  to  be  derived  from  the  intercourse 
which  would  arise  from  this  trade  with  the 
people  of  distant  countries,  who  are  precisely 
those  most  able  to  supply  our  wants,  and  most 
willing  to  take  our  manufisctured  goods  in  ex- 
change ;  and  we  narrow  our  sources  of  supply 
to  the  countries  of  Europe,  with  which  we  can 
more  expeditiously  communicate.  We  volun- 
tarily and  unnecessarily  deprive  ourselves  of 
an  ample,  and  betake  ourselves  to  an  inade» 
quate,  market. 

X.  Because  it  has  been  found,  that  under 
the  operation  of  the  late  act,  there  have  oc- 
curred great  fluctuations  in  the  foreign  trade 
in  corn.  Sometimes*  for  several  years  conse- 
cutively, the  importations  have  been  very 
great ;  in  others  also  consecutively,  quite  tri. 
vial ;  and  the  trade  has  thus  assumed  a  cha- 
racter of  unsteadinen  and  uncertainty,  totally 
inconsistent  with  a  regular  exchange  of  nuuia. 
factured  goods.  The  oonscqueoce  has  been, 
that  these  large  occasional  importations  have 
caused  such  a  derangement  in  the  exchangee, 
followed  by  a  corresponding  export  of  bulHoo, 
as  has  produced  an  alarmins  derangement  of 
our  currency,  to  the  great  detriment  of  com- 
merce, and  the  imminent  danger  of  public 
credit ;  and  to  such  an  extent,  that  on  a  late 
occasion  the  Bank  of  England  was  coDStrained 
to  apply  for  assisunce  to  the  Bank  of  Paria* 
The  act  of  the  present  Session  does  not,  in  my 
opinion,  remove  the  probability  of  the  recur* 
rence  of  this  danger. 

XI.  Because  1  believe  that  the  («e  inter- 
course in  com  will  not  permanently  or  mate- 
rially lower  its  price.  Uniformity  of  price  is 
every  country  would  necessarily  follow,  limited 
only  by  the  expense  of  carriage  from  the 
cheaper  to  the  dearer  country ;  and  the  price 
in  each  will  be  regulated  by  Uiecost  of  profit- 
able (the  only  desirable)  production  in  the 
dearest. 

XII.  Because  the  same  free  intereoore  will 
afford  the  greatest  possible  security  against  the 
variation  of  price  in  different  seasons.  The 
trade  in  corn  would  be  no  longer  subject  lo 
the  uncertainties  of  the  present  system; 
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tbe  foresight  of  traders^  sharpened  by  interest, 
and  enlightened  by  extensive  communications 
Dviih  every  part  of  the  world,  would  enable 
them  so  to  apportion  and  hoard  up  the  super- 
abundance of  one  year  or  country,  for  the  sup- 
ply of  the  deficiencies  of  others,  as  to  produce 
the  greatest  attainable  equality  in  every  season. 

XIII.  Because  this  happy  state  of  things, 
by  removing  as  far  ns  possible  from  every  com- 
munity, and  from  every  member  of  each  com- 
munity, all  uncertainty  of  the  necessary  supply 
of  food,  and  all  uneasiness  on  that  score,  would 
leave  them  at  greater  liberty  to  pursue  each 
that  separate  vocation,  manufacture,  or  trade, 
which  would  be  most  profitable  to  the  indi- 
vidual person  or  state,  and  consequently  most 
conducive  to  the  advantage  and  welfare  of  the 
whole. 

XIV.  Because  no  measure  of  precaution,  no 
extent  of  military  power^  no  depth  of  diplo- 
matic ability,  would,  so  much  as  this  free,  un- 
restrained, and  universally  profitable  inter- 
course, conduce  to  the  stability  of  the  peace  of 
the  world. 

XV.  Because  I  see  ground  for  apprehension, 
that,  if  the  harvest  of  this  year  should  be 
abundant,  and  followed  by  a  succession  of 
favourable  seasons,  we  shall  fall  into  the  same 
state  in  which  we  were  in  1834,  1835,  and 
1836.  Corn  will  become  abundant  and  cheap, 
manufactures  will  probably  revive,  and  pos- 
sibly the  necessity  of  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws 
will  be  forgotten  by  those  who  now  demand  it. 
Butp  on  the  other  hand,  there  will  be  com- 
plaints of  agricultural  distress.  Com,  culti- 
vated at  a  great  expense,  in  expectation  of 
high  prices,  will  be  produced  in  abundance, 
and  will  again  fall  so  much  in  value  as  not  to 
remunerate  the  producers.  This,  again,  will 
lead  to  a  diminished  cultivation,  and  after  a 
few  years  bring  back  high  prices,  the  necessity 
of  foreign  importations,  and  a  renewal  of  dis- 
tress in  the  manufacturing  districts.  And  as 
each  period  of  such  distress  has  heretofore 
been  more  severe  and  prolonged  than  the  pre- 
ceding, and  has  been  accompanied  by  a  larger 
importation  of  foreign  corn,  I  doubt  not  the 
next  will  exceed  any  hitherto  witnessed.  This 
alternation  of  suffering  and  prosperity  of  tbe 
agricultural  and  manufacturing  classes,  accom- 
panied in  every  case  by  a  directly  opposite 
condition  of  tbe  other  interest^  is  calamitous 
and  full  of  danger.  The  well-being  of  each 
ought  to  be  dependent  on  and  cotempora- 
neoos  with  the  well-being  of  the  other ;  and 
there  seems  no  reason,  in  the  nature  of  things, 
why  the  two  interests  should  not  uninterrupt- 
edly advance  together  in  prosperity  and  wealth. 
And,  as  I  believe  that  this  state  of  things  will 
be  best  brought  about  bv  leaving  uncontrolled 
the  free  current  of  national  industry,  I  gave 
my  cordial  support  to  a  bill,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  leave  free  and  unconstrained  the 
trade  in  the  most  important  article  of  the  food 
of  the  people. 

Radnor.  Broughau. 
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Miitursa.]  Bills.  PuhtU»^~l*'  S*-  Boroughs  Ineorpo* 
ratiim. 

2*    Inaolvent  Debton. 

CommWed. — Excheqiier  Billi  t  Comolidftled  Fund. 
HtforUd, — Court  of  Ouuicery  OiBon;  Lunatic  Asylumi 
(IrefaiDd). 

.?*■  and  paned:— Slave  Trade  Supprenion;    Tobacco 
RcgulatkHiB. 
Prffwif.—Jl<poriA/.—€BUVin'ft  Estate;  Street's  Divorce. 

PKTrrioNS  PRKSBifTED.  By  Mr.  Brotherton,  fhim  the 
rorporation  of  Bristol,  against  the  County  Courts  BilL — 
By  Sir  R.  Peel*  ftom  Newtown  Crammelin,  for  Altentkm 
in  the  present  System  of  Educaiion  (Ireland).— From  the 
Hailsham  Union,  to  rate  the  Clergy  to  provide  Spiritual 
Instruction  for  Paupers. — From  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  in 
favour  oT  Medical  Reform  <— By  Mr.  Pringle,  from  Sdiool- 
niasten  of  Stirling,  for  the  ameliorating  of  their  condition. 

Health  of  Towns— Burials.]  Mr. 
Mackinnon  rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring; 
in  a  bill  to  promote  the  Health  of  Towns 
by  preventing;  interments  within  their  pre- 
cincts. He  said  he  should  have  been 
more  pleased  if  the  Government  had  taken 
the  measure  in  hand,  but  as  it  had  de- 
volved on  him  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, he  would  do  his  best  in  promoting^ 
the  measure.  In  so  doing,  it  was  not  his 
intention  lo  enter  into  a  long;  account  of 
the  practice  uf  interments  in  former  times, 
as  this  was  well  known  by  most  Members 
of  the  House.  He  would  only  observe 
that  the  practice  of  burying;  in  churches  or 
in  churchyards  near  the  church  bad  first 
be^an  with  the  Emperor  Constantine,  and 
had  not  been  in  general  practice  until  the 
eighth  century.  This  custom  had  origi- 
nated in  superstition,  the  ignorance  of 
those  days  making  the  mass  believe  that 
by  being  interred  in  or  near  the  church 
they  would  escape  purgatory;  but  he 
would  ssk  was  such  a  practice  to  continue 
at  present?  The  bon.  Gentleman  said 
he  would  not  enter  into  any  details  of 
the  evidence  adduced  before  the  commit- 
tee, or  repeat  any  of  the  disgusting  and 
offensive  information  brought  before  them 
by  disinterested  witnesses,  who  bore  testi- 
mony of  the  abominations  practised  in  the 
graveyards  of  great  towns;  all  this  would 
be  known  to  the  House  and  to  the  country 
by  a  perusal  of  the  evidence  given  in  the 
report  on  the  improvement  in  the  Health 
of  Towns,  but  he  could  not  pass  over  the 
evidence  of  the  most  distinguished  prac- 
titioners in  the  country,  of  first  men  in 
medicine  and  surgery,  who  all  agreed  and 
received  It  as  an  axiom,  that  pestilential 
fevers  and  many  other  diseases  arose  at 
piesent  from  the  interment  of  tbe  dead  io 
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large  towns,  or  within  their  precincts.    He 
must  also  allude  with   unfeigned  satisfac- 
tion to  the  conduct  and  evidence  of  the 
clergy.     Ail  that  he  had  examined,  from 
the  highest  prelate — from  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  and  Bishop  of  London,  to 
the  humblest  curate — all  gave  a  willing 
eviJence^  and  bore  testimony  against  those 
eviU,  although  the  result  might  be  some 
]on%  of  fees  to  some  of  the  parochial  clergy. 
Having  said  this,  he  thought  it  advisable, 
without  further  preamble,  to  advert  to  the 
clauses  of  the  bill  that  he  was  about  to  in- 
troduce, if  leave  were  given  by  the  House. 
But  very  considerable  difficulty  arose  in 
settling  many  points  necessary  to  be  ar- 
ranged.    He  wished,  in  the  6rst  clause, 
to  prohibit  all  interments  under  churches, 
or  in  large  towns,  and   to  remove  them  to 
say  one  mile  or  more  from  the  town.  Here 
a  difficulty  arose,  in  what  the  boundaries 
of  the  town  should   be  defined,  and  he 
could  suggest  no   other  besides  that  of 
taking  the  boundaries  to  be  co-extensive 
with    the   lighting  and   paving  of  each 
place.     The  next  point  was  to  allow  all 
cemeteries  in  the  vicinity  of  towns  which 
had  been  formed  within  the  last  ten  years, 
to  continue  to  be  used  as  at  present,  and 
not  to  come  under  the  operation  of  this 
act.     The  next  clause  would  be  to  allow 
the  present  graveyards  in   towns  to   be 
sown  with  grass,  and  not  to  be  disturbed 
more  than  six  inches  below  the  surface  for 
the  next  four  years ;  after  that  time  to  be 
planted  with   trees,   so  that  they  might 
serve    as  walks  for  the  inhabitants^  as 
places  where  the  descendants  could  wit- 
ness   the  gravestones  of   their  fathers — 
in  short,  as  places  which,  by  affording  air 
and  ventilation,  might  serve  to  promote 
the  health  and  comfort  of  the  people  in 
the  same  proportion  as  they  at  present 
tended  to  disgust  and  to  pollute,  by  noi- 
some gases,  the  atmosphere  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood.    He  must   state  that  it   was 
impossible  to  carry  this  act  into  operation, 
unless  some  authority  or  power  in  every 
parish  was  established  to  make  arrange- 
ments.    This  authority  might  be  vested 
in  the  incumbent  vicar  or  resident  Minis- 
ter,   and   the   two  churchwardens,    who 
should    have   power    under  this    act    to 
raise  a  fund  to  cover  the  necessary  expenses 
that  must  be  incurred  ;  these  expenses 
were  as  follow,  and  could  not  be  passed 
over;    it   would    be  necessary  either    to 
purchase  land,  or  to  make  a  contract  with 
some  cemetery  for  the  use  of  the  parish  ; 


another  expense  would  be  the  removal  of 
the  paupers  to  their  last  home,  and  the 
last  would  be  the  remuneration  for  loss  of 
fees  or  of  salary  to  the  clergy^  and  sex- 
tons, and  others:  all  this  expense,  he 
thought,  might  be  covered  by  a  penny 
rate,  levied  in  addition  to  a  poor-rate, 
once  in  two  or  three  years,  for  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  by  hon.  Members  that  in 
proportion  as  the  population  of  a  parbh 
was  great,  in  the  same  proportion  the 
expenses  would  be  higher;  but  then  a 
much  larger  sum  would  be  raised  by  a 
penny  rate  on  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish.  He  would  also  permit  an  union 
of  those  parishes  in  like  manner  as  we  had 
unions  of  the  parishes  for  the  support  of 
the  poor.  At  these  unions,  the  minister 
of  each  parish,  and  the  churchwardens 
could  vote,  and  the  votes  of  the  majority 
would  decide  any  question ;  be  would 
style  these  parish  authorities  committees 
of  health  for  the  parish.  Besides  these 
local  authorities,  he  thought  it  advisable, 
that  a  central  board  of  health  should  be 
formed  in  London,  or  a  power  given  to  the 
diocesan,  for  every  parish  or  onion  to  ap- 
peal to  in  cases  of  doubt  or  dispute;  but 
he  was  inclined  to  prefer  a  board  of  health 
named  by  the  Government,  which  board 
could  also  superintend  the  drainage  and 
ventilation  in  large  towns.  In  the  Build- 
ings Bill,  which  had  been  printed  this 
Session,  the  want  of  such  a  board  was 
apparent ;  it  might  regulate  the  drainage 
of  houses  about  to  be  erected,  and  also 
prevent  the  injury  done  to  the  commonity 
by  the  want  of  ventilation,  which  arose 
when  houses  were  built  back  to  back  in 
alleys,  or  in  the  poorer  parts  of  the  me- 
tropolis or  large  towns.  He  hoped  that 
Great  Britain  the  most  civilized,  the 
most  wealthy,  and  most  moral  commu- 
nity in  the  universe,  would  not,  in  the 
nineteenth  century,  be  the  most  back- 
ward in  adopting  that  change  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  that  was  loudly  and 
would  be  still  more  fervently  demanded 
by  public  opinion.  A  feeling  existed  in 
the  community  that  could  not  be  with- 
stood, that  the  mass  of  the  people  were 
injured  by  the  present  mode  of  interment 
— that  we  ought  to  attend  to  their  weU 
fare.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
expressing  a  hope  that  the  churches  should 
no  longer  be  desecrated,  the  health  of  the 
living  injured,  or  the  remains  of  the  dead 
disturbed,  which  must  continue  if  the 
present  system  prevailed. 
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Mr.  Cowptr  secoDded  the  motion.  Al- 
though he  did  not,  generally  speaking, 
approve  of  bills  being  brought  in  at  so 
late  a  period  of  the  Session.  He  thought 
some  g^ood  might  be  done  by  the  printing 
of  so  important  a  bill  as  the  present. 
The  evils  now  existing  loudly  called  for  a 
remedy.  In  the  close  and  confined 
churchyards  of  the  metropolis  pestilential 
gases  were  generated,  which  caused  fre- 
quent destruction  to  the  living  while  en- 
gaged in  administering  the  last  offices  to 
the  dead.  On  many  grounds  he  felt 
bound  to  support  the  present  motion. 

Sir  R.  If^lis  said,  that  in  not  opposing 
the  whole  bill,  he  did  not  pledge  himself 
to  support  it  in  all  its  details. 

Leave  given. 

Captain  Warner's  Invention.]  — 
Sir  F.  Burdett  rose  to  move  for  a  select 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  negotiations 
of  the  Government  with  Mr.  Warner  con- 
cerning his  invention.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  bring  this  subject  before  the 
House  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session, 
but  had  hitherto  been  prevented  from 
doing  so  by  the  state  of  public  business. 
The  case  of  Captain  Warner  he  had  men- 
tioned to  the  House  about  a  fortnight  ago; 
and  as  it  stood  in  a  peculiar  situation, 
and  was  of  paramount  importance,  he 
thought  that  even  at  that  late  period  it 
deserved  attention.  There  could  be  no 
other  feeling  on  the  subject  than  an 
anxiety  to  constitute  a  competent  tribunal 
to  report  on  the  remarkable  discovery  said 
to  have  been  made  by  Captain  Warner. 
One  great  object  he  had  in  view  was,  to 
clear  away  all  suspicion  and  misrepre- 
sentation with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
Captain  Warner ;  and  for  this  purpose  he 
should  read  a  paper,  which  stated  all  that 
had  taken  place  since  the  present  Ad- 
ministration came  into  office.  Captain 
Warner  wrote  to  Sir  R.  Peel,  and  in 
answer,  received  an  intimation  that  he 
should  shortly  hear  from  Sir  G.  Murray. 
Then  came  a  paper  from  Sir  G.  Murray, 
which  was  a  very  lucid  and  simple  docu- 
ment, and,  coming  from  that  distinguished 
individual,  must  carry  great  force  with  it. 
Sir  G.  Murray  stated  that  there  were 
three  points  to  be  attended  to : — first,  the 
power  of  the  invention ;  second,  the  de- 
gree of  facility  with  which  it  might  be 
applied  to  naval,  military,  or  other  objects ; 
and  third,  the  detriment  which  would  re- 
sult by  allowing  the  discovery  to  be  com* 


municated  to  other  countries.  There 
were  two  modes  of  treating  the  discovery  : 
either  to  treat  it  with  total  disregard, 
thereby  leaving  Captain  Warner  to  pur- 
sue his  own  course,  or  else  to  come  to 
an  understanding  as  to  conducting  a  series 
of  experiments,  under  the  inspection  of 
competent  persons.  With  respect  to  the 
expense  of  these  experiments,  if  made, 
that  should  be  borne.  Sir  G.  Murray  ad- 
mitted, by  the  Government.  Many  per- 
sons had  expressed  an  opinion  as  to  the 
importance  of  the  invention  and  of  the 
expediency  and  wisdom  of  not  allowing 
it  to  be  disclosed  to  other  countries.  On 
the  5th  of  April  Captain  Warner  had  a 
meeting  at  the  Ordnance-office  with  the 
three  individuals  appointed  to  inspect  the 
experiments,  and  he  proposed  that  if  the 
experiments  proved  satisfactory,  he  should 
receive  remuneration.  They  replied,  how- 
ever, that  they  had  no  authority  to  pro- 
mise him  remuneration;  and  that  they 
desired  it  to  be  understood  that  nothing 
they  said  should  be  construed  into  an 
admission  about  remuneration.  This  put 
an  extinguisher  on  the  whole  proceeding. 
But  Lord  Ingestre,  who,  he  supposed,  was 
as  competent  as  any  man  to  judge  of  this 
invention,  had  left  behind  him,  when  he 
went  to  St.  Petersburg  a  short  time  since, 
a  letter,  stating  his  opinion  in  favour  of  it. 
The  nob!e  Lord  had  been  most  anxious 
about  this  discovery,  and  that  measures 
should  be  taken  to  preserve  it  to  this 
country.  It  would  be  wrong  in  him  if  he 
did  more  than  state  to  the  House  the 
simple  facts  of  the  case ;  but  at  the  same 
time  there  was  a  circumstance  that  ought 
to  be  mentioned,  for  it  showed  the  hard- 
ship of  the  case  towards  Captain  Warner. 
That  gentleman  made  the  discovery  two 
years  before  the  death  of  that  patriotic, 
kindhearted,  and  constitutional  King, 
William  4th.  Had  the  King  lived  a  little 
longer,  the  discovery  would  have  been 
secured  to  the  country.  When  he  was 
informed  of  it,  he  said,  *'  Let  it  be  kept 
secret ;  the  fewer  persons  that  know  about 
this  the  better."  Captain  Warner  desired 
to  submit  it  to  the  late  Sir  Richard  Keats, 
as  great  an  officer,  admiral,  or  seaman,  as 
this  country  had  ever  produced.  Sir 
Richard  Keats  was  attached  to  the  naval 
system  of  this  country,  and  was  strongly 
prejudiced  against  innovation,  but  he  pos- 
sessed a  candid  mind,  and  what  was  the 
consequence?  He  took  not  one  week, 
one  monthi  or  one  year,  but  two  years  to 
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examine  this  invention,  and  put  it  (o 
every  possible  test;  and  after  that  long 
examination,  he  reported  to  King  William 
that  this  country  would  do  wrong  not  to 
keep  it.  His  Majesty  then  saw  Captain 
Warner,  was  in  constant  intercourse  with 
him,  and  examined  the  invention  for  him- 
self, but  his  anxiety  always  was  that  it 
should  be  confined  to  as  few  persons  as 
possible.  However,  he  appointed  with 
Sir  Richard  Keats  another  admiral,  who 
surely  was  competent  to  know  what  was 
to  be  done  in  warfare,  for  he  was  the  old 
friend  of  Lord  Nelson,  Captain  Hardy, 
and  he,  as  well  as  Sir  R.  Keats,  was  long 
employed  in  the  investigation  of  the  facts 
stated  by  Captain  Warner.  The  result  was 
that  they  were  both  satisfied  with  the  inven- 
tion, but  at  the  same  time  they  were  terri- 
fied lest  it  should  be  lost  to  the  country,  and 
a  sort  of  command  was  then  laid  upon  Cap- 
tain Warner  not  to  impart  it  to  any  one 
besides  those  two  admirals  and  the  Prime 
Minister.  But  King  William  died,  and 
Lord  Melbourne  was  then  Prime  Minister, 
and  he  supposed  that  Lord  Melbourne  had 
the  report  of  Sir  Richard  Keats  and  Sir 
Thomas  Hardy,  which  was  now  lost. 
What  had  become  of  that  report  he  could 
not  say,  but  some  person  ought  to  be  an- 
swerable for  it ;  and  that  matter  alone  was 
a  fit  subject  of  inquiry  by  a  committee  of 
that  House.  Everything  having;  happened 
so  unfortunately,  Captain  Warner  was 
placed  in  a  very  unpleasant  position.  He 
was  subject  to  many  misrepresentations 
and  to  much  calumny.  Jt  was  said  also 
that  he  had  received  money  from  the  Go- 
vernment.  If  he  had  received  some  money 
in  advance  it  would  have  been  well  for  him ; 
but  in  fact  he  had  received  nothing.  He 
did  not  think  any  conduct  could  be  more 
fair,  more  patieut,  or  self-denying  than  had 
been  that  of  Captain  Warner ;  and  at  the 
same  time  he  was  perfectly  convmced  that 
he  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  go  to  Boo- 
Jogne,  and  there  he  would  get  more  than 
he  asked  here.  He  had  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  Captain  Warner  bad  received  many 
offers  from  diflferent  parts  of  the  continent, 
Vienna,  and  other  places ;  and  he  thought 
onder  these  circumstances  it  would  be  un- 
justifiable and  unpardonable  if  the  House 
of  Commons  did  not  do  something  to 
secure  the  invention  to  this  countrv.  He 
was  sorry  to  see  such  a  skeleton  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  however,  he  did  not  complain  of 
it ;  but  he  felt  coafident  that  if  there  bad 


been  a  full  House  of  Commons,  no  power 
could  prevent  them  from  agreeing  to  such 
a  committee  as  he  was  about  to  move  for. 
The  hon.  Member  read  a  letter  from  Cap* 
tain  Warner  to  Sir  R.  Peel,  dated  the  25tb 
of  May  last,  in  which  he  stated  the  great 
value  of  the  invention,  and  undertook  to 
show,  with  proper  precautions  against  ac- 
cident, that  he  could  render  any  roadsteads 
or  harbours  impassable  without  the  certain 
destruction  of  vessels  attempting  the  pas* 
sage ;  and  that  he  could  destroy  any 
number  of  ships  under  weigh,  under  any 
state  of  wind  or  weather.  All  he  asked 
was  400,000/.;  but  he  was  willing  to  ac- 
cept  the  offer  of  Sir  R.  Peel : — that,  in  the 
event  of  his  demonstrating  his  ability  to  do 
what  he  undertook.  Sir  R.  Peel  would  re- 
commend to  Parliament  such  a  grant  as 
might  have  been  previously  agreed  upon. 
He  could  not  conceive  there  would  be  any 
trouble  in  getting  a  committee,  and  in  fact 
the  country  would  expect  some  explanation 
upon  this  subject.  He  had  had  many 
communications  begging  that  this  niotion 
might  not  stand  over  to  another  Session, 
and  it  would  not  occupy  much  lime  if  a 
committee  were  appointed.  Men,  the 
highest  in  the  two  services,  had  spoken  of 
the  invention  in  terms  far  higher  than  he 
(Sir  F.  Burdett)  would  venture  to  use.  The 
mischief  of  constant  experimentizing  was 
this— that  by  degrees  the  thing  would  be- 
come thus  known  ;  and  his  late  Majesty 
King  William  had  sagacioaaly  recom- 
mended secrec)r.  Undoubtedly  Captain 
Warner,  though  by  no  means  a  learned 
man,  was  a  thoroughly  practical  man,  aud 
a  very  able,  intelligent,  and  experienced 
seaman.  He  stated  his  readiness  to  de- 
stroy, at  a  distance  of  six  miles,  a  Irne- 
of-battle  ship,  provided  he  had  the  assvr- 
ance  of  compensation  in  case  of  socoeti. 
What  offer  could  be  fairer  than  that? 
Would  the  House  be  doing  its  duly  in 
totally  disregarding  the  sabject  ?  In  eon- 
clnsion  the  hon.  Baronet  moved  for  a  com« 
mrttee  to  inquire  into  negotiations  of  tlie 
Government  with  Mr.  Waraer  eoncemfng 
his  invention. 

Sir  Howard  Douglas  then  rose  and  said, 
he  felt  called  upon  to  enter  into  some  ex- 
planation with  reference  to  the  staieinent 
msale  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Merolier 
for  North  Wilts.  Soon  after  his  (Sir 
Howard's)  retnrn  from  his  late  foreign 
service,  he  was  sent  lor  by  the  Master* 
general  of  the  Ordnance,  General  Sir 
George  Mturray,  who*  with  tkt  sbdcIiob  of 
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the  fight  hoti.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Oorerntneot,  proposed  to  him  to 
becotiie  a  member  of  a  commissioD,  to  be 
composed  of  tiro  persons,  the  other  to  be 
selected  bjr  the  admiralty^  to  investigate^ 
make  experiments,  and  report  upon  the 
practical  efficacy  and  value  of  certain  in- 
ventions alleged  to  have  been  made  by  Mr. 
Warner.  I^  (Sir  H.  Douglas)  expressed 
great  unwillingness  to  undertake  that 
office;  but,  on  being  pressed  to  do  so 
by  his  gallant  and  distinguished  Friend, 
he  replied,  as  he  should  to  any  other 
call  made  upon  him,  in  which  his  ser- 
vices could  be  useful  to  the  country, 
that  he  would  obey.  He  made  several 
stipulations,  howeverj  before  he  entered 
on  the  duties  of  the  commission  ;  that  the 
service  should  be  gratuitous;  that  he 
should  have  nothing  to  do  with  any  previ- 
ous proceedings  ;  be  utterly  free  from,  and 
unembarrassed  by,  all  former  experiments, 
or  any  engagements,  expectations  or  un- 
derstandings, expressed  or  implied ;  that 
he  should  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  reward  or  compensation,  either  in 
principle  or  amount ;  that  the  only  duty 
of  the  commission  should  be,  to  ascertain, 
by  an  extensive  course  of  experiments,  the 
practical  utility,  the  real  service  value  of 
the  invention ;  and,  reporting  the  result, 
leave  the  Government  perfectly  free, 
either  to  disregard  or  otherwise  Mr. 
Warner's  projects;  negociate  with  the 
projector,  or  not,  as  to  her  Majesty*B 
Government  it  might  seem  expedient  for 
the  public  interests,  on  a  fiill  considera- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  commission.  His 
colleague,  Vice-admiral  Sir  Edward  Owen, 
and  himself,  soon  afterwards  met,  and 
came  to  the  conclusion,  that  the  only 
really  important  application  of  the  alleged 
discovery,  was  that  by  which  be,  Mr. 
Warner,  asserted  that  he  could,  at  vast 
distances,  destroy  fleets,  forts,  ships  or 
troops;  and  the  commission  accordingly 
resolved  to  direct  its  attention  more  im- 
mediately, and  particularly  to  test  that 
part  of  Mr.  Warner's  project.  The  fol- 
lowing memorandum,  drawn  up  by  (Gene- 
ral Sir  Oeorge  Murray,  Master-general  of 
the  Ordnanoei  (dated  the  22d.  January, 
1842)  for  the  guidance  of  the  commission, 
formed  the  biwis  on  which  the  prooeed- 
tngs  of  the  commission  were  regulated ; 
and  to  the  terms  of  that  memorandum, 
Mr.  Warner  expressly  assented. 

lit.  To  agree  upon  a  series  of  experiments 
to  be  made  under  Mr.  Warner's  directions,  in 


the  presence  of  Sir  H.  Douglas  and  Sir  Ed- 
ward Owen. 

3nd.  To  frame  an  estimate  of  the  expense 
which  will  attend  these  experiments  that  it  roay 
be  submitted  to  the  Treasury  previously  to  any 
expense  being  incurred. 

drd.  That  when  the  expense  has  been  sanc^ 
tioned  by  the  Treasury,  the  experiments  should 
proceed. 

4th.  That  detailed  minutes  should  be  kept 
of  erery  step  of  the  investigation,  i.  e.,  all 
particulars  of  such  experiments. 

5th.  That  Sir  £.  Owen  and  Sir  H.  Douglas 
should  draw  up  a  report  as  the  result  of  their 
observations  to  be  submitted  to  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  to  which  they  will  be  pleased  to 
annex,  as  an  appendix,  the  minutes  above 
mentioned. 

6lh.  Sir  H.  Douglas  and  Sir  £.  Owen  will 
be  pleased  to  consider  the  whole  proceeding 
in  this  matter  strictly  confidential. 

The  House  will  perceive  that  there  is 
not,  in  that  memorandum,  a  word  about 
any  remuneration,  or  any  promise,  or  gua- 
rantee of  such  held  out ;  and  that  it  was 
distinctly  stated,  that  the  commission 
should  consist  of  two  officers,  and  that 
these  were  named ;  to  all  which  terms  Mr. 
Warner  expressly  assented;  and,  in  con- 
formity with  which,  Mr.  Warner  was 
called  upon  to  furnish  the  commission 
with  the  estimates  of  the  expense  of  the 
projected  experiments;  and,  so  far  from 
any  disclosure  having  been  made  to,  or  de- 
sired by,  the  commission,  the  language 
used  by  it,  to  Mr.  Warner,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  these  proceedings,  was, "  We 
the  commissioners  arc  not  going  to  extort 
from  you  any  part  of  your  secret,  these  we 
merely  wish  to  settle  with  you,  in  the  preli- 
minary interviews,  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  experiments  for  which  we  are  to  prepare 
estimates  and  make  arrangements;  and 
we  desire  you  to  make  no  disclosure ;  and, 
if  we  put  any  question,  to  answer  which 
you  think  would  be  to  make  the  least  dis- 
closure of  your  secret,  we  desire  you  not 
to  answer  any  such  question ;  but  to  con- 
fine yourself  solely  to  what  may  be  neces- 
sary for  carr3ring  on  the  trials  ;  and,  as  to 
expense,  that  need  be  no  obstacle  to  you, 
as  the  public  will  bear  all  the  charges  at- 
tending these  experiments,  according  to  an 
estimate  which  we  call  upon  you  to  fur- 
nish us  with  the  means  of  making.*' 
Some  delay  here  took  place ;  but,  advert- 
ing to  what  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Wilt- 
shire, I  beg  to  say,  that  this  did  not  rest 
with  the  commission.  We  had  two  in- 
terviews   with   Mr.  Warner,  soon  after 
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the  date  of  the  Master-General  *8  memo- 
randum ;  I  thinks  on  the  25th  and  27th  of 
January.  At  the  latter,  it  was  settled, 
that  Mr.  Warner  should  report  to  us,  when 
he  was  ready.  About  the  1st  of  February, 
he  (Sir  H.  Douglas)  was  called  away  to 
Lirerpool ;  and  on  the  9th,  had  the  honour 
to  take  his  seat  in  this  House.  Sir  Ed- 
ward Owen  did  not  leave  London  till 
towards  the  end  of  the  month,  during^ 
which  time  we  heard  nothing  from  Captain 
Warner.  Soon  afterwards,  he  (Sir  H. 
Douglas)  had  the  misfortune  to  lose  his 
colleague,  who  was  called  away,  finally,  to 
hoist  his  flag  for  the  command  to  which 
he  had  been  appointed ;  and  another  highly 
distinguished  and  able  officer,  Admiral  Sir 
Byam  Martin,  was  associated  with  him  (Sir 
H.  Douglas)  in  lieu.  A  short  delay  here 
took  place,  on  account  of  a  temporary  indis- 
position of  Sir  Byam  Martin.  That  officer 
having  read,  and  approved,  all  the  minutes 
and  arrangements,  according  to  which  the 
commission  had  proposed  to  proceed,  we 
announced  to  Mr.  Warner  that  we  were 
ready.  We  stated  distinctly  to  him,  that 
we  should  proceed  with  the  greatest  de- 
licacy towards  him,  but  that  we  would 
take  nothing  for  granted;  that  the  ex- 
periments must  be  carried  on  in  the  most 
extensive,  decisive,  and  satisfactory  manner, 
to  prove,  beyond  all  doubt,  the  efficacy 
and  value  of  the  invention,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances of  wind,  weather,  tide,  and 
distances.  The  commission  called  again 
upon  Mr.  Warner,  to  furnish  them  with 
an  estimate  of  the  means,  material  and 
personal,  necessary  for  making  the  ex- 
periments, distinguishing  those  which  the 
public  departments  mieht  be  called  upon 
to  provide,  without  drawing  from  Mr. 
Warner  any  disclosure  of  any  part  of  his 
secret;  and  that  he  would  state  to  the 
commission,  what  would  be  the  expense  of 
his  making  preparations,  which  he  only 
could  make,  with  due  regard  and  safety 
to  the  retention  of  his  secret.  Mr.  Warner 
then  began  to  raise  some  objections ;  and 
to  insist  on  a  guarantee  for  remuneration, 
in  case  of  succeeding  in  bis  own  opinion 
and  estimation,  as  it  appeared  to  us,  in 
his  object;  naming  400,000/.  as  the  sum 
he  expected  for  full  compensation  ;  and  he 
likewise  proposed  that  the  commission 
should  be  enlarged,  by  the  addition  of 
another  or  of  two  additional  members,  to 
which  a  decided  objection  was  made.  The 
commission  having  reported  this,  to  the 
Master-general  of  the  Ordnance*  received, 
^m  General  Sir  George  Murray^  a  letter^ 


dated  May  13th,  1842,  of  which  the  fol- 
lowing  is  the  substance;  and  there  the 
proceedings  of  the  commission  terminated, 
and  now  rest.    Sir  George  Murray  stated, 

*^  That  he  had  received  and  read  attentively 
our  letter  of  the  9th  instant,  and  had  also  care- 
fully perused  that  addressed  to  us  by  Mr. 
Warner  on  the  6tb.  That  the  penisal  of  Mr. 
Warner's  letter  had  not  enabled  him  to  see 
matters  in  a  different  light  from  that  in  whicb 
they  appeared,  when  he  wrote  to  us  on  the 
30th  of  April.  That  the  investigation  which 
we  were  commissioned  to  make  of  Mr.  War- 
ner's discoveries,  was  to  proceed  upon  the 
principle  of  that  gentleman  enabling  us,  by 
a  series  of  experiments,  to  form  a  judgment 
of  tlie  power  and  applicability  of  the  means 
which  he  had  fouud  out.  But  no  experi- 
ments, it  would  appear,  have  as  yet  been 
exhibited  to  us;  and  Mr.  Warner  seems 
now  to  demand,  that,  before  any  experiments 
are  made,  a  guarantee  shall  be  afforded  to 
him,  that  he  is  to  receive  400,000/.  in  the 
event  of  the  result  of  the  proposed  experi- 
ments being  such  as  to  satisfy  the  commis- 
sioners that  his  discoveries  possess  the  power 
and  applicability  which  he  himself  has  at- 
tributed to  them,  that  we  have  rightly  judged, 
that  our  commission  does  not  convey  to  as 
the  power  of  affording  to  Mr.  Warner  such  a 
guarantee.  It  authorises  us  merely  to  report, 
in  the  first  place,  the  amouut  of  the  expense 
which  a  series  of  experiments  would  occasion, 
that  the  Government  may  be  enabled  to  de- 
cide whether  it  will,  or  will  not,  sanction  that 
outlay ;  and  in  the  second  place,  it  requires  us 
to  report,  after  witnessing  such  experiments  as 
Mr.  Warner  may  exhibit  before  us,  whether 
these  experiments  warrant  the  opinion  which 
Mr.  Warner  has  himself  formed  of  the  import- 
ance and  utility  to  the  public,  of  hb  disco- 
veries, that  his.  Sir  G.  Murray's,  understanding 
has  throughout  been,  that  Mr.  Warner  had 
g^ven  his  concurrence  to  the  investigation  being 
conducted  upon  the  principles,  and  in  the 
manner  stated,  in  his,  Sir  G.  Murray's,  memo- 
randum ;  that  he  had  no  authority  from  the 
Government  to  hold  out  such  a  preliminary 
guarantee  as  Mr.  Warner  now  requires ;  nor 
would  he  recommend  such  a  proposition  to  the 
Government." 

He  (Sir  H.  Douglas)  would  now  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  make  m  few  ob- 
servations on  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Will- 
shire,  and  with  reference  to  the  two 
branches  or  applications  of  Mr.  Warner's 
alleeed  discovery,  which,  as  specified  br 
the  non.  Member,  he  Mr.  Warner  denomi- 
nates his  ''  Invisible  Shells,"  and  kit 
'*  Long  Range."  The  first  consists  in 
placing  in  water,  at  a  certain  depth  below 
the  surfece,  a  case  containing  some  explo- 
sive compoeition^-a  submanne  miae>  or 
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Faugassef  which,  upoD  being  struck  by 
any  ressel  coming  in  contact  with  it, 
should,  either  by  mechanical  or  chemical 
action,  be  made  to  explode,  and  so  sink  and 
destroy  the  vessel.  Now  he,  (Sir  H. 
Douglas)  would  not  dispute  that  Mr. 
Warner  may  have  invented  some  stronger 
composition,  than  any  now  known,  and 
likewise  some  improved  means  of  producing 
explosion ;  but  any  such  new  power  would 
be  superfluous.  He  (Sir  H.  Douglas) 
would  venture  to  engage  to  this  House,  to 
place,  in  still  water,  a  case  containing  ex- 
plosive materials  or  ingredients,  sufficiently 
powerful  to  destroy  any  vessel  that  might 
come  in  contact  with  it;  and  to  ensure 
a  collision  between  the  two  bodies,  by 
dragging  a  barge  or  boat,  along  the  lake, 
in  which  the  case,  or  mine,  is  laid.  But 
the  great  difficulty  was,  how  to  apply  and 
lay  out  these  things  in  a  tide-way,  in  a 
rise  and  fall  of  tide,  and  in  a  rapid 
current  occasioned  by  tide,  and  in  difierent 
and  ever  varying  depths,  and  in  the  face 
of  an  enemy's  fleet,  squadron,  or  ships, 
rowing  g^aid,  and  observing  all  the  vi- 
gilance invariably  used  ?  If  these  bodies 
be  buoyant,  they  would  come  to  the  sur- 
face, and  be  visible,  unless  anchored  with 
**  short  services"  of  rope.  If  not  buovant, 
they  would  sink,  unless  suspended  by 
floats.  How  is  all  this  to  be  managed 
and  adjusted?  He  (Sir  H.  Douglas)  did 
not  attach  any  importance  to  this  part  of 
Mr.  Warner's  project,  nor  think  much  of 
it.  As  regarded,  however,  the  alleged 
power  of  destroying  ships,  forts,  and 
fleets,  by  means  of  his,  Mr.  Warner's 
'*  Long  Range,"  the  commission  had  been 
ready,  and  desirous  to  proceed  to  experi- 
ments ;  and  had  made  all  the  preparations 
which  depended  upon  them,  as  well  with 
respect  to  the  *'Long  Range,"  as  the 
''Invisible  Shells."  They  were  deter- 
mined however,  to  test  this  to  the  utmost ; 
but  not  in  still  water.  He  (Sir  H. 
Howard)  would  be  no  party  to  blowing  up 
punts  upon  a  fish  pond ;  but,  under  circum- 
stances as  nearly  as  possible  resembling 
real  service,  and  amidst  all  the  difficulties 
and  varieties  of  rising  and  falling  tides, 
wind,  weather,  and  distance,  to  try  both. 
He  (Sir  Howard  Douglas)  would  not, 
unless  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
North  Wiltshire  had  so  stated  it,  say  any- 
thing of  Mr.  Warner's  want  of  science. 
The  hon.  Baronet  says,  he  (Mr.  Warner)  is 
not  a  man  of  science  or  l^rning ;  this  he 
(Sir  H.  Douglas)  maj^  confirm ;  but  still  Mr. 
Warner  may  have  hit  upon  a  great  disco* 


very;  and  the  practical  question  resolves  it- 
self into  this,  could  he,  at  the  distance  of 
six  miles,  as  he  asserted,  direct  his  "  Long 
Range"  so  efiectually  against  forts  or  hulks, 
as  to  destroy  them?  Could  he  do  this, 
under  any  circumstances  of  wind  and  wea- 
ther ?  A  hulk  had  been  prepared ;  a  fort 
had  been  selected ;  against  which  the  trials 
were  to  be  made,  to  ascertain  if  he  could 
destroy  their  defences,  and  dismount  their 
guns;  andy  to  ascertain  the  efiect  upon 
animal  life,  some  head  of  sheep  or  cattle, 
would  have  been  placed  therein.  If,  then, 
under  such  circumstances  of  wind  and 
weather,  as  the  commission  should  point 
out ;  against  a  hulk,  or  hulks,  which  the 
commission  would  provide,  and  against  a 
fort,  which  they  would  select,  he  (Mr. 
Warner)  should  destroy  those  hulks,  or 
that  fort ;  ruin  their  defences ;  dismount 
their  guns ;  and  so  prove,  that  he  had  his 
alleged  stupendous  power,  under  control ; 
that  he  could  direct  it  with  tolerable  cer- 
tainty ;  that  it  could  be  applied  with  safety 
to  the  users ;  and  that  the  secret  was  of 
such  a  nature  as  that  the  exclusive  use  of 
it  might,  thereafter,  be  retained  by  the 
purchase  of  it  by  the  Government,  either 
for  suppression,  out  of  considerations  of 
humanity,  or  for  use  in  warfare,  (and  unless 
it  should  fulfil  these  conditions,  the  power, 
however  great,  would  not  be  worth  any 
purchase),  then,  it  must  be  admitted,  that 
Mr.  Warner,  unscientific  though  he  be, 
unlearned  though  he  is,  visionary  as  some 
call  him,  had  nevertheless  made  an  omni- 
potent discovery,  which  would  entitle  him 
to  the  admiration  of  the  age,  and  place  his 
name,  in  history,  beside  those  of  Bacon 
and  Schwartz.  But,  without  meaning  any 
disparagement,  or  ofience,  to  Mr.  War- 
ner, he  (Sir  H.  Douglas),  with  the  prac*- 
tical  knowledge  he  had,  and  the  little  of 
science  he  possessed,  should  remain  very — 
very  incredulous,  as  to  the  alleged  extraor- 
dinary powers,  imputed  to  Mr.  Warner's 
invention,  till  he  should  see  them  actually 
exercised. 

Mr.  Brotherton  observed,  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  knew  nothing  about 
the  matter,  for  as  yet  no  evidence  had 
been  laid  before  them  of  experiments  tried. 
He  had  received  a  letter,  dated  the  24th 
of  June,  wl^ich  detailed  pretty  fully  what 
had  taken  place  in  Portugal  with  reference 
to  these  supposed  discoveries  of  Mr.  War^ 
ner ;  with  the  permission  of  the  House  he 
should  read  some  extracts  from  that  com- 
munication. The  hon.  Member  then  read 
as  follows : — 
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"  Iri  (he  begihnitig  of  February  1  was  or- 
deted  to  take  tbe  command  of  the  outt>osts, 
the  nearest  to  the  enemy,  at  the  village  of  Lor- 
dello,  half  way  between  Oporto  and  SSn  Joao 
da  Foz,  at  the  month  of  the  Douro.  In  a  short 
time  after,  the  enemy  erected  the  formidable 
battery  of  Seralves,  at  half  musket  shot  from 
my  adfanced  sentries,  and  their  shot  almost 
^hut  np  our  line  of  communication  between 
the  ^ea  and  Oporto.  My  night  and  day  thoughts 
f^ere  hd#  to  destroy  this  batiet-y.  I  seldom 
had  time  to  go  to  Oporto,  but  I  heard  there 
Witt  an  extraordinary  man,  a  Captain  Warner, 
who  eould  perform  wonders  of  destruction  with 
some  new  invention.  I  heard  he  was  willing 
to  seli  his  invention  to  the  Portuguese  govern- 
ment, bui  they  not  having  a  farthing  in  their 
treasury,  of  course  first  wished  to  prove  the 
pother.  I  went  up  to  Oporto,  and  there  met 
Captain  Warner.  There  were  many  wise  dis- 
cnssions,  and  [  became  a  firm  and  true  believer 
in  his  intentions  and  powers.  I  pointed  out 
to  him  that  my  outposts  were  at  half-musket 
shot  from  the  enemy's  battery  of  Seralves ; 
that  I  knew  every  inch  of  the  ground  between ; 
and  that  any  night  I  could  go  there  with  half- 
a-dozen  tnen  without  being  discovered.  This, 
I  understood,  was  a  sufficient  force  to  carry 
the  destructive  matter,  and  I  undertook  to  place 
it  when  It  was  ready.  He  told  me  it  would 
take  some  time  to  prepare.  As  I  permitted 
no  one  whatever  to  come  within  my  sentries  t 
proposed  to  him  that  no  one  might  know  his 
secret,  that  I  should  give  him  over  a  small 
house  as  a  laboratory  within  my  lines,  over 
Which  house  would  be  a  sentry,  and  that  I 
should  give  him  over  as  an  assistant  to  Sergeant 
Mitchell,  of  the  Rocket  Brigade.  To  this 
Captain  Warner  agreed.  I  sent  for  Sergeant 
Mitchell ;  I  ordered  him  to  obey  all  instruc- 
tions of  Captain  Warner^  and  on  no  account  to 
disclose  what  he  saw  to  any  human  being,  not 
even  to  myself,  as  I  had  bound  myself  to  carry 
the  destructive  stuff  to  Seralves ;  but  while  I 
Said  this  1  told  him  as  an  honest  man  he  must 
not  let  me  be  'humbngged.'  I  think  I  recol- 
lect some  boxes  or  small  barrels  being  brought 
down  from  Oporto  to  this  bouse.  I  recollect 
Mitchell  did  no  other  duty.  Being  impatient 
to  destroy  this  battery  of  8eraives,  from  which 
the  enemy  were  firing  day  and  night,  I  got  im- 
patient, and  thought  Captain  Warner  took  it 
tery  coolly,  afad  did  not  come  often  enough. 
About  this  time  Sergeant  Mitchell  came  to 
me  to  say  he  suspected  it  was  '  all  stuff.'  I 
began  to  have  my  doubts,  and  I  recollect  one 
day  asking  Captain  Warner  some  posing  ques- 
tion. He  then  led  me  to  undeistaad  that  be 
required  a  peculiar  sort  of  gun,  and  that  be 
had  written  to  Woolwich  for  either  three  or  six 
brass  guns  made  in  a  peculiar  manner,  with 
which  he  could  destroy  anything  at  any  dis- 
tance. These  guns  were  to  come  in  a  schooner, 
and  often  did  I  get  on  the  heights  with  my  te- 
lescope to  see  this  long  wished-for  ^ '   ~ 

at  this  time  we  had  little  or  no  fooc^ 
enemy  gradually  closing  us  in.    Tb< 


however,  is  not  yet  arrived,  and  I  oftfen  used  to 
laugh  dt  myself.  As  Sergeant  Mitchell  bat 
claims  upon  the  Portuguese  Government,  I  am 
sure  his  address  will  be  got  at  94,  Mount-stleet, 
Grosvenor-sqnare.  You  will  there  find  that 
most  intelligent  officer,  Colonel  Barreiros,  of 
the  Portuguese  army,  who  I  think  niust  know 
all.  Then  there  is  Majoi'-general  tlare.  Lord 
G.  PauletL  Sir  T.  Lovell,  now  at  Milan,  atod 
Colonel  Badcoek,  15th  Hussars.  Thejr  iua^ 
kilow  more  than  I  do,  but  I  am  not  such  a 
staunch  believer  in  the  *  wonderful  iuventioB  * 
as  I  was." 

But  it  wad  not  alone  to  the  Portuguese 
that  Mr.  Warner  proposed  to  self  hit 
secret,  he  offered  it  in  Spaiti,  as  the  foU 
lowing  extract  from  a  letter  Which  he  had 
fecently  received  would  unequivocally 
show  :— 

**  As  Mr.  Warner  values  himself  on  his  pa* 
triotic  determination  of  not  communicating  his 
aectret  to  any  but  his  own  country,  you  may 
dare  Mr.  Warner  and  his  advocates  to  the  de- 
nial of  the  fact  of  his  hating  actually  Sold  his 
said  secret  by  contract  to  Don  Pedro,  Duke  of 
Braganza,  ex-Bmperor  of  Brazil,  and  sel^con* 
stituted  Regent  of  Portugal,  in  the  earlier 
part  of  1833,  during  the  siege  of  Oporto,  for,  I 
believe,  2,000  contos  of  reis,  or  500.000/. ;  but 
declined  to  make  an  experiment  en  grand  with- 
out the  consideration  money  being  paid  to 
him  beforehand,  which  Don  Pedro  in  his  turn 
declined  to  comply  with,  after  the  possession 
of  Lisbon  had  afforded  him  the  means  to  do 
so  by  procuring  him  credit  for  millions  of 
pounds  in  the  London  money-market,  of  which 
he  availed  himself  largely  to  bring  the  expedi- 
tion of  the  liberating  army  to  a  dose,  and 
finally  to  eject  tbe  usurper  Don  Miguel  from 
the  kingdom;  and  this,  notwithstanding  the 
capture  of  the  Miguelite  squadron  by  Admiral 
Napier  (Count  Cabo  de  San  Vicente),  and  the 
surrender  of  the  capital,  occupied  Don  Pedro 
still  from  July,  1833,  to  May,  1834,  and  when 
having  preriously  witnessed  at  Oporto  a  ihi- 
niature  experiment  of  Mr.  Warner  (as  Sir  R. 
Peel  did  in  Essex),  Don  Pedro  would  have 
been  happy  to  pay  the  sum  agreed  unon  at 
once  in  order  to  save  the  effusion  of  olood, 
and  the  waste  of  treasure  and  time,  bad  Mr. 
Warner  been  able,  as  he  pretended,  to  blow 
op  the  strongest  fortifications  and  armiea,  as 
he  was  requested  to  do  the  Monte  Craslo,  near 
Oporto,  and  Foz  in  1833 ;  but  then  hia  olyec- 
tion  was  '  money  down,'  which  in  1834  would 
have  been  placed  in  the  safe  hands  of  tha  am- 
bassador of  a  neutral  power — Lord  Howard  de 
Walden,  for  insUnce— when  Mr.  Warner 
might  have  deposited  the  keys  of  the  Miguelite 
fortress  of  Santarcm,  so  many  months  in  vain 
blockaded  b-  *"        's  troops;    but  ae, 

notbine  but  would  aufwcr  the 
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office  of  Lisbon,  and  be  proveable  by  many  of 
the  sumvinn^  authorities,  Mr.  Warner  having 
shown  it  to  myself  and  others  at  Oporto." 

Hon.  Members  would  recollect,  that  the 
late  Goverument  had  refused  to  purchase 
the  secret  of  Mr.  Warner,  and  he  con- 
ceived that  they  hdd  done  wisely  in  so 
refusing.  The  present  Government  had 
followed  that  example,  and  to  them  he 
gave  equal  praise  for  the  course  which 
they  had  pursued. 

Sir  jR.  Peel  said,  I  am  sorry  that  so 
much  of  the  valuable  time  of  the  House 
should  have  been  occupied  with  a  subject 
of  this  description.  Although  I  have  ar- 
rived at  a  conclusion  different  from  that 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  near  me  has  urged 
upon  the  House,  yet  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  give  him  full  credit  for  having  brought 
the  motion  forward  with  the  most  perfect 
good  feeling,  and  I  am  quite  satisfied  that 
my  hon.  Friend  was  influenced  by  the 
best  feeling.  Nevertheless,  I  am  bounds 
in  my  own  defence  and  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  lay  the  facts  before  the 
House,  inasmuch  as  the  motion  for  a  se. 
lect  committee  implied  something  like  a 
reflection  upon  the  line  of  conduct  pur- 
sued by  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
Crown.  The  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  if 
there  were  a  foil  House,  he  bad  no  doubt 
that  he  should  be  able  to  carry  his  motion. 
Now,  if  the  whole  658  Members  were  at 
this  moment  assembled,  1  do  not  believe 
there  would  be  found  amongst  them  ten 
men  who  woold  support  the  hon.  Baronet 
on  a  question  like  the  present.  The  pro- 
position is,  that  we  should  ha^e  a  select 
committee,— to  do  what  ?  Was  it  intended 
that  they  should  try  experiments?  If 
fifteen  Members  were  selected  from  one 
side  of  the  Hotise,  and  fifteen  from  the 
other,  to  try  if  Mr.  Warner  had  folfilled 
his  undertakings,  how  could  that  gentle- 
man's secret  be  preserved  ?  It  appears  to 
me,  that  to  take  this  matter  out  of  the 
bands  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  and  the 
Board  of  Ordnance^  implies  a  sort  of  re- 
flexion QUI  ne  for  not  having  more  freely 
afnd  decisif ely  supported  the  views  of  Mr. 
Warner.  I  do  assure  the  House,  that 
thoOgh  1  am  an  unprofessional  man,  I 
still  have  given  to  this  matter  a  great  deal 
of  attention ;  and  with  reference  to  all 
such  real  or  supposed  discoveries,  I  have 
thought  that  my  duty  was  to  pursue  a 
flitddfe  course.  I  thrnk  that  on  the  one 
hand  a  puUic  man  is  culpable  if  he  wholly 
disregards   suggestions  of  this   nature; 


and,  on  the  other,  equally  culpable  if  upon 
slender  grounds  he  lends  himself  too  un- 
reservedly to  their  support.  Twenty  years 
experience  has  taught  me  that  we  are  not 
to  take  thitigs  of  this  sort  for  granted,  and 
pay  400,000/.  for  a  secret)  the  efficacy  of 
which  has  not  yet  been  tested.  Every 
roan  in  oflice  has  been  in  the  habit  of  re- 
ceiving eipplications  of  this  nature — not  a 
day  passes  without  something  of  the  sort 
— some  most  specious  proposal.  But  re- 
specting this  case,  we  have  had  rather  a 
remarkalile  statement,  in  which,  after  a 
warm  panegyric  upon  the  character  of 
King  William,  in  which  every  one  most 
concur,  the  writer  states  that  that  sore- 
reign  had  given  a  distinct  assurance  to 
Mr.  Warner  that  all  his  expectations 
would  be  realized.  I  think,  looking  at 
the  professional  experience  of  King  Wil- 
liam, that  it  was  not  rery  likely  he  would 
have  given  any  such  assurance ;  however, 
as  he  is  now  not  living,  we  hate  no  means 
of  knowing  how  the  matter  really  stood. 
As  we  can  say  nothing  further  on  this 
subject,  I  wish  next  to  recall  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  Members  to  the  frequency  of 
applications  of  this  nature,  and  to  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Warner  is  not  the  only  person 
who  lays  claim  to  discoveries.  1  hold  in 
my  hand  a  letter  dated  the  11th  of  July, 
1842,  and  which  is  in  these  words  :— 

"  Fourteen  years  ago  I  made  experiments 
in  Italy,  before  several  officers,  on  implements 
of  war,  of  power  unsurpassed^  and  1  was 
urged  by  them  to  come  home  to  lay  them  be- 
fore his  Majesty's  Government.  By  his  Ma- 
jesty, on  the  certificates  produced,  I  was  as>- 
sured  of  every  reward  if  I  would  disclose  the 
secret.  The  prosecution  of  my  professional 
studies  suggested  the  composition  to  me.  One 
species  is  superior  to  Mr.  Warner's,  as  a 
single  shot,  striking  a  lineof-battle  ship, 
would  consign  her  to  destraction.  I  cannot 
go  the  length  required  by  the  Ordnance,  of 
500/.  deposit,  to  make  undisclosed  expert* 
menis.'' 

With  numerous  applications  of  thfs 
kind,  what  course  was  open  to  me  ?  I  am 
sure  hon.  Members  do  not  think  that  1 
should  att  once  have  complied  with  Mr. 
Warner's  demands.  I  am,  howerer,  enabled 
to  tell  the  House  that  much  more  Was  done 
for  Mr.  Warner  than  has  been  done  for 
any  one  else  simtlstrly  circumstanced.  His 
application  was  treated  with  a  great  deal 
more  consideration  than  usual.  The 
practice  is  to  allow  people  in  general  to 
try  tberr  experiments,  but  at  their  own 
expense.    If  every  man  ia  society  pos- 
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sessed  the  power  of  insisting  that  his 
theories  and  specolations  should  be  tested 
by  experiments  at  the  public  expense, 
the  whole  time  of  the  public  departments 
would  be  wasted  and  the  cost  would  be 
enormous.  Therefore  the  rule  is  that  ex- 
periments shall  not  be  tried  unless  those 
who  allege  that  they  have  made  discoveries 
or  perfected  inventions  give  prima  facte 
evidence  of  their  sincerity  and  good  faith 
by  trying  the  experiments  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, the  public  departments  afford iog 
them  every  reasonable  facility.  To  show 
the  consideration  with  which  this  supposed 
discovery  was  treated,  it  is  enough  to  say 
that  I  consented  that  Mr.  Warner's  experi- 
ments might  be  tried  at  the  public  ex- 
pense. Mr.  Warner  stated,  that  he  could 
cast  his  projectiles  to  a  distance  of  six 
miles,  with  a  force  sufficient  to  produce 
the  gigantic  effects  which  he  promised. 
This  appeared  most  marvellous,  but  I  was 
not  deterred.  Wonderful  as  it  seemed  1 
did  not  scout  the  proposition.  The  hulk 
was  ready  at  six  miles  distance ;  two  ex- 
perienced and  distinguished  officers,  Sir 
B.  Martin  and  Sir  H.  Douglas,  were  ready 
to  witness  the  experiments,  and  the  secret 
was  not  to  be  divulged.  With  these  facts 
before  the  House^  1  confess  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  understand  how  hon.  Members  can 
agree  to  a  motion  thus  reflecting  upon  us. 
Mr.  Warner,  before  he  would  proceed  to 
try  any  experiments,  required  that  a  sum 
of  400,000/.  should  be  guaranteed  to  him 
by  her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  event 
of  his  being  successful.  But  then  what 
is  success?  Could  he  accomplish  these 
tremendous  results  in  the  face  of  an  enemy, 
Could  he  effect  them  under  all  circum* 
stances.  This  did  not  appear  likely  from 
the  experiments  which  were  tried,  and, 
therefore,  I  would  not  promise  him  a 
single  shilling.  I  could  not  guarantee  the 
payment  of  public  money  under  hypo* 
thetical  circumstances,  though  I  agreed 
that  the  cost  of  the  experiments  should  be 
defrayed  at  the  public  expense.  It  is  not 
immaterial  to  observe  that  this  matter  has 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  ever  since  the  year 
1834.  At  one  time,  when  a  proposition 
was  made  to  try  the  experiments  before 
officers  of  both  branches  of  the  service, 
Mr.  Warner  required  that  Lord  Hardwicke 
and  Lord  Ingestre  should  be  present,  but 
1  decidedly  objected  to  Mr.  Warner's  ap- 
pointing any  nominees,  though  no  one  can 
entertain  a  higher  opinion  than  I  do  of  the 


two  noble  Lords  whose  names  I  have  just 
mentioned.  At  different  periods  since  the 
year  1834  the  subject  has  been  under  the 
consideration  of  successive  Boards  of  Ad- 
miralty. The  correspondence  which  hat 
passed  upon  these  subjects  will  best  show 
what  really  has  occurred,  and  with  the 
permission  of  the  House  1  propose  to  read 
a  letter  addressed  to  Colonel  Couper,  and 
dated  the  8th  of  July,  1834?.  It  is  in  these 
words: — 

"  I  am  directed  by  Lord  Auckland  to  re- 
quest you  will  acquaint  Sir  Janes  Kempt  that 
an  application  has  been  made  to  bis  Lordship 
by  Major  Fancourt,  M.P.  for  Barnstable,  and 
Commander  \^'arner,  of  the  navy,  for  permis- 
sion to  have  some  experiments  in  gunnery, 
proposed  by  Commander  Warner,  tried  before 
a  mixed  committee  of  ordnance  and  naval 
officers ;  and  that  it  is  stated  to  his  lordship 
by  Commander  Warner,  that  a  promise  was 
made  to  him  some  months  ag^,  by  Sir  James 
Graham  and  Sir  James  Kempt,  that  an  oppor- 
tunity of  trying  his  experiments  should  be 
afforded  to  him.  Commander  Warner  further 
states  that  he  will  be  ready  in  about  a  week  to 
appear  before  a  committee." 

I  shall  next  read  to  the  House  another 
letter  to  Colonel  Couper,  altering,  at  Mr. 
Warner's  request,  the  arrangement  made 
by  the  preceding  communication.  It  is 
dated  the  14th  of  July,  1834,  and  is  as 
follows : — 

"  There  has  been,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  some 
little  mistake  in  the  matter  of  Captain  Warner's 
experiment,  about  which  I  wrote  to  you  a  few 
days  ago.  Captain  Waruer  has  been  at  the 
Admiralty  tliis  morning,  and  produced  a  letter 
from  Sir  J.  Graham,  dated  the  27th  of  Febru- 
ary last,  in  which  Sir  James  acquiesces  in  the 
proposition  made  by  Captain  Warner,  that  the 
exhibition  shall  be  a  private  one,  and  conse- 
quently Captain  Warner  now  objects  to  its 
being  made  at  Woolwich.  He  also  wishes  that 
three  officers  only  of  each  service  should  be 

E resent  instead  of  six,  and  says  that  it  would 
e  more  convenient  to  him  if  the  day  of  ex- 
hibition were  to  be  fixed  for  Monday,  the  21st, 
instead  of  Friday,  the  18th.  Lord  Auckland 
therefore  now  proposes  to  make  an  alteration 
in  the  Admiralty  minute  to  meet  Captain  War- 
ner's wishes ;  and  I  am  to  request  you  will 
move  the  Master-General  to  do  the  same  with 
respect  to  the  ordnance,  and  to  fix  Wanstead* 
park,  in  Essex  (ten  miles  from  London),  as  the 
place  for  the  experiment  to  be  tried  at,  before 
three  officers  of  each  service,  on  Monday,  the 
21st  iost.,  at  2  p.m.'' 

I  shall  now  read  the  official  report  of 
what  occurred  after  the  time  and  place  had 
been  fixed  for  trying  these  extraordmsry 
experiments : 
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<<  Woolwkh,  July  21, 1834. 
''  Sir|— I  have  the  honour  to  report,  for  the 
information  of  the  Master -General,  that  in 
obedience  to  his  commands,  signified  in  your 
letter  of  the  15th  inst.,  Colonel  Williamson, 
Sir  A.  Dickson,  and  myself  proceeded  to-day 
to  Wanstead-park,  to  witness  the  intended 
experiment  of  Commander  Warner ;  but  afler 
making  every  inquiry  in  the  neighbourhood 
we  could  only  at  last  learn  that  Captain  War- 
ner had  left  his  house  at  Claybury  this  morn- 
ing for  London,  and  that  his  return  was  un- 
certain. Under  these  circumstances  we  re- 
turned to  Woolwich  to  attend  to  any  further 
directions  which  we  may  receive  on  the  subject. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

''  Your  obedient  servant, 

«A.  F.  Frazer. 

"  Colonel  Royal  Horse  Artillery." 

'*Lieu tenant-Colonel  Couper,  &c." 

Thus  ended  the  proceedings  of  that 
period.  Then  came  the  experiments  which 
were  to  be  tried  in  the  presence  of  Sir 
Howard  Douglas  and  Sir  Byam  Martin, 
and  he  met  those  distinguished  officers 
by  declining  to  try  any  experiments  un- 
less he  receifed  a  guarantee  for  400,000/. 
No  doubt  there  may  be,  and  we  know 
thar  there  are,  compositions  capable  of 
producing  tremendous  results-* nitrate  of 
silver,  for  example.  It  is  well  known  that 
a  person  recently  engaged  in  experiments 
on  that  substance  was  himself  blown  to 
atoms,  and  the  building  in  which  he 
had  been  trying  his  experiments  very 
materially  injured.  It  is  no  new  disco- 
very, then,  to  announce  that  a  combina- 
tion may  be  produced  more  powerfully 
destructive  than  any  which  we  now  have 
in  ordinary  use.  But  the  mode  in  which 
this  invention  is  to  be  applied  is  a  matter 
of  much  more  difficulty  than  the  question 
as  to  the  material.  Considering  the  de- 
mands which  are  made  upon  my  time  and 
attention,  I  must  say  that  I  think  I  have 
given  sufficient  consideration  to  this  sub- 
ject, and  I  hope  that  as  far  as  the  claim  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  a  select  com- 
mittee is  concerned,  I  have  succeeded  in 
blowing  Captain  Warner  out  of  the  water. 

Captain  Plumridge  begged  to  explain 
that  in  seconding  the  motion  he  did  not 
intend  to  throw  any  reflection  upon  her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  knew  nothing 
of  Mr.  Warner,  nor  had  he  had  any  com- 
municatioo  with  him  upon  the  subject. 

Captain  Pechell  expressed  his  satisfac- 
tion at  hearing  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet ;  it  convinced  him  that  the  cen- 
sures which  were  passed  upon  I^ord  Mel- 


bourne and  the  late  Government  for 
neglecting  this  invention  were  unfounded. 
He  thought  Mr.  Warner  had  nothing  to 
complain  of,  for  when  he  was  requested  to 
attend  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  explain 
his  invention,  he  sent  bis  aide-de-camp  or 
friend,  so  that  when  the  Admiralty  were 
called  upon  to  make  a  report  upon  the 
subject,  they  had  none  to  make.  In  an 
interview  which  he  subsequently  had  with 
Sir  T.  Hastings,  he  was  found  to  be  an 
impracticable  person ;  it  was  quite  impos- 
sible to  deal  with  him.  He  (Captain 
Pechell)  had  always  supposed  that  Mr. 
Warner  had  offered  his  invention  to  Don 
Pedro,  and  now  he  had  no  doubt  of  it. 
At  all  events,  he  believed  that  the  inventor 
would  take  it  to  the  best  market  he  could 
find,  without  caring  for  this  country.  He 
remembered  that  once,  when  engaged  in  a 
blockade,  he  was  told  to  look  out  for  ca- 
tamarans ;  but  they  never  arrived,  and  he 
always  found  that  when  the  guard  boats 
were  sent  out  and  a  good  watch  was  kept, 
they  were  of  no  use.  He  supposed  much 
the  same  danger  was  to  be  apprehended 
from  this  invention  of  Mr.  Warners, 
although  he  had  boasted  that  he  could 
destroy  a  ship  of  the  line  at  six  miles  dis- 
tance, and  knock  down  Portsmouth  bat- 
tery from  the  Isle  of  Wight ;  but  be  did 
not  say  whether  he  was  to  go  to  the 
farther  side  of  the  island  and  fire  his  pro- 
jectile through  it.  He  thought  it  might 
be  put  on  a  par  with  the  inventions  of 
Mr.  St.  John  Long,  of  which  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  some  knowledge  and  experi- 
ence. He  was  happy  to  see  that  the 
present  Government,  as  well  as  their  pre- 
decessors, treated  this  matter  as  it  ought 
to  be  treated,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
committee  would  not  be  granted,  for  it 
was  not  probable  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
could  obtain  any  more  information  un  the 
subject  from  Mr.  Warner  than  had  been 
obtained  already. 

Sir  G.  Cockbum  said,  that  since  Jie 
came  into  office  he  had  been  requested  to 
name  two  officers  to  superintend  the  trial 
of  Mr.  Warner's  invention,  and  he  had 
accordingly  named  two  officers  well  known 
to  that  House  and  the  country— Colonel 
Pasley  and  Sir  T.  Hastings.  Mr.  Warner, 
however,  on  hearing  the  names,  objected. 
He  felt  it  his  duty  to  state,  this,  in  addi- 
tion to  what  had  been  said.  He  had  also 
to  state,  for  the  honour  of  the  profession 
to  which  he  belonged,  that  Mr.  Warner 
was  not,  as  he  had  been  styled  in  the 


1051 


Mining 


{COMMONS} 


ApprtHiicttm 


1052 


papers  read  by  his  ri^t  hon.  Friend,  a 
Commander  in  the  navy.  Mr.  Warner 
bad  told  him  that  his  late  Majesty  pro- 
mised him  a  high  rank  in  the  navy,  but 
on  his  (Sir  G.  Cockburn)  askinfc  Mr. 
Warner  whether  he  had  served  his  time  in 
the  navy,  he  answered  that  he  had  not 
served  his  lime  in  the  navy. 

Sir  F.  Burdett,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
did  not  think  anything  important  had 
been  advanced  against  the  statements  of 
Mr.  Warner;  but  he  thought  that  all  the 
facts  would  be  much  better  discussed  and 
brought  out  in  a  committee  than  in  a  cur* 
sory  debate  like  this.  Many  misrepre- 
sentations and  false  stories  had  been 
circulated,  to  the  prejudice  both  of  the 
inventor  and  his  invention ;  but  Sir  T. 
Hardy,  Sir  R.  Keats,  and  his  late  Majesty 
had  all  expressed  their  approbation  of  the 
invention!  and  they  were  not  light  autho- 
rities. No  doubt  the  matter  would  have 
been  satisfactorily  settled  long  ere  this 
had  it  not  been  for  the  death  of  the  late 
King.  He  thought  that,  under  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  it  was  nothing 
but  fair  that  Mr.  Warner  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  what  he  had 
done,  and  what  he  could  undertake  to  do; 
for|the  real  question,  after  all,  was  whe- 
ther or  not  he  could  do  what  he  professed. 
Some  of  the  highest  living  authorities,  as 
well  as  some  who  were  gone,  had  spoken 
in  approbation  of  the  plan  of  Mr.  Warner, 
who^  instead  of  being,  as  some  would  insi- 
nuate, a  visionary,  was  a  most  sensible 
and  strong-minded  man.  He  could  not 
consent  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

The  House  divided ; — Ayes  2 ;  Noes 
72 ;  Majority  70. 

List  of  ike  Ates. 


Cave,  hon.  R.  O. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 


TELLERS. 

Burdett,  Sir  F. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 


[It  seems  sufficient  to  insert  the  Ayes 
only  on  this  division.] 

Mining  Apprentic«s.]  Lord  Ashley 
begged  to  remind  the  House  that  a  com- 
mission had  been  appointed  in  August, 
1 840,  to  inquire  into  the  employment  of 
children  in  mines  and  collieries.  The 
Members  of  that  commission  entered  into 
an  iovestiiration  of  the  moral  ar  * 

effects  of  labour  upon  the  chf 
omitted  to  include,  because  i 
by  the  form  of  their  appoini 
inquiry  into  the  terms  upon 


labour  was  obtained.  Much  uncertainty 
and  doubt,  therefore,  prevailed  upon  this 
point,  which  it  was  necessary  to  remove. 
He  understood,  that  to  make  the  binding 
of  a  parish  apprentice  legal,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  consent  of  two  justices  aboold 
be  obtained,  and  that  a  stamp  doty  of  1/. 
on  the  indentures  should  be  paid  wherever 
the  premium  amounted  to  30/.  The  courts 
had  decided  that  no  indentures  were  valid 
without  compliance  with  these  conditions. 
He  had  been  informed  that  the  provisions 
of  the  law  in  these  respects  had  not  been 
observed,  and  that  of  20,009  apprentices 
the  agreements  relating  to  the  great  ma- 
jority were  merely  verbal,  or  upon  ordinary 
pieces  of  unstamped  paper.  It  was  an 
important  question,  therefore,  how  far  the 
law  had  or  had  not  been  observed ;  how 
far  the  servitude  had  been  imposed  with 
the  observance  of  the  required  forms,  and 
for  this  purpose  he  submitted  the  fol- 
lowing motion,  of  which  be  had  g^ven 
notice  :^ 

"  That  an  address  be  presented  to  her  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  her  Majesty  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  direct  that  the  commis- 
sioners, appointed  in  answer  to  an  address  of 
this  House  on  the  4th  day  of  August,  1840,  for 
inquiring  into  the  employment  of  children  in 
mines  and  various  other  branches  of  industry, 
be  desired  to  make  further  inquiry  as  to  the 
number  and  ages  of  children  and  young  persons 
employed  as  apprentices  to  miners  of  coal  and 
of  iron,  (whether  owners,  lessees,  undertakars, 
or  workmen,  however  designated) ;  also,  as  to 
the  manner  of  their  apprenticeship,  whether 
by  regular  indentures,  or  by  what  odier  forms 
of  agreement ;  as  to  the  terms  of  such  inden- 
tures or  agreements,  and  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  such  indentures  or  agreements  are  ob- 
served or  enforced.'' 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  thai  the  in- 
quiry of  the  commissioners  had  beeo 
closed,  and  that  the  sum  devoted  to  the 
investigation  had  been  expended.  He 
was  not  disposed  to  regret  that  it  was 
exhausted,  because  he  could  not  bat  sop* 
pose  that  the  required  informatioo  bad  all 
been  obtained,  though  it  might  not  all 
have  been  laid  before  the  House*  He 
apprehended  that  the  terms  of  apprentice- 
ship must  have  been  included,  and  in  Ibis 
expectation  he  was  ready  to  agree  to  ibe 

motion  of  '*• *-*-  Loitl,  with  the  aliei^ 

ation  of  i  ?saion.    Instead  of 

desiring  era  to  make  farther 

^uiry,  .  be  direel^ 

art  Of  '?. 

"icoui  ras  of 

Sebc  be. 
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the  commissioners  either  to  report  or  to  I 
make  farther  inquiries  if  necessary.  They 
might,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  supposed, 
be  in  possession  of  the  information,  hot  if 
not  they  might  obtain  it.  The  difficalty, 
as  to  money,  did  not  seem  insarmountable, 
inasmuch  as  the  House  had  recently  voted 
130,000/.  for  civil  contingencies:  that 
sura  was  meant  to  meet  unforeseen  services, 
and  the  expense  of  the  renewed  investi- 
gation might  be  defrayed  out  of  it. 

Sir  J.  Graham  replied,  that  the  civil 
contingency  vote  wasintended,  as  the  noble 
Lord  stated,  for  unforeseen  services;  this 
commission  would  be  a  foreseen  service, 
and,  therefore,  could  not  be  included. 
The  commission  consisted  of  twenty  per- 
sons, four  of  whom  received  500i.  each, 
with  a  paid  secretary. 

Viscount  PcUmetston  proposed  to  add 
to  the  motion,  the  words,  ''That  this 
House  will  make  good  the  expense  of  such 
an  inquiry." 

The  Speaker  observed  that  the  inter- 
vention of  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House  would,  in  that  case,  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  that  the  necessary 
information  must  be  in  the  possession  of 
the  commissioners.  If  not,  the  investiga- 
tion ought  to  be  completed,  and  it  might 
be  left  to  the  Government  to  decide  in 
what  way. 

Sir  J.  Graliam  was  as  desirous  as  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Ashley),  that  the  required 
information  should  be  stated  in  a  report. 
If  the  inquiry  had  been  properly  con- 
ducted, he  apprehended  that  the  commis- 
sioners were  in  possession  of  the  knowledge 
which  would  satisfy  the  wishes  of  the  noble 
Lord.  If  it  turned  out  that  they  had  not 
obtained  it.  It  would  be  bis  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham's) duty  to  procure  it.  All  he  was 
anxious  for  was,  that  this  should  not  be 
made  a  standing  commission. 

Lord  Ashley  was  quire  ready  to  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  All  he  wanted  was  the  informa- 
tion, and  he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  found  that  it  had  been  procured  by  the 
commissioners,  and  not  reported  by  them. 
When  he  made  the  motion,  in  1B40,  it  had 
not  occurred  to  him  that  that  part  of  the 
inquiry  would  be  necessary. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  that,with  the  in- 
sertion of  the  words,  "  Do  report  to  the 
House,  and  make  further  inquiry,  if  ne- 
cessary,** he  should  not  object  to  the 
motion. 

1^  as  amended^  agreed  to. 


Public  Meetings.— Stafford  Gaol.] 
Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  it  was  with  ex- 
treme regret  that  he  felt  himself  com- 
pelled to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
once  more  to  the  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Mason  and  several  working  men  now  con- 
fined in  Stafford  gaol,  but  having  under- 
taken the  cause  of  these  ill-used  individuals, 
he  should  ill  discharge  his  duty  either  to 
them  or  to  the  public^  if  he  allowed  the 
Session  to  close  without  directing  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government  to  the  im- 
portant question  involved  in  their  case ; 
for  he  must  maintain,  that  as  long  as  those 
men  remained  in  prison,  so  long  would  the 
rights  of  the  subjects  of  this  country  to 
hold  public  meetings  be  in  abeyance. 
Having  entered  very  fully  on  a  former  oc- 
casion into  the  particulars  of  the  case,  he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  a  repeti- 
tion of  them.  But  the  doctrines  which  had 
recently  been  laid  down  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  ana  which  he  was 
sorry  to  think  had  met  with  the  sanction 
of  a  large  majority  of  the  House^  were  of 
the  most  dangerous  description.  Accord- 
ing to  that  doctrine,  a  constable  was  in- 
vested with  the  power  of  deciding  upon 
the  legality  or  illegality  of  any  public 
meeting  of  the  people  ^  and  that  such  con- 
stable, upon  his  own  responsiblitv,  could 
dissolve  any  such  meeting,  if,  in  his  opin- 
ion, any  speaker  used  language  which  he 
considered  seditious.  The  meeting  held 
at  Sedgeley,  where  Mason  was  interrupted 
by  Beman,  the  constable,  was  perfectly 
legal,  and  if  death  had  happened  to  Mnson^ 
by  being  dragged  off  the  bench,  nothing 
could  have  saved  Beman  from  being  tried 
for  murder.  If  the  language  used  by 
Mason  at  that  meeting  was  seditious,  and 
was  sufficient  to  justify  the  constable  to  in- 
terfere and  disperse  the  assembly^  why  did 
not  the  police  break  in  and  disperse  other 
bodies  of  men,  at  whose  meeting  language 
infinitely  stronger  than  any  that  Mason 
used  were  daily  to  be  heard  ?  IVhy  not 
break  in  and  disperse  the  meeting  of  the 
delegates  of  the  Anti-Corn-kw  League, 
which  was  held  daily  within  a  stone's 
throw  of  the  House  of  Commons  ?  The 
doctrine  put  forth  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  similar  to  that  held  by  the 
magistrates,  and  the  presiding  justice 
at  the  trial  of  Mason  and  others,  in 
his  summing-up  to  the  jury,  and  was 
wholly  irreconcileable  witn  the  spirit  of 
the  British  Constitution.  After  such  ao 
address,  he    (Mr.    Thomas   Duncombe) 
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could  not  blame  the  jury  for  tbe  verdict 
they  returned.  The  whole  question  re- 
solved itself  into  this  —  what  was  the 
power  of  the  constables?  The  conse- 
quence of  the  interference  of  Beman  was, 
that  the  meeting  was  dispersed,  and  these 
men  were  committed  to  prison — Mason 
for  six  months,  some  for  four  months,  and 
others  for  two  months.  Ma9on  was  a  man 
of  respectable  station,  and  a  lecturer  ;  but 
the  others  were  working  men,  with  large 
families.  Much  to  the  credit  of  the  people 
of  Sedgeljr  and  Stafford,  they,  without  dis- 
tinction of  party  politics,  bein^  impressed 
with  the  hardship  of  the  imprisonment  of 
these  men,  had  raised  a  subscription  to 
maintain  their  families.  This  showed  that 
the  public  were  by  no  means  impressed 
with  the  belief  that  these  persons  were 
justly  punished,  and  that  the  feeling  of 
the  people  was  hostile  to  the  magistrates. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  hsA  a  right 
to  call  upon  the  House  to  interfere,  and 
express  some  opinion  upon  the  sulject.  He 
might  be  told,  that  this  was  an  interference 
with  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  That 
was  the  old  story.  Anything  that  was  at  all 
inconvenient  or  unpleasant  to  the  Minister 
of  the  day,  was  always  called  an  interference 
with  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown.  But  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
advise  the  Crown  upon  every  subject,  and 
more  particularlv  upon  a  subject  affecting 
the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people.  No 
public  meeting  could  be  held  during  the  en- 
suing winter— when,  from  the  extreme  dis- 
tress which  prevailed,  it  might  be  expected 
that  the  people  would  assemble  together  to 
discuss  the  cause  of  their  suffSerings — if  the 
doctrines  of  the  riffht  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Secretarv  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, of  Mr.  Wemlow  the  magistrate,  of 
Beman  the  constable,  of  Malleheu  the  in- 
spectori  and  of  Mr.  Jeremy,  the  po- 
lice-magistrate, were  correct.  Without 
troubling  the  House  further,  he  would 
merely  say,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  give  an  assurance  that  the  cases  of 
these  men  should  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion, be  should  be  happy  to  leave  it  in  his 
hands;  but  if  no  promise  were  given  that 
this  case  would  meet  with  the  merciful 
consideration  of  the  Crown^  he  should 
only  be  discharging  his  duty  in  askins  the 
House  to  agree  to  the  address  which  he 
was  about  to  propose.  The  Session  was 
about  to  close,  during  which  they  had  done 
many  acts  of  great  mjustice  towards  tbe 
people  :  he  now  wished,  before  they  sepa- 
rated, to  give  them  the  opportunity  of  domg 


one  act  of  grace ;  and  they  could  not  do  a 
better  act  of  grace  than  to  address  the 
Crown  for  the  release  of  these  men  firom 
prison — men  whose  incarceration  had  been 
effected  by  an  immense  straining  of 
the  existing  law.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  begged  leave  to  move,  that  ao 
humble  address  be  presented  to  her  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  her  Majesty  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  take  into  her  Ma- 
jesty's merciful  consideration  the  case  of 
John  Mason  and  seven  working  men,  coo- 
flned  in  Stafford  gaol,  with  a  view  to  their 
immediate  discharge. 

Sir  James  Graham  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  con- 
sidered it  necessary  again  to  bring  this  par- 
ticular subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  more  especially  in  the  form  in 
which  he  had  now  presented  it,  because  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  would  be  very  sorry  to 
sanction  any  course  which  might  interfere 
with  the  impartial  administration  of  the 
law.  This  was  the  third  occasion  upon 
which  it  had  been  his  duty  to  resist  mo. 
tions  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  upon 
subjects  of  this  description.  On  the  first 
occasion  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  contended 
that  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
to  make  the  House  of  Commons  a  court  of 
appeal  from  the  ordinary  courts  of  judica- 
ture. The  hon.  Gentleman  himself  ad- 
mitted that  he  meant  to  impugn  the  con- 
duct of  the  magistrate  who  authorised  the 
prosecution,  and  he  also  impugned  the 
summing-up  of  the  presiding  magistrate  at 
the  trial.  This  was  a  distinct  admission 
that  he  did  seek  to  make  the  House  a  court 
of  appeal  from  the  courts  of  legal  juris, 
diction  of  the  country.  He  would  not 
deny  that  in  extreme  cases,  where  malver- 
sation of  the  judge  might  be  aU^ed,  it  was 
competent  for  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
the  exercise  of  its  highest  functions,  to  in- 
terfere; but  he  could  not  discover  that 
upon  this  occasion  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
the  slightest  ground  to  impugn  the  motives 
or  the  conduct  of  the  mamtxate  or  the 
presiding  judge.  The  hon.  Gentlenan  bad 
said  that  if  death  had  ensued  by  the  inter- 
ference of  Beman,  the  constable  at  Sedge- 
ley,  he  (Bemen)  would  have  been  guQtyof 
murder.  But  that  was  a  begging  of  tlie 
whole  question ;  because,  if  the  meetinff 
were  illegal  and  death  had  ensued,  it  would 
have  been  justifiable  homicide.  Tbe  only 
question  hinged  upon  this  potnt'—whether 
the  meeting  was  legal  or  not  Upon  that 
question  there  was  the  verdict  of  the  juiy 
and  the  summing  up  of  the  chairman,  who 
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was  a  barrister  of  many  years*  standing — 
a  man  conversant  with  criminal  trials — of 
unimpeachable  character,  of  great  experi- 
ence>  and  who  had  presided  at  the  sessions 
of  the  county  of  Stafford  for  ten  or  eleven 
years.  The  strong  presumption,  therefore, 
was  in  favour  of  the  verdict  of  the  jury, 
and  of  the  correct  summing-up  of  the 
judge.  He  did  not  think  this  was  a  case 
in  which  the  House  would  act  wisely  in 
converting  itself  into  an  appellate  tribunal 
upon  the  criminal  laws  of  the  country.  The 
Executive  Government,  in  advising  the 
Crown  to  administer  justice  in  mercy,  must 
have  regard  to  the  circumstances  of  each 
case*  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Mason,  who,  as 
the  hon.  Member  had  said  was  not  a  work- 
ing man,  but  a  hired  and  paid  lecturer,  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  had  heard  statements 
which  very  much  impressed  his  mind.  That 
person  had  gone  into  Stafibrdshire  among  a 
people  who  were  in  a  state  of  considerable 
excitement,  where  there  were  large  bodies 
of  men  out  of  employment;  some  from 
conduct  of  their  own,  which  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  could  not  justify;  and  others 
under  circumstances  more  to  be  regarded 
with  compassion  than  to  be  visited  with 
severity;  and  there  among  these  persons 
this  Mr.  Mason  had,  to  say  the  least,  used 
very  indiscreet  language,  such  as  was  cal- 
culated to  exasperate  rather  than  appease 
the  people.  He  considered  that  persons  so 
acting  were  deserving  of  great  censure. 
He  (Sir  James  Graham)  could  not  compro- 
mise the  unfettered  discretion  of  the  Go- 
vernment under  these  circumstances,  and 
he  hoped  the  majority  of  the  House  would 
support  him  in  resisting  the  motion. 

Mr.  Hawes  thought,  under  the  circum- 
stances, this  case  was  one  which  it  would 
well  become  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, and  his  Colleagues,  to  bring  under  the 
merciful  consideration  of  t!)e  Crown.  He 
did  not  approve  all  that  had  been  said  by 
Mason,  but  he  thought  the  fact  of  his  being 
a  paid  lecturer  ought  not  to  excite  a  pre- 
judice against  him.  He  considered  that 
the  constable  who  seized  Mason  had  in- 
terfered very  improperly  at  the  meeting. 
He  had  frequently  attended  similar  meet- 
ings, and  he  would,  when  he  considered  it 
his  duty,  attend  such  meetings  in  future. 
He  hoped  the  people  would  not  be  deterred 
by  what  bad  occurred,  with  reference  to  this 
case,  from  attending  public  meetings,  and 
freely  ezpreising  their  opinions,  even 
though  they  might  do  so  in  somewhat 
strong  language.  Indeed,  the  exercise  of 
this  right  constituted  one  of  the  safeguards 
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of  the  liberties  of  the  people.  It  was 
something  new  to  be  told  that  such  meet- 
ings were  unlawful ;  and  he  was  still  more 
surprised  that  it  should  be  stated,  on  high 
authority,  that  constables  were  to  be  con- 
stituted the  judges  of  their  legality  or  ille- 
gality. He  was  convinced  that  all  mode- 
rate men  entertained  strong  objections  to 
the  interference  of  the  police  at  meetings 
of  the  people,  without  just  and  sufficient 
cause ;  and  he  had  been  greatly  surprised 
that  such  a  doctrine  should  be  held  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  as  that  which  had 
been  advanced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite. 

Mr.  R.  Yorke  would  in  that  House,  in 
his  capacity  of  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
adopt  the  very  words  used  by  these  men, 
and  he  would  repeat  them  at  the  first  pub- 
lic meeting  he  attended.  As  he  under- 
stood the  case,  the  magistrates  had  pro- 
posed a  compromise  to  these  men;  the 
magistrates  had  sent  to  them  the  night  be- 
fore the  trial,  and  had  proposed  that  if 
they  would  plead  guilty,  they  should  either 
have  tio  punishment  or  a  very  slight  one. 
This  case  seemed  to  him,  in  a  constitu- 
tional point  of  view,  to  be  of  a  very  grave 
complexion ;  it  could  not  be  too  often 
brought  forward,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  would  persevere 
in  his  motion,  and  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it. 

Mr.  Brotherton  recommended  his  hon. 
Friend  not  to  press  the  motion  to  a  di- 
vision, for  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  be  convinced  that  something 
should  be  done,  and  he  would  rather  trust 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  consider- 
ation of  the  case  than  to  any  expression  of 
opinion  by  a  division. 

Mr.  T,  S.  Duncombe  hoped,  after  all 
that  had  been  said,  that  tliere  would  be  no 
objection  to  his  motion,  and  that  the  House 
would  assent  to  it,  more  particularly  as  he 
had  heard  nothing  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  to  induce  him  to  withdraw 
it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  admitted,  that  it 
was  the  privilege  of  the  House  to  express  an 
opinion,  although  the  House  ought  not  to 
interfere  on  light  grounds.  He  (Mr.  Dun- 
combe) said,  that  this  was  no  light  matter 
when  working  men  with  from  two  to  eight 
children  were  deprived  of  their  liberty  un. 
justly.  He  said,  that  they  had  not  violated 
any  law;  the  Government  did  not  say, 
that  they  had  violated  any,  and  it  was  evi- 
dent, that  the  magistrates  thought  they 
had  not,  otherwise  they  would  not  have 
offered  a  compromise.  The  men  refused 
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the  offer  ;  they  would  not  in  their  persons 
compromise  the  right  of  the  people  to  meet 
and  discuss  their  grievances.  He  regretted 
to  find,  that  since  he  had  noticed  this  case^ 
the  treatment  of  the  prisoners  was  more 
severe — that  they  were  now  forbidden  to 
see  their  friends^  and  that  notice  was  even 
sent  to  Mason  that  he  should  not  see  his 
wife.  This  made  him  thinks  that  these 
proceedings  were  instituted  by  the  magis- 
trates of  Staffordshire  for  party  purposes. 
He  knew  that  his  noticing  the  case  in  the 
House,  or  that  anything  he  might  do  would 
not  injure  the  case  of  these  men  with  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Baronet.  He  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Ilouse^  but  it  should  be  by  no  con- 
sent of  his  that  these  honest  men  con- 
tinued one  moment  longer  in  prison. 

The  House  divided. — Ayes  30;    Noes 
53:  Majority  23. 

Liti  of  the  Ates. 


O'Connell,  D. 
O'Conor,  Don. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  It. 
Smithy  B. 
Tufoell,  II. 
Turner^  £• 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Ward,  H.  O. 
Wood,  B. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 


Aglionby,  II.  A. 

Barclay,  D. 

Bowring,  Dr. 

Brotherton,  J. 

BuUer,  C. 

Cave,  hon.  R.  O. 

Cobden,  R. 

Dalmeny,  Lord 

Duncan,  G. 

Ebriogton,  Visct. 

Gibson,  T.  M. 

Gill,T. 

lieathcoat,  J. 

Htll,  Lord  M. 

flame,  J.  tellers. 

Ilunphery,  Mr.  Aid.     Duncombe,  T. 

Mangles,  R.  D.  Hawes,  B. 

Liit  of  the  Nets. 

A'Court,  Capt.  Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Arkwright,  G.  Hardinge,rt.hn.Sir  II. 

Baird,W.  Henley,  J.  W. 

Baldwin,  fi.  Hodgson,  R, 

Baring,  hon.  W.  B.  Hogg,  J.  W. 

Bateson,  R.  Hope,  hon.  C. 

Boldero,  H.  O.  Howard,  P.  H. 

Borthwick,  P.  Jermyn,  Earl 

Botfield,  B.  Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 

Cockburn,rt.  bn.Sir  G .  Langston,  J .  II . 

Collet t,  W .  R.  I/)ckharl,  W. 

Cripps,  W.  Lygon^  hon.  Gen. 

Dick,  Q.  Mastermarf,  J. 

Eliot,  Lord  Kicholl,  right  hon.  J. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Palmer,  R. 

Fuller,  A.  E.  Peel,  right  hon. Sir  R. 

Ga8kell,J.Milaes  Polhill,F. 

Glad8tone,rt.hn.W.B.  Pollock,  Sir  F. 

Gordon,  hon,  CapU  Praed,  W.  T. 

(lorc,  M.  Round,.!, 

(iduiburn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Sanderoon,  R. 

tiraharo,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Sutton,  hon    li.  M. 

Greene,  T.  '*     *      '^  '^ 


Thompson,  Aid. 
Tollemacbe,  hn.  F.  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Vifian,  J.  £. 


Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Freraantle,  T. 
Pringle,  R. 


Tub  Rajah  op  Sattara.]    Mr.  Hu 
rose  to  make  the  motion  of  which  be  had 
given  notice,  in  reference  to  the  cane  of 
the  Rajah  of  Sattara.     He  said,  the  ctr- 
curostances  connected  with  the  depositioo 
of  that  Prince,  had  reoeired  less  public 
attention,  both  in  India  and  this  coun- 
try than  they  deserved.     He  should  hare 
thought    that    the    very    misforumet  of 
the  Rajali  entitled  him  to  general   sym- 
pathy ;    and    when    it    was    considmd 
that    he    was    one    of   a    long    line    of 
princes  who  had  been  at  the  head  of  the 
Mahratta    empire,  some   little  attentioa 
should  be  paid  to  bis  demand  for  rediemL 
He  contended  that  the  prince  had  been 
most  unjustly  treated,  and  that  the  ccm. 
duct  of  the  East-India  Company  towards 
him  was  anything  but  creditable  to  them. 
The  conduct  of  the  Rajah  of  Sattara,  as  an 
ally  of  the  British  Government,  had  gaiacd 
for  seventeen  years,  the  entire  approbation 
of  the  directors  of  the  East-India  Con- 
pan  f.     What  had  produced  the  change? 
He  had  been  charged  with  interfering  with 
the  native  seapoys;   but  how  little  was 
there  to  fear  mm  him,  over  whose  diatriet 
the  Bombay  forces  were  thickly  acaUeied ! 
Then  there  was  a  commisMOB  to  inqniie 
into  those  charces.    That  inquiry  waa  se- 
cret ;  the  Rajah  had  no  opportunity  of  do- 
fending  himself;   and  endence  waa  re- 
ceived from  peiBoos  of  the  most  suqiicions 
character.    The  steps  taken  to  obtain  ovi. 
dence  were  such  as  in  any  part  of  India 
would  procure  evidence  against  the  most 
respectable  men  in  that  country.  The  hoo. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  :<-* 

**  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
her  M»esty»  that  she  will  be  gracioasly  pleased 
in  conformity  with  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
presented  to  this  House  by  Purtaub  Shean, 
the  deposed  Rajah  of  Sattara,  now  a  state 
prisoner  at  Benares,  to  direct  that  a  full  in. 
▼csligation  of  the  charges  preferred  against 
him  be  made  before  her  Majes^'s  PHvy 
Council,  upon  the  evidence  taken  in  India  and 
sent  to  tlie  Court  of  Direetofs  of  the  East- 
India  Company;  which  evidence  the  Rajah 
has  never  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  or 
answering,  in  order  that  he  may  receive  that 
justice  which,  as  he  states,  'had  his  lot  been 
that  of  a  peasant,  he  would  have  had  a  right 
,«  -I..;—  #wnni  the  laws  of  the  British  realm.'  *• 
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most  injured  individiia]^  and  he  felt  per- 
suaded that  when  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence WM  fully  and  fairly  considered,  an 
effort  would  be  made  to  repdr  the  injus- 
tice of  which  he  had  been  tlie  victim. 

An  Hod.  Member  moved  that  the  House 
be  connted. 

Houae  counted  out  and  adjourned  at  a 
quarter  to  eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  August  5,  1842. 

MriruTBfcl  BfUA  PiiUIe.— S*-  Tobaoco  RcguUitions: 
DaigDf  Copyitght ;  SUvery  (Eni  Indies) ;  Bribery  at 
EleccSam  (No.  2);  Slave  Trade  Supprenion;  Militia 
Pay. 

Committed  amd  Beparted^^Dvitilia  Boundaries;    Four 
Coarta  Mai^uUaea  (DubUa). 
Jbyofttd^-Imperial  Bank  ofEnf^and. 
S*-  and  pawed t^Minitatioo  of  Actions  (Ireland);  St 
Asaph  and  Bangor  Prefennents;  Colonial  Passeqgen; 
PouUe  Cost! :  Slave  Trade  Suppieaion  Act  SuspeoBon ; 
ParMi  CoQsUUeii  Rivers  (Ireland). 
HeeHved  the  Boyat  Assfnt.— Stamp  Duties  Animila- 
tion;  Assewed  Taxes  (Na  2) ;    Stamp  Dotlea ;  Lunacy  s 
LlCTnairi  Lunatic  Aiylums ;  Conrt  of  Exchequer  (Eng- 
land); Western  Aitftnlia;   Primrose  Hill;    Joint  Stock 
fiaokiag  Companies :  St  Briavelli  Small  Debta ;  Grand 
Jury  Prcaentmeols  (Ireland);  Draina^  (Ireland);  Game 
CertSfleatcs  (iTdand) ;  CrawfunTs  Estate;  DukeofBuek- 
ta^haraTk  Estate  i  Lord  Dinoitien's  Estate. 

pBTiTioKs  Prbsbittbd.  By  Lord  Campbell,  firom  Catholic 
PllBlen,  in  foroiir  of  the  Copyright  of  Designs  Bill.— 
From  the  Clergy  of  Down  and  Connor,  for  the  Enoou- 
ragement  of  Sdiools  In  oonneoUon  with  the  Church  Edu- 
CBtkm  Sofltety. 

Beibert  at  Elections.]]  Lord  Camp^ 
beU  noved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bribery  at  ElectionB  Bill,  and  briefly  stated 
its  nature  and  object.  It  was,  the  noble  and 
kamed  Lord  observed,  intended  to  pre- 
vent as  much  as  possible  the  recurrence  of 
nuoaerons  instances  of  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion such  as  had  prevailed  of  late  to  so 
great  an  extent.  Amongst  its  principal 
enaetmeoCs  were  the  abolition  of  treating 
before  the  test  of  the  writ,  or  after  the  re- 
turn, by  having  theon  considered  as  equi- 
valent to  bribery.  Payment  of  head-mo- 
ney was  to  be  ri^arded  in  the  same  light, 
and  in  cases  of  ''compromise,"  where 
charges  of  bribery  had  been  brought  and 
abandoned,  the  election  committee  was  to 
have  power  to  inquire  into  them,  and,  if  it 
thought  proper,  to  examine  (he candidates 
and  agents,  but  subject  to  the  ordinary 
rules  of  evidence,  by  which  a  msn  was  not 
lx>und  to  criminate  himself,  fie  could 
wish  that  the  bill  had  gone  a  little  further, 
and  abolished  the  bribery  oath,  which,  for 
purposes  of  preventing  bribery,  was  worse 
than  useless.  He  did  not  believe  it  pos- 
sible to  prevent  bribery  in  every  case,  but 


to  prevent  it  to  a  great  exieiU  would  be 
most  desirable,  and  in  that  way  he  ex- 
pected much  good  from  the  working  of 
this  bill. 

Lord  Brougham  expressed  his  full  ap- 
probation  of  this  bill  as  far  as  it  went.   He 
agreed  with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  bill  would  do  much  good — but  he 
wished,  with  him,  that  it  had  been  carried 
much  further.     For  instance,  he  thought 
it  would  be  most  desirable  to  abolish  the 
bribery  oath,  for  the  effect  of  that  oath 
was,  not  to  diminish  bribery, but  to  increase 
perjury.  He  should  like,  also,  that  bribery, 
when  clearly  established  a^^ainst  a  candi- 
didate,  should  be  a  disqualification  of  him 
for  life  for  a  seat  in  Parliament.     No  such 
object,  however,  seemed   to   have    been 
broached  by  Oie  framers  of  this  bill.     He 
had  not  gone  through  the  voluminous  mass 
of  evidence  which  had  been  reported  by 
election  committees  this  Session,  because 
the  greater  portion  of  it  had  not  yet  been 
printed  ;  but  there  was  one  report  which 
he  had    read.     It   occupied  three  pages, 
and  if  it  was  to  be  taken  as  a  specimen  of 
the   mode   of    proceed iiig^s   in    the  other 
committees,  it  rertainly  did  leave  much  to 
desire  by  way  of  improvement  in  the  sys- 
tem  of  election  committees.     The  com- 
mittee, he  found,  had   the  same  consti- 
tuent parts  as  other    election    commit- 
tees.     There    were    at    one    side    three 
gentlemen  professing  one  set  of  political 
principles,  on  the  other  three  gentlemen 
of  antagonist  principles,  and  the  gentle- 
man who  presided  over  and  formed  one  of 
this  tribunal  might  have  belonged  to  either 
party  according  to  the  system,  but  in  this 
particular  case  he  was  a  Whig.    On  look- 
ing over  the  report  of  the  proceedings,  he 
found  that  there  had  been  three  divisions 
in  the  committee.     On  eadh  of  these  di- 
visions (one  of  which  was  to  decide  the 
most  important  question — whether  the  sit- 
ting Members  were  to  be  unseated),  the 
numbers  were  three  at  each  side.  Nothing 
could  appear  more  fair  and  impartial  than 
such  an  equal  division  ;  but  on  examining 
more  closely  it  was  found,  that  the  three 
at  one  side  were  composed  of  men  of  one 
party,and  the  three  at  the  other  side  were  of 
the  opposite  political  party.    In  this  equal 
division  the  vote  of  the  chairman  alone 
could   decide,  and  he   gave  it  conscien- 
tiously no  doubt,  and  it  was  no  disparage- 
ment to  him  to  state,  that  it  so  happened 
that  on  each  of  those  three  divisions  the 
opinion  of  that  gentleman  coincided  ex- 
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actly  with  those  of  the  three  gentlemen  | 
who  belonged  to  his  own  politioal  party.  | 
He  did   not  blame  any  hon.  Member  for 
being  found  at  one  side  or  the  other  of 
those  divisions.    If  blame  lay  anywhere,  it 
was   the  system  which   threw  them  into 
such  curious  positions.     From  all  that  he 
had  been   able   to  learn   relative  to  this 
Ipswich  committee,  it  seemed  to  him  to 
present  no  exception  whatever  to  the  con- 
clusion  which  be  had  formed  relative  to 
preceding  cases  from  perusing  the  votes  of 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  that  in 
eleven  cases  out  of  twelve,  and  now  he 
might  say  in  twelve  out  of  thirteen,  the 
decision  of  the  committee  was  determined 
by  the  opinion  of  the  chairman,  half  the 
Members  regularly  voting  one  way,  and 
half  the  other.     He  hoped  that  what  had 
passed  in  these  committees,  and  the  new 
light  which  had  been  lately  thrown  upon 
their  proceedings,  would  make  clear  the 
justice,  expediency,   and  he   might   say 
decency,  of  the  House  of  Commons  parting 
with  the  jurisdiction  which  he  would  not 
say  a  committee  of  that  House  was  always 
more  incapable  of  satisfactorily  or  justly 
exercising  than  any  other  body  that  could 
be  named,  but  of  which  the  public  mind 
had  received  the  unalterable  and  indelible 
impression,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
never  could  exercise  it  with  satisfaction  to 
the  country.    There  was  no  good  reason 
why  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  different  from  all  other 
tribunals,  which  held  it  not  only  necessary 
to  do  substantial  justice,  but  to  satisfy 
the  country  that  they  did  dispense  sub- 
stantial justice— justice,   not  only    pure, 
but  unsuspected. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  that  as  the  country 
had  already  had  a  Grenville  Act  and  a 
Peel's  Act,  settling  the  law  relative  to 
elections,  he  now  hoped  they  would  have 
a  Brougham  Act.  There  was  no  reason 
why  such  a  measure  should  not  be  intro- 
duced into  that  House,  explained  and 
supported  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
and  accepted  by  the  Commons. 
Bill  was  then  read  a  second  time. 
Their  Lordships  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  August  5,  1842. 

lfivDTSB.1    BiLU.    PvMitf.— I*     Skve  Tnde  Suapoiioii 
(PortugiMW  Vt«el«);  LimiuUoo  of  AcUou  (IreUiid)t 
HealUi  of  Towns. 
CowwWirf-^Bankniptey  Law  Ancndment;  NewfouBd- 


land;  Corentxy  Boundary:   Lav  of  Evideotti  Coanty 

Cottrti. 

IUporicd.—  ConK>lidated Fundi  Exdieiiiicr  BiUa. 
3«-  and  pMed :— EodcriMUoal  Cocpontians;  Comt  of 
Chancery  OfBcct ;  Canada  Loan;  Eaat  India  Bnliapa. 
PritM/e.— Aporfed.— Sewdf%  Divorae. 
3*-  mill  im«m\  -    Pimiirt  rifafr :  Streets  DHorae. 
PBnrroics  PRsaaKTBD.    By  Mr.   Braadley,  ftom  HoU, 
Herbert  Stunny,  and  Viea-Preiident  of  Uie  Chamber  of 
Coouneroe,  Maneheiter,  to  portpooe  flie  Bankmiitey  Law 
AmaKtanent  BilL  -By  Mr.  Stuart.  Mr.  MaddmiOB,  Mr« 
D.  Baiday,  and  SirH.  Douglaa.  ftom  Wine  McKhanli  of 
Colcherter,  Bodfoid.  Bury  SL  Edmund*!,  nd  other  places 
for  an  aUowinoe  on  their  Stodi-4n-Hand.— By  Mr.  Leftoy. 
ftom  Tuam  and  Ratheoony.  for  an  Alteration  in  tlia 
System  of  Education  (Irdand).— Frcan  Needham  Maitct, 
Stansfleld,  and  Stowmarket,  to  substitute  Aflhraatkass 
for  Qadis.— From  the  Grand  Juries  of  LouKfiivd,  and 
Donegal,   against  placing   Medical  Charities    (Ireland) 
under  the  control  of  ttie  Poor-law  Coonmisrianeta.— By 
Mr.  Brotherton.  ftom  Rochdale,  to  extend  the  County 
Courts  Bill  to  Lancashire— From  P.  Byott,  the  dder  and 
younger,  for  Compensation  under  the  County  Courts  BIB. 
—By  Sir  Thomas  Fremantle,  ftom  Manchester,  toj 
Lancashire  to  participate  in  any  Gruit  for  the 
ragement  of  Tocal  Music.— By  Mr.  M.  FbiUpa, 
Manchester,  against  the  Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment 
BilL— By  Mr.  M.  Gibeon,  ftom  Liverpool,  for  pnihibitary 
Duty  on  the  Importation  of  Manurei^Fram  J.  H.  EUaoCt, 
for  Amendment  of  the  Bankruptcy  and  Insotrent  Lawa. 
By  Mr.  ViUiers,  from  Sudbury,  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws. — ^From  Sdioohnasters  of  Chirmiide,  Aberdour, 
Weem  and  Alford,  for  the  amelioratkin  of  tfaair  Oaii> 
dition.— From  the  Grand  Jury  of  Meath,  for  the  Pn.w 
tion  of  Sheep  Stealing.— From  London,  and  Cicditon  of 
E.  J.  Glynn,  for  Amendment  of  the  law  of  Bankruptey. 


Newfoundland.]  On  the  motion  of 
Lord  Stanley,  the  House  went  iDto  com* 
mittee  on  the  Newfoundland  Bill. 

On  the  6(h  clause,  her  Majesty  em- 
powered '*  to  abolish  the  Legislatm 
Council  of  the  said  island  as  a  distioct 
branch  of  the  Legislature,*' 

Mr.  0*Connell  rose  to  move  the  omis- 
sion of  those  words.     He  said,  that  as  he 
had  on  former  occasions  brought  forward 
many  arguments,  unfortunately  without 
effect,  to  induce  the  House  to  reject  this 
measure   entirely,    he  would  not  again 
press  those  arguments  on  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members.     He  had  been  overpow- 
ered  by  numbers;  but  his  conviction  of 
the  injustice  and  impolicy  of  this  bill  re- 
mained unshaken.     He  strongly  protested 
against  this  mode  of  proceeding  with  any 
of  the  colonists,  however  insignificant  the 
colony  might  be  as  compared  with  the 
importance  of  others.     He  never  would 
consent  that  the  constitution  of  any  colony 
should  be  overthrown  without  investiga- 
tion, without  witnesses  being  examined, 
without  individuals  being  fully  and  fairly 
beard  against  a  measure  that  materially 
abridged  their  political  rights.     The  anni- 
hilation of  the  separate  Chambers  of  Le- 
gislation which  would  be  effected  by  this 
bill  ^as  a  proceeding  that  could  not  be 
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too  strongly  condemned.  Until  lately, 
this  mode  of  legislating  with  only  one 
cbamber  was  unknown  in  our  colonies. 
It  was  founded  on  a  bad  principle,  and 
that  principle  might  be  carried  much  fur- 
ther than  the  noble  Lord  wished  or  ex- 
pected. It  was  at  all  limes  dangerous 
and  unconstitutional,  but  it  was  exceed- 
ingly dangerous  in  relation  to  the  time  in 
which  they  lived.  They  knew  what  had 
occurred  when  all  power  was  centred  in 
the  English  Parliament.  Civil  war,  blood- 
shed, and  ultimately  the  extinction  of  the 
Crown  and  the  abolition  of  monarchy 
were  the  fruits  of  that  event.  That  was 
a  precedent  not  to  be  respected,  and  cer- 
tainly not  to  be  repeated.  He  protested 
against  the  proposed  alteration  in  the 
constitution  of  Newfoundland,  and  on 
that  question  he  should  take  the  sense  of 
the  House.  There  was  not  a  more  loyal 
people  on  the  face  of  the  earth  than  the 
people  of  Newfoundland — no  people  could 
feel  a  more  firm  affection  for  the  Throne 
and  for  the  Sovereign  ;  and  the  reward  of 
their  loyalty  was  to  be  the  annihilation  of 
the  popular  part  of  their  constitution. 
There  was  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  the  proposed  change,  and  he  should 
ever  contend  that,  in  making  it,  New- 
foundland was  treated  with  gross  injus- 
tice. 

Lord  Stanley  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  was  not  advisable,  gene- 
rally, to  carry  on  the  legislature  by  means 
of  one  Chamber  only  ;  bat  under  the 
present  circumstances  of  this  colony, 
where  one  House  constantly  rejected  the 
bills  of  the  other,  he  thought  it  would 
conduce  to  the  more  harmonious  manage> 
ment  of  the  aflfairs  of  the  colony,  if  they 
were  to  merge  the  two  Chambers  into 
one.  He  felt  confident  it  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  the  colony  to  abolish  the 
Legislative  Council  as  a  distinct  Assem- 
bly. The  right  hon.  Member  was  not 
correct  in  supposing  that  those  in  the 
Council  who  were  nominees  of  the  Crown, 
would  be  at  the  control  of  the  Crown. 
He  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  were  few  bodies  so  difHcult  to 
control  by  the  Crown  as  this,  though  they 
held  their  appointments  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Crown ;  and  the  reason  was,  that 
the  remuneration  was  not  great,  and  the 
appointments  were  far  from  being  sought 
after.  As  far  as  the  Crown,  therefore,  was 
concerned,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  need 
be  under  no  apprehension  of  the  ten  mem- 


bers who  were  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment  being  unduly  influenced. 

Mr.  V,  Smith  said*  that  in  giving  his 
vote  in  favour  of  this  clause,  he  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  in  any  way 
sanctioning  the  permanent  abolition  of 
the  Legislative  Council.  The  noble  Lord 
had  at  his  (Mr.  V.  Smith's)  desire,  intro- 
duced a  clause  making  this  a  temporary 
measure ;  it  was,  in  fact,  merely  an  ex- 
periment, such  as  had  been  tried  in  New 
South  Wales  and  Australia.  He  did  not 
participate  in  the  Conservative  fears  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  that  if  they 
abolished  the  Legislative  Assembly  in 
Newfoundland,  the  same  step  would  fol- 
low here,  and  that  we  should  proceed  to 
do  away  with  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
certainly  thought  there  was  no  ground  for 
any  such  Conservative  apprehension.  He 
would,  however,  beg  to  suggest,  that  in 
this  clause,  it  would  be  as  well  to  preserve 
the  number  as  it  already  existed  in  the 
Legislative  Council.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether  it  was  meant  that 
those  of  the  Legislative  Council  who  sat 
in  the  United  Assembly  should  be  movea- 
ble by  the  Governor  from  their  seats  in 
the  United  Assembly?  He  wished  to 
know  whether  that  was  intended,  as  he 
thought  the  clause  would  have  that  effect  ? 
Guarding  his  vote  by  the  assumption  that 
this  was  only  a  temporary  measure,  he 
should  record  it  in  favour  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  P,  Howard  opposed  the  principle 
of  the  bill.  On  the  principle  of  the  recom- 
mendation of  Lord  Ripon,  the  reduction 
of  the  official  men  in  the  Assembly  to 
three  or  five,  would  give  the  Government 
all  it  could  desire,  while  so  small  a  num- 
ber could  not  control  or  overwhelm  the 
deliberations  of  the  Assembly.  This 
course  would  be  better  than  swamping  the 
public  voice  by  a  side-wind,  and  reducing 
the  political  privileges  of  the  people  to  a 
mere  nullity. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  inhabitants  of  New- 
foundland were  unheard  and  unrepre- 
sented, and  the  House  was  now  about  to 
deprive  them  of  the  greatest  of  privileges 
— that  of  managing  their  own  affairs.  If 
this  disfranchisement  were  to  be  applied 
to  any  one  English  borough,  there  was 
not  a  Member  who  would  not  be  ready  to 
cry  out  against  its  injustice.  He  was 
prepared  to  prove,  that  all  that  had  been 
alleged  against  the  constituencies,  were 
gross  exaggerations.    The  hon.  Member 
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read  an  extract  from  (heir  petition,  stating 
that  they  behcvcd,  if  the  constitution  was 
to  he  al>olishe(),  it  would  be  better  that 
the  attairs  of  the  colony  should  be  entirely 
managed  by  a  committee  appointed  by 
tlic  Govern incnt.  Let  them  not  think 
this  oppression  would  be  exercised  with- 
out endeavours  by  the  colonists  to  regain 
their  rights  and  liberties.  No  abrogation 
of  the  constitution  whatever  ought  to  be 
mnde ;  iind,  therefore^  he  should,  with 
great  pleasure,  support  the  amendment, 
and  join  his  hon.  Friend  in  his  exertions 
to  obstruct,  by  every  possible  means,  the 
progress  of  tliis  bill. 

Mr.  fVysc  gave  his  most  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  clause.  The  amalga- 
mation of  tiie  two  legislative  bodies  would 
deprive  the  people  of  Newfoundland  of 
their  just  and  legal  rights,  and  would  have 
a  very  injurious  effect  upon  the  other  co- 
lonies of  the  empire. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out, 
stand  part  of  the  bill : — Ayes  80  ;  Noes 
18:   M..jority  62. 

Mr.  iXConnell  wished  the  number  of 
the  uuminecs  appointed  by  the  Crown  to 
be  five  instead  of  ten  ;  he  should,  there- 
fore move,  that  the  words  **  one-fourth  " 
should  be  substituted  for  the  words  *'  t^vo- 
lifths." 

Lord  Stanley  J  in  opposing  the  amend- 
ment, said  thut  under  the  new  constitu- 
tion, he  hud  left  to  the  popular  will  a  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  council  — 15 
to  10;  but  he  cotdd  not  consent  to  give 
to  the  popular  will  such  a  majority — 15 
to  5 — as  woidd  enable  it  at  any  time  to  ride 
over  the  Representatives  of  the  Crown  and 
of  the  aristocratic  classes. 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  the  influence 
of  the  representatives  was  not  to  l)c  mea- 
sured by  the  mere  rule  of  vulgar  arith- 
metic. 

Mr.  IVyse  urged  that  some  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  would  always 
sup|K)rt  the  nominees  of  the  Crown,  and 
with  so  small  a  difference  as  that  between 
fifteen  and  ten  would  give  to  them  a  cer- 
tain majority  on  all  occasions. 

Mr.  y.  Smith  opposed  the  asnendmenty 
but  he  did  not  exactly  approve  of  the 
numbers  proposed  in  the  clause.  He 
tbouglit  that  the  nambert  ought  to  have 
remained  the  same  as  they  now  wfierci 
bmf  he  cmiicl  not  Mppoit  so  grate  a  dimi- 


Mr.  flume  said,  that  the  representatives 
of  the  people  had  formerly  gained  a  mere 
majority-^only  just  a  majority — but  with 
the  ten  nominees  of  the  Crown  against 
them,  they  would  always  be  in  a  minority. 
The  noble  Lord  had  called  those  pominees 
a  check,  and  only  a  check  upon  the  people, 
but  would  the  noble  Lord  leave  to  the 
|)eopIe  that  which  was  everywhere  ad- 
mitted to  be  their  right,  an  absolute  dis- 
posal of  the  taxation  of  the  colony,  and 
prevent  the  nominees  of  the  Crown  from 
voting  on  any  question  of  supply?  The 
noble  Lord  was  establishing  an  oligarchy, 
than  which  he  would  prefer  that  the  af- 
fairs of  the  colony  should  be  managed  by 
a  board  sitting  in  Downing-street. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  two  fifths  stand  part  of  the 
clause — Ayes  82;  Noes  21  :  Majority  61. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  C'apt. 
Allix,J.  P. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baird,  W. 
Beniinck,  Lord  G. 
Biackburne,  J.  1 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldcro,  H.  G, 
BotfiLld,  B. 
Broad  ley,  11. 
Bruce,  Lurd  E. 
Burrell,  8ir  C.  M. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Corry,  rl.  hon.  II. 
CresiswcU,  B. 
Damcr,  hun.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
I)ull<>l(l^}^  Sir  11. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
F.ast,  J.  B. 
Eliot,  Lortl 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Flowor,  Sir  J. 
Folletl,  Sir  W.  W. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Forbes.  W. 
Forester,  hn.G.  C.  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstooe,rt.hn.  W.£. 


Gordon,  boo.  Capt. 

Gore,  M. 

Goalburn,  rt.  hon.  II.    Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.    Trotter,  J. 


IJogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Ilussey,  T. 
Inirlisy  Sir  R.  II. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Joliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
J  ones,  Capt« 
Kemble,  II. 

Kiiatchhull.rt.hn^irE. 
Lacelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lcfroy,  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockliart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  U. 
Lyall,  <f . 
Lygon,  hou.  Gen. 
Mackinuou,  W.  A. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Masterman,  J. 
Mcynell,  Capt. 
Muiiday,  E.  M. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
ilepton,  G.  W.  J. 
SandoD,  Visct. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Steward  J. 
Sutton,  hou.  H.  M. 


Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 

HaiiulUMi,W.J. 
UaidingcJTt.  hn.  Sir  IL 
HtDley,  J.  W. 


Vemor,  Col. 
Wortiey,  boo.  J.  S. 
YouDf,  J. 

TELLEES* 

Fc^eimmtle^  Sir  T. 
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Aglionby,  11.  A. 
BowriDg,  Dr. 
Brolherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Cobden,  R« 
Duke^  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Fitzroy,  Ix>rd  C. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hamey  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 


IMumridge,  Capt. 
Scholeiield,  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Turner,  E. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  hon.  II.  R. 

TKLLERS. 

(rConnell,  D. 
Howard,  P. 


[Second  Division.  Wc  (^ive  the  names 
on  tbu  division  as  the  most  numerous. 
The  Members  who  voted  on  the  other 
divisions  being  the  same  it  was  superflu- 
ous to  repeat  them.] 

Lord  CFitzroy  moved  the  introduction 
into  the  clause  of  the  words  **  that  such 
Members  of  Council  shall  not  vote  on  any 
question  of  supply,  finance,  or  of  tax- 
ation." 

Mr.  (yConnell  supported  the  amend- 
ment 

Lord  Stanley  opposed  the  motion.  The 
tendency  of  the  Commons  of  Newfound- 
land was  to  vote  liberally  towards  public 
improvements.  The  clause  was  altogether 
intended  to  operate  as  a  check  on  their 
too  great  liberality. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  be  inserted  —  Ayes  22; 
Noes  79;  Majority  57. 

On  the  motion  that  the  clause  do  stand 
part  of  the  bill  the  committee  again  di- 
vided :  —  Ayes  79  ;  Noes  25  :  Majority  54. 

House  resumed.     Bill  to  be  reported. 

RiBBONisM — Armagh  Assizes.]  Mr. 
O'Connell  said,  that  he  believed  he  could 
now  make  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  respecting  the  late  trial  for 
Ribbonism  at  Armagh.  His  object  was 
DOt  to  pronounce  any  premature  censure 
upon  the  Grovernment  as  connected  with 
the  transaction  in  question.  He  thonght 
there  could  possibly  be  only  one  opinion 
as  to  the  nature  of  those  transactions,  es- 
pecially as  to  the  employment  of  the  wit- 
neaa  Hagan.  The  only  question  appeared 
to  be,  upon  whom  did  the  responstbtlity 
Asfolver  If  the  misconcKict  was  to  be 
attribated  to  the  magistrates  and  witnesses, 
they  would  be  liable  to  censure,  and  wtth- 
o«t  antieipating  any  connexion  between 
tfce  OovemiDeDC  and  those  parties,  if  the 
Gomrnmeot  sanctioned  the  conduct   of 

ho  cAougbC  be  would  be 


safe  in  saying  that  the  House  would  be 
unanimous  in  censuring  such  conduct. 
He  did  not  suspect  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
£liot)  participated  in  those  transactions. 
The  mode  in  which  he  personally  con- 
ducted himself  in  Ireland  precluded  such 
a  notion.  It  was  not  for  him  to  speak  in 
terms  of  flattery  of  the  noble  liord,  but  he 
might  speak  of  him  as  an  act  of  justice, 
and  he  was  sure  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
more  power,  there  would  be  no  cause  for 
complaint.  The  trial  at  Armagh  was  one 
of  Ribbonism,  and  as  that  was  an  ex- 
])rcssion  fortunately  not  known  in  this 
country,  he  would  state  what  the  nature  of 
that  offence  was.  It  was  a  crime  com- 
mitted by  persons  who  entered  into  secret 
societies,  and  made  use  of  signs  or  pass 
words  for  the  purpose  of  being  able  to  re- 
cognise each  other.  There  did  not  appear 
to  be  any  defined  object  of  these  associa- 
tions of  persons.  It  was,  however,  cer* 
tainfy,  a  highly  criminal  association,  and 
he  knew  no  man  who  was  really  a  friend 
to  Ireland,  who  had  not  exerted  himself  to 
put  down  these  societies.  He  begged  the 
House  to  keep  in  mind  that  the  possession 
of  pass-words  made  the  person  liable  to 
transportation.  Four  persons  were  tried 
at  the  last  Armagh  assizes;  two  witnesses 
were  produced  to  procure  a  conviction ; 
one  of  these  was  a  man  named  Hagan,  who 
had  acted  as  a  spy  upon  the  prisoners  ;  he 
pretended  to  be  a  Ribbonman,  he  joined 
them ;  made  himself  acquainted  with  their 
secrets  and  their  pass-words,  and  this  he 
had  done  for  the  express  purpose  of  de- 
nouncing them.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  read  the  evidence  of  Hagan^ 
the  approver,  to  the  effect  that  the  magis- 
trates were  aware  of  his  proceedings,  and 
that  he  had  made  Ribbonmen  by  the 
hundred.  He  invented  sixty-three  classes 
of  pnss-words,  and  disseminated  large 
quantities  of  illegal  papers,  the  mere  pos- 
session of  which  was  a  transportable 
offence.  Now  they  were  to  take  every 
word  this  man  had  sworn  as  true;  though 
it  was  difficult,  yet  as  it  had  the  sanction 
of  the  jury,  they  could  not  do  otherwise. 
In  the  next  place  the  Government  must 
also  have  believed  it,  for  they  had  trans-' 
ported  the  persons  convicted  on  that  evi- 
dence. All  he  required  was,  that  the  cor* 
respondence  between  the  magistrates  and 
this  man,  or  the  magistrates  and  the  Gro^ 
vernment,  should  be  produced.  He  did 
not  beVieNe  to  ox\t  vcc^Vwi^^  >^'&x.  ^^  'wJ^^ 
\  Lord  \i«kd  l\x^  \^^^\.>Mtfi^\^^^^  ^^  ^^^^ 
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read  an  extract  from  their  petition,  stating 
that  they  believed,  if  the  constitution  was 
to  he  a(x)Iished,  it  would  be  better  that 
the  aflairs  of  the  colony  should  be  entirely 
managed  by  a  committee  appointed  by 
the  Government.  Let  them  not  think 
this  oppression  would  be  exercised  with- 
out endeavours  by  the  colonists  to  regain 
their  rights  and  liberties.  No  abrogation 
of  the  constitution  whatever  ought  to  be 
made ;  und,  therefore^  he  should,  with 
great  pleasure,  support  (he  amendment, 
and  join  his  hon.  Friend  in  his  exertions 
to  obstruct,  by  every  possible  means,  the 
progress  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  Wyse  gave  his  most  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  clause.  The  amalga- 
mation of  tlie  two  legislative  bodies  would 
deprive  the  people  of  Newfoundland  of 
their  just  and  legal  rights,  and  would  have 
a  very  injurious  effect  upon  the  other  co- 
lonies of  the  empire. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  lefc  out, 
stand  part  of  the  bill : — Ayes  80  ;  Noes 
18:  Miijority  62. 

Mr.  (X Council  wished  the  number  of 
the  nominees  appointed  by  the  Crown  to 
be  five  instead  of  ten;  he  should,  there- 
fore move,  I  hat  the  words  **  one- fourth  ** 
should  be  substituted  for  the  words  *'  two- 
fifths." 

Lord  Stanley f  in  opposing  the  amend- 
ment, said  that  under  the  new  constitu- 
tion, he  had  left  to  the  popular  will  a  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  the  council — 15 
to  10;  but  he  could  not  consent  to  give 
to  the  popular  will  such  a  majoriiy — 15 
to  5 — as  would  enable  it  at  any  time  to  ride 
over  the  Representatives  of  the  Crown  and 
of  the  aristocratic  classes. 

Mr.  (TConnell  said,  that  the  influence 
of  the  rcpresentatiyes  was  not  to  be  mea- 
sured by  the  mere  rule  of  vulgur  arith-* 
mctic. 

Mr.  Wyse  urged  that  some  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  would  always 
support  the  nominees  of  the  Crown,  and 
with  so  small  :i  diflerence  as  that  between 
fifteen  and  (en  would  give  to  them  a  cer- 
tain majority  on  all  occasions. 

Mr.  y.  Smith  opposed  the  atnendment, 
but  Ke  did  not  exactly  approve  of  the 
numbers  proposed  in  the  clause.  He 
thouglit  that  the  numbers  ought  to  have 
remained  the  same  as  they  now  where, 
but  he  could  not  support  so  great  a  dimi- 
nution as  that  proposed  by  the  right  hoD. 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 


Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  representatives 
of  the  people  had  formerly  gained  a  mere 
majority— only  just  a  majority — but  with 
the  ten  nominees  of  the  Crown  against 
them,  they  would  always  be  in  a  minority. 
The  noble  Lord  had  called  those  pominees 
a  check,  and  only  a  check  upon  the  people, 
but  would  the  noble  Lord  leave  to  the 
people  that  which  w^  everywhere  ad- 
mitted to  be  their  right,  an  absolute  dis- 
posal of  the  taxation  of  the  colony,  and 
prevent  the  nominees  of  the  Crown  from 
voting  on  any  question  of  supply?  The 
noble  Lord  was  establishing  ap  oligarchy, 
than  which  he  would  prefer  that  the  af- 
fairs of  the  colony  should  be  managed  by 
a  board  sitting  in  Downing-street. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  two  fifths  stand  part  of  the 
clause — Ayes  82;  Noes  21  :  Majority  61. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Acland,  T.  D.  IJogg,  J.  W. 

A 'Court,  Capt.  Hope,  hon.  C. 

Allix,  J.  P.  Ilussey,  T. 

Arkwright,  G.  Inglis,  Sir  R.  IL 

fiaird,  W.  Jermyti,  Earl 

Bentiock,  Lord  G.  Joliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 

Blackburoej  J.  I  Jones,  Capt« 
Bodkin,  W.  11.  Kemble,  U. 

Boldero,  U.  G.  Knatchhun,rt.bn^irE. 

Botfield,  B.  Lacelles,  bon.  W.  S. 

Broad  ley,  11.  Lefroy,  A. 

Bruce,  Lord  E.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.  Lockhart,  W. 

Clayton,  R.  U.  Lowther,  J.  U. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Lyall,  i\. 

Corry,  rt.  hoo.  11.  Lygoo,  boa.  Gen. 

Cresswell,  B.  Mackinnon,  W.  A. 

Darner,  hon.  Col.  Marsham,  Visct. 

Darby,  G.  Masterman,  J. 

Douglas,  Sir  II.  Meynetl,  Capl. 

Douglas,  Sir  C  E.  Monday,  E.  M. 

East,  J.  B.  Nicholl,  rt.  boo.  J. 

Eliot,  Lord  Palmer,  R. 

Estcourt,  T.  G.  B.  Palmer,  G. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Peel,  rt.  lion.  Sir  B. 

Folletl,  Sir  W.  W.  Peel,  J. 

Ffolliott,  J.  Polhill,  F. 

Forbes,  W.  Pollock,  Sir  P. 

Forester,  hn.G.  C.  W.  Pringta,  A. 

Fuller,  A.  E.  Raptoo,  G.  W.  J. 

Gaskell,  J.  Milnes  Saadot,  Viaot. 

GladstoBe^t.kn.  W.E.  Stanley,  Lord 

Gordon,  boo.  Capt.  Stewart,  J. 

Gore,  M.  Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Goolbum,  rt.  hon.  II.  Trench,  Sir  P.  W. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Trotter,  J. 

Gram,  Sir  A.  C.  Vemor,  Got. 

Grogan,  £.  Worlley,  hon.  J.  B. 

Hamilton,  W.  J.  Young,  J. 
Llardinge,rt.  bn.  Sir  II. 
Henley,  J.  W.  TCLLcas. 

Hervey,  Lord  A.  FreemantJe,  Sir  T* 

Hodgson,  K.  Bariog,  H, 
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Aglionby,  U.  A. 
Bowriogy  Dr. 
Brothertooy  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Duke^  Sir  J. 
DuQcan^  G. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
I]  awes,  8. 
Hume,  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell^  Capl. 


Pluroridge,  Cnpt. 
Scbolefield,  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sinithi  rt.  hoo.  R.  V. 
Turner,  E. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wysc,  T. 
Yorke,  hon.  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

O'Connell,  D. 
Howard,  P. 


[Second  Division.  We  give  the  namet 
on  Ibis  division  as  the  most  numerous. 
The  Members  who  voted  on  the  other 
divisions  being  the  same  it  was  superflu- 
ous to  repeat  them.] 

Lord  C  Fitzroy  moved  the  introduction 
into  the  clause  of  the  words  ''  thai  such 
Members  of  Council  shall  not  vote  on  any 
question  of  supply,  finance,  or  of  tax- 
ation.'' 

Mr.  (TCormell  supported  the  amend- 
ment. 

Lord  Stanley  opposed  the  motion.  The 
tendency  of  the  Commons  of  Newfound- 
land was  to  vote  liberally  towards  public 
improvements.  The  clause  was  altogether 
intended  to  operate  as  a  check  on  their 
too  great  liberality. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  be  inserted  —  Ayes  22; 
Noes  79 ;  Majority  57. 

On  the  motion  that  the  clause  do  stand 
part  of  the  bill  the  committee  again  di- 
vided : "  Ayes  79  ;  Noes  25  :  Majority  54, 

House  resumed.     Bill  to  be  reported. 

RiBBONisM — Armagh  Assizes.]  Mr. 
O'Connell  said,  that  he  believed  he  could 
now  make  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
g^ven  notice  respecting  the  late  trial  for 
Ribbonism  at  Armagh.  His  object  was 
not  to  pronounce  any  premature  censure 
upon  the  Government  as  connected  with 
the  transaction  in  auestion.  He  thonght 
there  could  possibfy  be  only  one  opinion 
as  to  the  nature  of  those  transactions,  es- 
pecially as  to  the  employment  of  the  wit- 
ness Hagan.  The  only  question  appeared 
to  be,  upon  whom  did  the  responsibility 
devolve?  If  the  miscontect  was  to  be 
attributed  to  the  magistrates  and  witnesses, 
they  would  be  liable  to  censure,  and  with- 
out anticipating  any  connexion  between 
the  Government  and  those  parties,  if  the 
Government  sanctioned  the  conduct  of 
those  wttnessesi  he  thought  he  woqM  be 


safe  in  saying  that  the  Honse  would  be 
unanimous  in  censuring  such  conduct. 
He  did  not  suspect  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Eliot)  participated  in  those  transactions. 
The  mode  in  which  he  personally  con- 
ducted himself  in  Ireland  precluded  such 
a  notion.  It  was  not  for  him  to  speak  in 
terms  of  flattery  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  he 
might  speak  of  him  as  an  act  of  justice, 
and  he  was  sure  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
more  power,  there  would  be  no  cause  for 
complaint.  The  trial  at  Armagh  was  one 
of  Ribbonism,  and  as  that  was  an  ex- 
pression fortunately  not  known  in  this 
country,  he  would  state  what  the  nature  of 
that  oflence  was.  It  was  a  crime  com- 
mitted by  persons  who  entered  into  secret 
societies,  and  made  use  of  signs  or  pass 
words  for  the  purpose  of  being  able  to  re- 
cognise each  other.  There  did  not  appear 
to  be  any  defined  object  of  these  associa- 
tions of  persons.  It  was,  however,  cer- 
tainly, a  highly  criminal  association,  and 
he  knew  no  man  who  was  really  a  friend 
to  Ireland,  who  had  not  exerted  himself  to 
put  down  these  societies.  He  begged  the 
House  to  keep  in  mind  that  the  possession 
of  pass-words  made  the  person  liable  to 
transportation.  Four  persons  were  tried 
at  the  last  Armagh  assizes ;  two  witnesses 
were  produced  to  procure  a  conviction ; 
one  of  these  was  a  man  named  Hagan,  who 
had  acted  as  a  spy  upon  the  prisoners ;  he 
pretended  to  be  a  Ribbonman,  he  joined 
them ;  made  himself  acquainted  with  their 
secrets  and  their  pass-words,  and  this  he 
had  done  for  the  express  purpose  of  de- 
nouncing them.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  read  the  evidence  of  Hagan, 
the  approver,  to  the  effect  that  the  magis- 
trates were  aware  of  his  proceedings,  and 
that  he  had  made  Ribbon  men  by  the 
hundred.  He  invented  sixty-three  classes 
of  pass-words,  and  disseminated  large 
quantities  of  illegal  papers,  the  mere  pos- 
session of  which  was  a  transportable 
oflence.  Now  they  were  to  take  every 
word  this  man  had  sworn  as  true;  though 
it  was  difficult,  yet  as  it  had  the  sanction 
of  the  jury,  they  could  not  do  otherwise. 
In  the  next  place  the  Government  must 
also  have  believed  it,  for  they  had  trans<« 
ported  the  persons  convicted  on  that  evi- 
dence. All  he  required  was,  that  the  cor* 
respondence  between  the  magistrates  and 
this  man,  or  the  magistrates  and  the  Go- 
vernment, should  be  produced.  He  did 
not  believe  for  one  instance  that  the  noble 
Lord  bad  the  least  knowledge  of  any  trans- 
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actions  of  this  description.  No  man  who 
sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  could 
spurn. with  greater  indignation  such  an 
insinuation  than  he  would.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  the  Government  would  not  at- 
tempt to  screen  the  parties  implicated  in 
these  transactions.  He  moved  merely 
for  the  correspondence — he  cast  no  cen- 
sure upon  the  Government  by  his  motion. 
He  entirely  absolved  the  noble  Lord  from 
all  knowledge  of  such  a  transaction.  In 
the  case  of  Popay,  the  then  Government 
had  not  attempted  to  cast  any  shield  over 
him.  Lord  Althorp  had  at  once  granted  a 
committee  of  inquiry  into  his  conduct, 
and  had  stated  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the 
employment  of  spies  to  entrap  persons 
into  guilt  was  a  most  abominable  system. 
That  abominable  system  had  been  de- 
nounced in  just  and  eloquent  terms  by  the 
counsel  for  the  defence,  who,  notwith- 
standing he  was  of  Conservative  politics, 
yet  did  his  duty  nobly  to  his  clients,  and 
in  such  a  manner  as  reflected  the  highest 
honour  on  the  Irish  Bar.  Lord  Althorp 
had  stigmatised  the  spy  system  as  abomi- 
nable and  atrocious.  That  was  stronger 
language  than  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  ever 
used.  He  knew  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
would  not  attempt  to  justify  such  conduct. 
He  trusted  he  would  not  withhold  the 
documents.  He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  cen- 
sured no  one  at  present — he  knew  not 
who  was  responsible  for  that  conduct. 
These  documents  would  inform  him  ;  and 
from  them  he  should  learn  against  whom 
it  would  be  his  duty  to  move  for  a  com- 
mittee of  inquiry  in  the  course  of  next 
Session.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moving, 

**  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House  copies 
of  or  extracts  from  the  correspondence  between 
the  Government  and  the  magistrates,  relative 
to  the  witnesses  produced  on  the  trial  of  Hare 
and  others,  at  the  late  Armagh  assizes,  for 
Ribbon  ism.'' 

Lord  Eliot  said,  if  anything  could  in- 
duce him  to  accede  to  the  motion  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it 
would  be  the  calm  and  temperate  manner 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad 
introduced  it.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  endeavoured  to  cast 
any  censure  upon  the  Government,  and  he 
did  not  therefore  resist  the  motion  on  that 
ground ;  but  he  thought  he  should  betray 
his  duty,  if  he  were,  by  assenting  to  the 
production  of  these  papers,  to  furnish 
what  he  could  not  but  consider  a  dan- 


gerous and  inconvenient  precedent.  He 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  seeing  the  cor- 
respondence, but  he  could  well  conceive 
that  it  was  of  a  confidential  nature,  and 
that  the  production  of  it  might  tend  to  de- 
feat the  ends  of  justice,  either  by  putting 
on  their  guard  persons  who  might  be  im- 
plicated, or  who  might  be  objects  of  sus- 
picion to  the  local  authorities,  or,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  it  might  tend  to  fix  im- 
putations upon  persons  who  might  sobte- 
quently  be  proved  to  be  entirely  innocent 
of  the  charges  brought  against  them. 
Hagan  had  said,  that  he  initiated  persons 
into  Ribbonism,  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  police  and  the  magistrates.  Upon 
that  point  he  was  not  prepared  to  give  an 
opinion.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  the  report  of  the  trial  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
was  altogether  inaccurate.  He  had  searched 
the  Dublin  newspapers  of  the  day,  and 
had  found  no  mention  whatever  of  the 
occurrences  described  in  that  paper.  In 
this  opinion  he  was  confirmed  by  the  tes- 
timony of  one  who  was  in  court  daring 
the  whole  of  the  trial,  and  who  was  now 
at  the  head  of  the  constabulary  force  of 
the  county  of  Suffolk.  He  was  not  at 
that  moment  able  to  say  whether,  or  to 
what  extent,  the  local  authorities  were 
cognizant  of  Hagan's  proceedings,  bat  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  say ing, that  if  they  were 
cognizant  of  them,  their  conduct  was  alto, 
gether  unjustifiable.  He  was  satisfied  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  correspondence 
which  reflected  any  blame  on  the  Govern- 
ment. He  felt  it  his  duty,  however,  and  it 
was  a  painful  duty,  because  he  could  wish 
that  the  whole  matter  was  investigated  by 
the  House,  but  he  felt  it  his  duty,  for  the 
reasons  which  he  had  stated^  not  to  con- 
sent to  the  production  of  these  papers. 
He  was  certainly  thankful  to  the  rig^t 
hon.  Gentleman  for  the  opportunity  which 
he  had  afforded  him  of  disavowing  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  all  participation 
in  those  proceedings.  Whatever  advantage 
might  be  derived  from  obtaining  informa- 
tion of  the  proceedings  of  secret  societies 
by  the  aid  of  spies  and  informers,  he 
thought  the  advantage  would  not  compen- 
sate for  the  injustice  and  injury  which 
would  be  done  by  employing  paid  agents 
to  procure  information.  It  was  with  con- 
siderable reluctance  that  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  object  to  the  prodaction  of  the 
correspondence. 
Mr.  Hume  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  the 
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to  tbe  principle  ip  the  12ih  clause^  it  was 
one  which^  considering  the  great  importance 
of  providing  for  the  spiritual  instruction  of 
the  people,  he  could  not  consent  to  abandon. 
It  enacted  that,  out  of  incomes  increased  by 
the  operation  of  this  bill,  means  should  be 
provided  to  establish  cures  of  souls  iii  desti- 
tute districts.  His  hon.  Friend  objected  to 
any  interference  with  ecclesiastical  property^ 
and  WQul4  be  content  to  leave  to  all  life- 
holders  o(  it  the  exoQsaive  incomes  which 
might  be  the  result  of  operations  rendered 
legal  by  the  present  bill.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  hope  to  satisfy  his  hon.  Friend  ; 
but  he  thought  that  he  should  satisfy  the 
House* 

Mr.  V,  Smith  supported  the  clauses  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. There  was  no  doubt  that  the  reve« 
nues  of  the  Church  would  be  considerably 
increased  if  these  clauses  were  agreed  to  ; 
he  hoped,  in  that  event,  that  the  agreement 
which  originally  existed  between  the  lessors 
and  lessees,  and  which  was  a  favourable 
agreement  for  the  Churchy  would  still  be 
maintained. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  there  could  be  but  two  sound  opi- 
nions upon  the  present  (question;  either 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  MeQi- 
ber  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  who  con- 
tended that  Parliament  had  no  right  to 
deal  with  Church  property  under  any  cir* 
cumstances;  or  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  his  (Lord  Palmerston's)  side, 
who  maintained  that  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  diroose,  according  to  its  discretion, 
or  any  fresh  accession  to  the  property  of 
the  Church.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  in- 
termediate position  taken  up  by  the  Go- 
vernment, that  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
deal  with  Church  property  in  one  way  and 
not  in  another*  was  alto^ther  untenable. 
The  present  Ministers  said,  the  property, 
indeed,  is  sabred,  but  we  may  deal  with  it, 
not  as  the  Church  might  desire,  but  as  we 
think  best  for  the  Church*  This  wa«  the 
principle  of  appropriation  without  its  me- 
rit, i  hose  who  agreed  with  him  were  of 
opinion  that  the  improved  value  in  Church 
property  would  be  best  appropriated  to 
abolish  Church-rates. 

Sir  TL  Peel  said,  that  the  distinction  was 
perfectly  clear.  The  late  Ministers  pro- 
posed to  take  away  the  property  left  for 
religious  purposesi  and  to  apply  it  to  secular 
purposes*  ihe  present  bill,  and  the  Eccle- 
siastical comminion,  which,  in  his  short 
a^inistiation  in  1835,  was  one  of  his  first 
obJectSi  provided  carefully  not  only  that  no 


alienation  should  be  made  of  the  property 
of  the  Church,  but  that  increased  aocpm- 
modatiou  should  be  secured  out  of  it*  for 
those  members  of  the  Church  to  ^hom  it 
would  otherwise  be  denied.  In  the  present 
bill  there  was  a  distinct  provision  t^at  the 
increased  VE^ue  now  to  btt  given  to  ecclesi- 
astical property,  should  go  to  the  benefit  of 
the  places  where  that  property  was  ^tuated. 
He  felt  that,  cpnsidering  the  destitution  of 
spiritual  instruction  which  prevailed,  it  was 
not  for  the  interests  of  the  Church  itiiiplfj 
or  for  the  good  of  rclifi;iti);,  that  vast  incoif^es 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  individiials, 
whether  private  clergymen  or  bishops,  {t 
had  bepn  stated  that,  under  such  a  bill  as 
the  present,  the  Bishop  of  London,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  Ecplesiastical  conmu^- 
sion  acts,  might  be  in  i)osses9iQfi  oif  an 
income  of  150,000/.  Could  this  be  de- 
fended  ?  Could  it  be  contended  that  it  was 
for  the  good  of  the  Church  ? 

Mr.  Hardly  said,  thut  the  real  interests 
of  the  Church  were  often  neglected*  or  M 
least  little  re^rdcd,  in  proportion  to  their 
importance,  in  these  debates.  What  he 
wished  to  see  was  an  adequate  provision 
for  the  spiritual  instruction  of  the  people. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  fun4  ac- 
cumulated from  any  increased  value  that 
might  be  given  to  Church  property,  ought 
to  be  devoted  exclusively  to  spiritual  pur- 
poses, and  for  that  reason  he  supported  the 
Government  measure.  Of  the  plan  of  the 
nfible  Lord,  which  was  to  devote  the  sur- 
plus to  the  extinction  of  Chureh-rates,  he 
certainly  could  not  approve. 

Mr.  Acland  said,  that  he  could  not  but 
look  with  great  distrust  at  the  new  clauses 
in  the  bilC  Tlie  object  was,  indeed,  the 
same  as  that  of  the  Ecclesiastical  com- 
mission acts;  but  it  continued  still  further 
the  subjugation  of  diocesan  authority  to 
the  central  board  in  London.  On  the  sub- 
ject of  Church  property  he  could  not  go  so 
far  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  great  majority  of  those  whose 
interests  he  represented,  would  concur  with 
him.  He  knew  that  when  the  Ecclesias^ 
tical  Dutii^s  and  Revenues  Bill  wi|«  in 
progie89,  many  of  thoae  whose  interests 
wef»  afieded,  thouffh  aot  pecuniafily, 
o&ted  to  reduee  their  none^  inteieats,  he 
believed  90  per  cent.,  in  order  to  pre* 
serve  the  chapter  system  inviolate. 

Mr.  Henley  said,  that  what  had  fallen 
from  her  Majesty's  Mipistera  had  incren^ed 
his  objection  to  the  bill.  It  was  avowed 
that  the  object   of  the  biU  was  to  carry 
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Act,  which  provided  for  ihe  exliaction  of 
slafery.3  He  wished  especially  to  know 
what  steps  had  been  taken  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  slavery  and  the  slave-trade  which 
had  been  proved  to  exist  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  law  in  the  British  settlements  of 
Penang,  Province  Wellesley,  and  Singa- 
pore ? 

Mr.  B,  Bivring  said,  that  legislation  on 
the  sul^eot  must  be  initiated  in  Ipdia. 
Orders  bad  been  sent  out  in  November 
last  10  Singapore  and  Penang,  directing 
the  governors  of  those  provinces  to  transmit 
without  delay  a  project  of  law  for  the  im- 
mediate abolition  of  slavery  in  those  pro- 
vinces.  With  respect  to  India,  the  Go- 
vernor- general  at  the  beginning  of  the 
present  year  had  transmitted  drafts  of 
projects  of  law  for  the  mitigation  and  gra- 
dual abolition  of  slavery  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Court  of  Directors,  and  the 
Court  of  Directors  and  the  Government 
had  signified  their  desire  to  accede  to  all 
the  propositions  of  the  Governor-general 
on  that  subject.  The  subject  would  be 
best  understood  from  the  papers  that 
would  be  presented  to  the  House.  In  the 
first  place,  they  gave  every  security  to 
individuals  in  enacting  that  no  one  should 
be  dispossessed  of  bis  property  on  the 
ground  th^t  his  predecessors,  having  been 
slaves,  had  no  right  to  acquire  it.  They 
also  prohibited  the  selling  of  children  into 
slavery  in  periods  of  scarcity.  The  pa- 
pers would  be  laid  on  the  Tabl«  of  tbe 
House  before  the  prorogation. 

Income  Tax.]  Mr.  R.  Yorke  in- 
quired whether  the  Government  were 
aware  that  there  was  great  irregularity  in 
the  delivery  of  the  Income-tax  papers; 
and  whether  tbe  notice  of  twenty -one  days 
for  the  return  of  those  papers  was  to  be 
calculated  from  the  day  on  which  they 
were  dated,  or  from  that  on  which  they 
were  delivered  ?  He  also  wished  to  know 
whether,  when  papers  were  left  both  at 
the  town  residence  and  country  residence 
of  an  individual^  both  were  to  be  filled 
upf 

The  Chaneettor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  was  sorry  that  there  had  been  consider* 
able  delay  m  tbe  delivery  of  the  Income- 
tax  papers,  owing  to  the  short  time  which 
had  to  elapse  since  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
until  the  next  quarter-day ;  but,  as  great 
exertions  were  now  making  for  their  due 
delivery,  he  hoped  that  in  a  few  davs  no 
person  would  have  to  complain  of^  not 


having  had  the  pleasure  of  receiving  the 
Income-tax  papers.  With  respect  to  the 
date,  the  act  required  that  tbe  papers 
should  be  filled  up  within  twenty-one 
days  from  the  time  of  tbe  date ;  but  if 
they  were  not  delivered  till  after  the  dale, 
an  allowanee  could  readily  be  made  for 
that.  When  papers  were  led  both  at  a 
lown  residence  and  a  country  residence, 
both  sets  would  be  required  to  be  filled  up 
if  relating  to  difierent  sorts  of  property ; 
otherwise,  one  of  the  sets  might  he  sent 
back,  with  a  statement  that  the  return  had 
been  made. 

Mr.  R,  Yorke  said,  that  if  a  person  said 
that  he  had  not  received  the  papers  until 
after  the  time  of  their  date,  and  tbe 
delivering  oflicer  insisted  that  he  had  de- 
livered them  at  the  time  of  their  date,  he 
doubted  whether  in  such  a  case  any  allow- 
ance of  time  could  be  made, 

AFfouANiaTAM.3  Mr.  JXhraeli  in* 
qqired  whether  the  report  was  tri«e,  that 
the  Governor-general  of  Iqdia  had  ondeiod 
the  withdrawal  of  the  troops  from  Aff* 
ghanistan  ^ 

Sir  Rn  Peel  said,  that  the  despaichea 
from  tbe  Governor-general  bad  been  re- 
ceived at  tbe  Board  of  Control  net  note 
than  an  hour  ago,  and  he  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  reading  them  yet,  and  was 
consequently  unacquainted  with  their  cod* 
tents. 

EccLniAffricALCoapoRATioifs  LsAOTife.} 
Sir  J,  Graham  moved  the  third  readinjr  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasiiig  Bill. 

Sir  /?.  H.  Inglis  objected  to  some  parts 
of  the  bill  in  its  original  shape,  but  still 
I  more  to  the  new  clauses.  One  of  thoae 
clauses,  the  12th,  introduced  a  new  pritt- 
eiple  into  the  legislation  of  England  on  the 
subject,  by  establishing  a  maxiuMiA  in  re- 
spect to  the  income  derivable  by  a  demr- 
man  from  a  given  living.  With  legardto 
the  other  new  clauses,  they  had  not  been 
made  known  to  the  chapters  and  other 
bodies,  with  whose  fMPoparty  they  dealt; 
but  as  they  only  carried  out  the  principle  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  Acts,  he 
would  notj  under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  Session*  dwell  upmi  them;  hut  he 
wished  an  expvesAoa  of  the  opinion  of  thio 
House  OB  tbe  12ih  ckuse. 

Sir  J.  Graham  Kgretted  that  Ua  hon^ 
Friend  bud  ««rreS1.U  .b)e.ti«»  «» ik. 
bill  to  so  late  a  neriod.  The  bill  had  heem 
nearly  six  montlii  before  the  Houses    At 
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to  the  principle  ip  the  12th  clause^  it  was 
one  which^  considering  the  great  importance 
of  providing  for  the  spiritual  instruction  of 
the  people,  he  could  not  consent  to  abandon. 
It  enacted  lbat>  out  of  incomes  increased  by 
the  operation  of  this  bil),  means  should  be 
provided  to  establish  cures  of  souls  ip  desti- 
tute districts.  His  hon.  Friend  objected  to 
any  interference  with  ecclesiastical  property^ 
and  woul4  be  content  to  let^ve  to  all  life- 
holders  <^  it  the  excessive  incomes  which 
might  be  the  result  of  operations  rendered 
legal  by  the  present  bill.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  hope  to  satisfy  his  hon.  Friend  ; 
but  he  thought  that  he  should  satisfy  the 
House* 

Mr.  F.  Smith  supported  the  clauses  pro- 
posed %o  he  inserted  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. There  was  no  doubt  that  the  reve« 
nues  of  the  Church  would  be  considerably 
increased  if  these  clauses  were  ^reed  to  ; 
he  hoped,  in  that  event,  that  the  agreement 
which  originally  existed  between  the  lessors 
and  lessees,  and  which  was  a  favourable 
agreement  for  the  Churchy  would  stiU  be 
maintained. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  there  could  be  but  two  sound  opi- 
nions upon  the  present  question;  either 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Me^i- 
ber  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  who  con- 
tended that  Parliament  had  no  right  to 
deal  with  Church  property  under  any  cir* 
cumstances;  or  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  his  (Lord  Palmerston's)  side, 
who  maintained  that  Parliament  had  a 
right  to  dinK}se»  according  to  its  discretion, 
ot  any  fresh  accession  to  the  property  of 
tbe  Church.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  in- 
termediate position  taken  up  by  the  Go- 
vernment, that  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
deal  with  Church  property  in  one  way  and 
not  in  another*  was  altogether  untenable. 
The  present  Ministers  said,  the  property, 
indeed,  is  sacred,  but  we  may  deal  with  it, 
not  as  the  Church  might  desire,  but  as  wc 
think  best  for  the  Church*  This  wiis  the 
principle  of  appropriation  without  its  me- 
rit, ihose  who  agreed  with  him  were  of 
opinion  that  the  improved  value  in  Church 
property  would  be  best  appropriated  to 
abolish  Church-rates. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  distinction  was 
perfectly  dear.  The  late  Ministers  pro- 
posed to  take  away  the  property  left  for 
religious  purposes^  and  to  apply  it  to  secular 
purposes*  llie  present  bill>  and  the  Eccle- 
siastical oommisflion,  which,  in  bis  short 
a&ninbtsation  in  1835,  was  one  of  his  first 
objects,  provided  carefully  not  only  that  no 


alienation  should  be  made  of  the  property 
of  the  Church,  but  that  increased  accom- 
modation should  be  secured  out  of  i(,  for 
those  members  of  the  Church  to  whom  it 
would  otherwise  be  denied.  In  the  present 
bill  there  was  a  distinct  provision  that  the 
increased  veHue  now  to  h%  given  to  e<x:)e8i- 
astical  property,  shoi|ld  go  to  the  benefit  of 
the  places  where  that  property  was  ^tuated. 
He  felt  that,  cQnsidering  the  destitution  of 
spiritual  instruction  which  prevailed,  i^  ^as 
not  for  the  interests  of  the  Churph  ity^fj 
or  fur  the  good  of  religion,  that  vast  incofnes 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  individiials, 
whether  private  clergymen  qx  bishops.  It 
had  been  stated  that,  under  such  a  bill  as 
the  present,  the  Bishop  of  honion,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  Ecpledastical  commis- 
sion acts,  might  be  in  iwssession  of  an 
income  of  150,000/.  Could  this  be  de- 
fended ?  Could  it  be  contended  tbat  it  was 
for  the  good  of  the  Church  ? 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  thfit  the  real  interests 
of  the  Church  were  often  neglect^,  or  at 
least  little  re^rded,  in  proportion  to  their 
impprtanoe.  in  these  debates.  What  be 
wished  to  see  was  an  adequate  provision 
for  the  spiritual  instruction  of  the  people. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  fund  ac- 
cumulated from  any  increased  value  that 
might  be  given  to  Church  property,  ought 
to  be  devoted  exclusively  to  spiritual  pur- 
poses, and  for  that  reason  he  supported  the 
Government  measure.  Of  the  plan  of  tlie 
noble  Lord,  which  was  to  devote  the  sur- 
plus to  the  extinction  of  Chureh-rates,  he 
certainly  could  not  approve. 

Mr.  Acland  said,  that  he  could  not  but 
look  with  great  dbtrust  at  the  new  clauses 
in  the  bill.  Tiie  object  was,  indeed,  the 
same  as  that  of  the  Ecclesiastical  com- 
mission acts;  but  it  continued  still  further 
the  subjugation  of  diocesan  authority  to 
the  central  board  in  London.  On  the  sub. 
jeet  of  Church  properly  he  could  not  go  so 
far  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  great  majority  of  those  whose 
interests  he  represents,  would  concur  with 
him*  He  knew  that  when  the  Ecclesias* 
tical  Duti^ss  and  Revenues  Bill  whs  in 
progiess,  many  of  those  whosQ  interests 
were  affected,  though  not  pecuaiarily, 
offered  to  reduce  their  Hume^  interests,  he 
believed  30  per  cent.,  in  order  to  pre* 
serve  the  chapter  sjrstem  intiolate. 

Mr.  Henley  said,  that  what  had  fallen 
from  her  Majesty's  Ministers  had  incre^^ed 
his  objection  to  the  bill-  It  was  avowed 
that  the  object   of  the  bill  was  to  carry 
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out  the  recommendation  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tictd  commission.  Now  that  commission 
had  originated  from  a  slight  pressure  from 
without  in  Ireland^  not  amounting  to  what 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cork  would  call  a  heavy  blow  against 
Church-rates.  The  Government  of  the  day 
yielded  to  the  pressure,  and  nine  or  ten 
bishops  were  swallowed  up  to  get  rid  of 
Church-rates.  At  least9  the  revenues  were 
swallowed  up.  He  knew  not  what  had  be- 
come of  the  bishops  themselves.  The  com- 
mission had  then  been  appointed,  and  had 
dealt  with  what  it  had  chosen  to  denominate 
the  excess  of  Church  property.  Now,  if 
the  principle  of  that  commission  were  car- 
ried out>  they  might  next  year  have  an  act 
interfering  with  livings  of  1,200/.  or 
2,000/.  What  security  had  they  that  the 
holders  of  these  livings  would  not  meet 
with  the  same  fate  as  the  bishops  ?  In  the 
present  state  of  the  House,  it  would,  he 
knew,  be  useless  to  divide  the  House  upon 
the  clause.  He  thought  it  involved  most 
dangerous  principles.  The  bill,  as  intro- 
duce! by  the  late  Government,  was  bad 
enough,  and  these  gentlemen  (pointing  to 
Ministers)  had  made  it  worse. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
every  provision  was  introduced  into  the 
bill  that  was  necessary  to  protect  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  and  to  promote  those 
interests  for  which  it  was  originally  given. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Sir  J.  Graham  then  brought  up  the 
following  clause  to  follow  clause  5  :— 

**  And  be  it  eoacted,  that  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  any  Ecclesiastical  corporation,  aggregate  or 
sole,  except  as  aforesaid,  from  time  to  time, 
with  the  consent  or  consents  hereby  required 
in  the  case  of  leases  of  land,  to  grant  or  de- 
mise, by  lease,  for  any  term  not  exceeding 
sixty  years,  to  take  effect  in  possession  and  not 
in  reversion,  or  by  way  of  future  interest,  any 
mines,  minerals,  quarries,  or  beds,  belonging 
to  such  corporation,  together  with  the  right  of 
working,  or  of  opening  and  working  the  same, 
and  together  also  with  sucli  portion  of  land 
belonging  to  such  corporation,  as  shall  be 
deemed  expedient  $  and  every  such  lease  shall 
contain  such  reservations  by  way  of  rent, 
royalty,  or  share  of  the  produce  in  kind,  all  or 
any  thereof,  or  otherwise,  and  such  powers, 

grovisoesy  restrictions,  and  covenants,  as  shall 
8  approved  by  the  Ecclesiastical  commis- 
sioners for  England,  due  regard  being  had  to 
the  custom  of  the  country  or  district  within 
which  such  mines,  minerals,  quarries,  or  beds 
are  situate ;  and  no  fine,  premium,  or  foregift, 
nor  any  thing  in  the  nature  thereof,  shall  be 
taken  for  or  in  respect  of  any  such  lease." 


The  clause  read  a  first,  second,  and  third 
time,  and  added  to  the  bill. 

Sir  J,  Graham  moved  the  following 
clause,  to  follow  clause  12  : — 

'*  Provided  always,  and  be  it  enacted,  that 
in  case  of  any  lease  of  mines,  minerals,  quar- 
ries, or  beds,  granted  under  this  Act,  such  por- 
tion of  the  improved  value  accruing  thereunder 
as  by  the  like  authority  shall  be  determined 
on,  not  being  more  than  three  fourth  parts, 
nor  less  than  one  moiety,  of  such  improved 
value,  shall  forthwith  and  from  time  to  time, 
as  the  same  shall  accrue,  be  paid  to  the  said 
Ecclesiastical  commissioners  for  England,  and 
shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  hereinbefore 
contained,  relating  to  monies  payable  to  them 
in  respect  of  any  lease  of  land ;  and  the  n» 
mainder  of  such  improved  value  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  an  improvement  within  the 
meaning  of  the  provisions  relating  to  the  in- 
comes of  archbishops,  bishops,  deans  and 
canons,  and  archdeacons,  respectively." 

Sir  R,  H,  Inglis  said,  that  he  had  been 
misapprehended  both  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Tiverton,  and  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Somerset- 
shire.    He  had  never  denied  the  right  of 
Parliament— that  is,  the  supreme  power  of 
the  State— to  deal  with  Church  property. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  accept  the  compli- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  feared  that 
when  the  noble  Lord  said  that  he  (Sir  K. 
Inglis)  was  intelligible,  he  had  not  been  in- 
telligible to  hira.      What  he  had  said  on 
the  present  occasion  he  had  said  in  substance 
whenever  these  questions  were  discussed, 
namely,  that  Parliament  had  the  same  right, 
but  no  more,  to  deal  with  Church  property 
as  with  lay  property,  that  is,  with  the  pro* 
perty  of  the  chapter  of  Durham  as  with  that 
of  the  corporation  of  Durham.  The  illustra^ 
tion  which  he  had  repeatedly  given  in  for- 
mer Sessions  he  would  give  again.  A  nthony 
de  Beek,  the  great  Biuiop  of  Durham,  six 
centuries  agp,  left  his  estates  to  the  see. 
He  had  a  mil  right  to  do  so ;  but  he  left 
them  for  the  spiritual  good  of  the  see.     If 
the  wild  moors  on  the  surface  were  now 
cultivated,  if  the  rich  mines  below  the  sur* 
face  were  now  worked,  if  a  vast  population 
had  grown  up,  and  if,  in  consequence,  there 
was  want  of  increased  spiritusl  instruction 
and  means  of  public  worship,  the  estates 
left  to  the  see  ought  to  provide  for  it  out  of 
the  wealth  on  the  spot;  but  where  this  use 
of  it  did  not  occur,   he  thought   that  it 
ought  not  to  be  diverted  to  any  other  pur« 
pose,  however  good.     He  had  been  taught 
by  Mr.  Burke  to  think  that  an  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  and  a  Bishop  of  Duiham 
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might  raise  their  mitred  fronts  in  Courts 
and  Parliaments  with  great  advantage  to 
the  country^  and  he  felt  sure  that  the  in- 
comes of  such  prelates,  whatever  might  be 
their  amount,  would  be  spent  as  well  and 
as  wisely  as  those  of  any  lay  peer,  whatever 
might  be  his  title.  He  deprecated  as  not 
merely  invidious,  but  as  dangerous  to  the 
security  of  all  property,  the  doctrine  that 
one  man's  income  was  excessive,  and,  as 
such,  ought  to  be  reduced.  Looking  to  the 
appearance  of  the  House,  and  the  absence 
of  support  to  his  views,  he  would  not  press 
a  division. 

Mr.  Hanes  thought  the  bill  had  been 
greatly  improved  by  the  clauses  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  introduced;  but 
the  bill  was  important  as  recognising  the 
principle  of  appropriation.  The  principle 
recognised  by  this  bill  was,  that  Parliament 
had  a  right  to  appropriate  the  surplus  reve- 
nues of  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church  to 
other  purposes,  and  to  take  those  revenues 
out  of  the  control  of  those  dignitaries.  Par- 
liament was  now  dealing  with  Church  pro- 
perty as  it  ought  to  deal  with  it.  There 
were  two  principles,  either  of  which  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  might  have  adopted. 
He  might  either  have  asserted  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  appropriate  this  Church  pro- 
perty, or  have  left  it  to  the  Church  to  ap- 
propriate its  own  property.  The  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  wiser  course,  and  had 
asserted  the  right  of  Parliament  to  deal  with 
the  property.  That  principle  had  been 
before  adopted  with  regard  to  Ireland.  It 
had  been  propounded  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment ;  it  had  been  wisely  adopted  by  the 
present  Government.  Yes,  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  principle  of  appro- 
priation by  the  present  bill.  They  appro- 
priated the  surplus  of  ecclesiastical  property 
to  a  different  purpose  from  that  to  which  it 
had  been  proposed  to  appropriate  it  by  the 
late  Government;  but  nevertheless  they 
did  appropriate  it  to  a  different  purpose 
from  that  for  which  it  had  been  originally 
intended,  and  this  was  a  distinct  acknow- 
ledgement of  the  principle  of  appropriation. 
If  they  were  to  take  from  the  Duke  of 
Northumberland  a  portion  of  his  income, 
and  give  it  to  a  poor  Peer,  would  that  not 
be  appropriation?  Would  it  do  to  say 
'*  Oh !  we  do  not  go  out  of  the  Peerage, 
we  only  take  from  one  Peer  to  give  to 
another?"  He  apprehended  that,  never- 
theless, the  Duke  of  Northumberland 
would  consider  that  an  appropriation.  He 
was  rejoiced  to  see  the  Government  recog- 
nising the  principle  of  appropriation  by  this 


bill,  and  he  regretted  that  they  had  not  the 
courage  to  carry  out  the  principle  to  its  full 
extent. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Other  amendments  were  made,  and  the 
bill,  with  additional  clauses,  was  passed. 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment.] 
Sir  /.  Graham  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
report  on  the  Bankruptcy  Law  Amend- 
ment Bill. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  said,  that  as  this  bill 
had  undergone  very  little  discussion,  he 
vfBs  sure  he  should  be  excused  for  oppos- 
ing it  at  the  present  stage,  and  stating  his 
reasons  for  doing  so.  He  objected  in  the 
strongest  possible  degree  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  official  assignees  in  all  bankrupt- 
cies prosecuted  in  the  country.  They 
were  to  be  appointed,  it  seemed,  on  the 
ground  that  the  present  system  worked 
badly  and  inefficiently.  He  was  not  aware 
that  it  did.  He  could  state  at  least  that 
in  Manchester  it  worked  most  satisfacto- 
rily. His  constituents  were  perfectly  con- 
tent with  it.  His  constituents,  and,  in- 
deed, most  mercantile  men  whom  he  had 
consulted  on  the  subject,  were  of  opinion 
that  the  greatest  possible  danger  was  liable 
to  attend  the  appointment  of  those  official 
assignees,  into,  or  rather  through,  whose 
hands  such,  a  vast  mass  of  property  roust 
necessarily  pass.  He  believed  that  the 
appointment  of  official  assignees  in  London 
was  not  without  objection  —  nay,  that 
some  of  them  had  been  guilty  of  conduct 
which  did  not  redound  very  much  to  their 
credit.  It  was  possible  that  men  might 
be  appointed  with  engagements  hanging 
over  them,  and  who  would  consequently 
be  exposed  to  the  almost  irresistible  temp- 
tation of  going  astray  if  the  whole  pro- 
perty of  bankrupts'  estates  was  to  be 
allowed  to  pass  through  their  hands,  and 
they  to  be  clothed  with  such  powers  as  this 
bill  proposed.  Then,  how  were  they  to 
be  remunerated?  He  understood  by  a 
commission  of  2|  per  cent,  upon  all  pro- 
perty passing  through  their  hands.  That 
he  considered  a  most  enormous  expense 
to  add  to  the  working  of  the  bankruptcy 
law.  If  it  afforded  a  clear  and  decided 
guarantee  for  the  more  speedy  and  effici- 
ent arrangement  of  bankruptcies  he  might 
be  inclined  to  sanction  such  a  provision, 
but  under  existing  circumstances  it  ap- 
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peared  to  bim  to  be  a  very  serious  irope- 
dicnent  in  the  way  of  the  measore.  In  I 
order  to  illustrate  his  view  of  the  qucatioo, 
he  would  suppose  an  official  assignee  hav- 
ing to  deal  with  a  property  of  20,000/.,  of 
which  15,0002.  was  mortgaged.  As  he 
ttoderMood  it,  this  official  assignee  would 
have  2l  per  cent,  commission  upon  the 
money  actually  passing  through  his  hands, 
although  the  only  difficulty  or  trouble  as 
regarded  the  15,000/.  would  be  In  his 
handing  it  over  to  the  party  originally 
lending  it.  The  assignees  were  not  to 
perform  the  duties  of  accountants,  who 
would  be  an  extra  charge  besides.  He 
wanted  to  hear  from  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  any  recommendation  in  favour 
of  the  appointment  of  these  individuals. 
So  far  as  the  bankruptcy  practice  in  the 
country  was  concerned  these  officers  were 
thought  incumbrances;  and  they  were  at 
a  loss  to  find  anything  in  favour  of  (heir 
appointment.  One  of  his  objections  to 
tlie  bill  was  to  the  appointment  of  com- 
missioners at  salaries  of  1,800/.  a-year. 
That  appeared  to  him  to  be  an  enormous 
salary  for  the  functions  to  be  discharged. 
The  number  of  commissioners  proposed  to 
b«  appointed  was  ten ;  but  he  felt  confi- 
dent that  this  number  was  totally  inade- 
quate for  the  purpose.  He  must  claim  at 
kast  two  for  transacting  the  bankruptcy 
business  of  Manchester;  as  be  was  in- 
formed by  those  practically  acquainted 
with  bankruptcy  business  that  it  was  im 
possible  the  bankruptcy  business  of  Man- 
chester could  be  worked  by  a  less  number 
than  twocommiasiooers.  In  confirmation 
of  that  opinion^  he  bad  only  to  state  that, 
from  the  Ist  of  January,  1841,  to  the  1st 
gf  January,  1842,  oo  less  than  725  meet- 
ings of  bankruptcy  bad  been  held  in 
Manchester  alone,  and  if  these  commis- 
sioners had  perambulatory  duties  assigned 
to  them,  it  was  impossible  that  this  amount 
of  busineti  could  be  done  by  them.  With 
regard  to  the  amount  of  remuneration,  the 
salary  of  the  stipendiary  magistrate  of 
Manchester  for  attending  the  police-court 
at  Salford  throughout  the  year,  de  die  in 
diem,  was  1,000/!  a-year;  and  when  that 
offiee  had  to  be  filled  son)e  years  ago,  the 
applications  from  the  London  bar  for  the 
office  had  been  extremely  numerous,  and 
from  parties  of  a  standing  at  the  bar  which 
had  exciied  the  surprise  of  persons  in  the 
country.  He  could  not,  therefore,  think 
the  amount  of  salary  proposed  to  be  given 
for  tbe  present  offices  necessary.    His  be- 


lief was  that  thirty  commissioners  would 
not  be  sufficient.  Leeds,  Liverpool,  Bir- 
mingham, Bristol,  and  every  large  town 
would  have  great  demands  for  their  time 
as  well  as  Manchester.  If  this  number 
should  be  required,  look  at  tbe  cost  of 
these  judges  al  1,800/.  a  year  each.  To 
this  there  was  the  addition  of  2|  per  cent. 
for  the  working  of  the  official  assignees. 
The  old  system,  though  not  perfect, 
worked  satisfactorily ;  and  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  proposed  system  it  appealed 
that  very  great  expense  was  to  be  gone  to, 
which  would  have  to  come  out  of  tbe 
bankrupts*  estates.  He  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  give  tbe  strongest  opposition  to 
this  bill  if  it  were  intended  to  persevere 
with  the  clause  giving  these  large  salaries. 
In  Manchester  alone,  in  one  year*  pro- 
perty to  the  amount  of  75,000/.  bad  gone 
through  the  hands  of  the  commiesiooera ; 
and  if  2|  per  cent,  were  to  be  charged  on 
that  amount,  as  the  comoissioD  of  the  offi- 
cial assignees,  tbe  cost  would  beeoormoua; 
and  this  in  addition  to  the  commiasionera' 
salaries.  [[&r  /.  Orahami  Thai  is  oot 
the  amount  of  comroisaioo  to  he  charged.] 
He  should  be  giad  to  be  set  right.  Tbe 
House  would  at  least  agree  with  him  that 
he  had  made  out  a  case  that  ao  extra 
charge  was  to  be  tliiown  on  bankrapCa* 
estates  by  the  operation  of  this  bil. 
Mereantile  men  had  several  atrong  oWae- 
tions  to  the  bill,  particularly  to  the  third 
clause,  with  regard  to  the  issuing  of  the 
fiat.  He  hoped  the  bill  would  be  poal- 
poned.  He  had,  indeed,  been  raqneated 
by  his  eooatituents  to  move  that  it  be  rend 
a  third  time  that  daj  three  months,  if  it 
should  be  persevered  in. 

The  Atiomey^Oenerol  said,  there  waa 
no  such  thing  as  2}  per  cent,  named  in 
the  bill*  The  per  centage  was  governed 
by  the  discretion  of  the  commiaaionera, 
and  the  scale  on  which  the  commissioners 
permitted  that  per  centage  to  be  taken 
was  the  following :  for  the  collection  of 
debu  under  100/.  5  percent ;  from  10(WL 
to  500/. 2|  percent ;  from  500/.  to  1,000/. 
1  per  cent.  -,  and  above  that  sum,  10a. 
per  ceut.  With  regard  to  the  realization 
of  property  under  1,000/.,  2{  per  cent.; 
above  1,000  1  per  cent. ;  and  in  all  UMWt- 
gage  cases  1  per  cent*  With  regard  to 
the  expense  to  be  incurred  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  commissioners,  the  exact 
amount  of  their  salaries  wooU  be  tbe 
subject  of  discussion.  All  the  expenaca 
of  the  present  system  of  working,  in  point 
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of  fact,  came  out  of  tbe  bankrupts' 
estates,  and  the  present  expenses  of  the 
collections  made  in  the  country  amounted 
to  about  30,000/.  a  year.  The  collection 
of  the  difTerent  sums  to  be  paid  within 
the  London  district  amounted  to  not  less 
than  1,000,000/.  sterling;  and  the  inte* 
rest  paid  on  that  sum  actually  defrayed 
the  whole  expenses,  or  at  least  the 
greater  part  of  the  expenses,  of  the  en- 
tire establishment.  So  that,  if  economy 
were  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  saying  the  pockets  of  creditors,  he 
should  advocate  a  system  that,  by  col- 
Iccting  the  funds  of  bankrupts,  and 
placing  them  in  security,  thereby  realised 
more  than  would  pay  the  whole  expenses, 
Mr.  W.  Williams  i\^  not  doubt  but  that 
the  bill  was  a  great  improvement  on  the 
law  as  it  now  stood  ;  yet  many  influential 
and  experienced  tradesmen  in  the  working 
of  the  bankruptcy  law  were  anxious  to 
have  the  bill  postponed  to  the  next  Ses- 
sion, in  order  that  they  might  make  such 
suggestions  as  might  render  the  measure 
more  complete  than  at  present.  He 
knew  of  no  class  of  persons  whose  opi- 
nions on  this  subject  ought  to  have 
greater  weight.  He  should  not,  howeyer, 
vote  a^inst  going  into  committee  on  the 
bill,  if  her  Majesty's  Ministers  deter- 
mined to  proceed  with  it. 

Mr.  Forster  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
examining  the  bill.  Hs  admitted  that  the 
present  law  required  alteration  and  reform, 
but  a  much  more  enlarged  reform  than 
was  proposed  by  this  bill.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  postpone  the  happy  period  of  the 
exercise  of  patronage  afforded  by  the  bill 
to  her  Majesty's  Ministers ;  but  as  com- 
mercial men  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  considering  the  bill  it  ought  to  be  post- 
poned. 

Mr.  Bemal  said,  that  that  House  had 
often  been  accused  of  sending  bills  to  an. 
other  quarter,  at  a  period  of  the  Session 
when  they  had  not  time  to  test  the  merits 
of  the  bills  sent  up  to  them ;  but  really, 
with  all  humility,  he  thoueht  it  rather  late 
in  their  sessional  year,  for  the  Peers  to 
send  such  a  bill  down  for  their  approbation 
or  rejection.  He  would  put  it  to  the  Go- 
vernment, if  time  had  been  afforded  to  the 
commercial  community  to  examine  the 
bill,  and  report  their  opinions  on  this 
measure,  and  would  rest  the  propriety  of 
postponing  it  on  the  answer  given.  He 
believed  there  were  a  great  many  objections 
to  many  parts  of  the  bill,  and  many  omis- 


sions to  be  supplied,  if  they  might  judge 
from  certain  printed  papers  that  nad  ema- 
nated from  meetings  held  in  the  city  of 
London. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  had  no  difficulty  in  an- 
swering the  question  put  to  him.  He  did 
think,  for  the  benefit  of  the  trading  com- 
munity, that  it  was  most  desirable,  at  this 
advanced  period  of  the  Session,  that  they 
should  proceed  with  this  measure.  The 
bill  rested  on  high  authority.  It  came 
down  to  them  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  where  it  had  been  discussed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  England  and 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  where  it  had 
undergone  the  revision  of  two  Peers  who 
had  held  the  great  seal  in  this  country, 
and  of  one  who  had  held  the  great  seal  of 
the  sister  kingdom.  The  measure,  there- 
fore, came  down  to  them  sanctioned  by 
high  authority.  He  must  deny  altogether 
that  the  bill  had  come  down  to  them  by 
surprise.  In  the  main,  it  rested  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Bankruptcy  Commission ; 
and  though  it  did  not  go  the  whole  length 
of  carrying  out  the  recommendations  of 
that  report,  yet  the  bill  was  a  large  step 
in  the  reform  of  this  branch  of  the  law. 
They  had  the  experience  of  ten  years  of 
the  working  of  the  experiment  which  had 
been  tried  on  so  large  a  scale  in  this  me- 
tropolis, the  great  emporium  of  the  com- 
merce of  the  world,  and  the  centre  of  the 
trade  of  the  kingdom,  to  guide  them. 
Nor  was  the  experiment  confined  to  the 
metropolis,  but  took  in  an  ambit  of  40 
miles  round  London ;  so  that  their  expe- 
rience must  be  considered  most  extensive. 
Then,  as  to  the  lateness  of  the  period  at 
which  the  measure  was  brought  forward 
in  the  House  of  Commons ;  be  had  the 
happiness  of  being  a  colleague  of  Lord 
Brougham,  when  that  noble  Lord  intro- 
duced the  experimental  measure,  with  re- 
ference to  London,  which  was  now  in  force, 
and  of  which  he  had  just  spoken,  and  it 
was  almost  at  as  late  a  period  of  tbe 
Session  that  that  great  change  of  the  law 
was  brought  forward,  and  all  the  argu- 
ments now  urged,  were  urged  then ;  the 
lateness  of  the  Session,  surprise,  the  vast 
amount  of  patronage  conferred  by  the  bill, 
were  all  ureed.  Then,  as  now  also,  it  was 
said,  that  the  official  assignees  were  quite 
certain  to  betray  their  trust,  and  not  to  act 
in  a  satisfactory  way ;  it  was  said  also, 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  that  six  com- 
missioners could  manage  the  vast  interests 
to  be  confided  to  their  care.     He  begged 
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to  call  atteDtion  to  a  memorial  addressed 
to  the  GhaDcellor  of  England,  and  signed 
by  fifty* six  bankers,  and  various  merchants, 
and  537  most  respectable  traders  of  the 
city  of  London,  and  presented  to  the  late 
Government  The  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Mr.  M.  Philips)  had  talked  of  the 
admirable  way  in  which  the  present  system 
of  bankruptcy  worked  in  the  country. 
The  fact  was,  there  were  700  judges  of 
bankruptcy  in  the  country,  the  whole  paid 
by  fees,  the  commissioners  in  London 
being  paid  by  salaries.  But  what  said  the 
memorialists?  They  prayed  for  the  ex- 
tension, to  the  rural  districts,  of  the  same 
system  which  was  at  present  in  operation 
in  London,  and  of  the  beneficial  working 
of  which  they  had  had  experience  now  for 
nearly  eleven  years.  In  consequence  of 
this  memorial,  the  Government  issued  a 
commission.  That  commission  had  re- 
ported, and  the  bill,  though  it  did  not  go 
the  whole  length  of  the  report,  adopted 
the  most  important  suggestions  in  it.  He 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  said,  therefore,  appoint 
commissioners  for  the  rural  districts.  If 
ten  be  necessary,  appoint  ten ;  if  more  be 
necessary,  appoint  more— men  eminent  in 
the  law,  and  inaccessible  to  improper  in- 
fluences. Resting  on  the  experience  of 
the  metropolis,  appoint  official  assignees 
to  be  paid,  not  by  a  per  centage  of  2|,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  imagined, 
but  erroneously,  for  there  was  no  such 
provision  in  the  bill ;  but  paid  moderately, 
as  the  Lord  Chancellor  should,  from  time 
to  time,  appoint.  With  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  the  official  assignees,  it  would 
be  recollected  that  the  late  Lord  Chancellor 
had  issued  a  commission  to  inquire,  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  power  was  absolute,  to 
check  abuse  in  that  department.  Whether 
the  House  agreed  to  pass  the  other  clauses 
of  the  bill  or  not,  he  trusted  that  they 
would  sanction  the  enactment  of  the  two 

B)ints  to  which  he  had  just  referred, 
ut,  if  the  House  should  differ  with  him 
on  these  two  points,  there  was  still  one 
clause  which  he  considered  was  of  inesti- 
mable value,  and  which,  if  it  were  passed 
alone,  he  would  say  ought  to  be  passed 
without  delsy.  The  clause  he  meant  was 
one  giving  to  the  creditor  the  power  to 
summon  his  debtor  before  the  court,  and 
put  to  him  the  question,  '<Do  you  ac- 
knowledge the  debt  you  owe  me,  or  do  you 
not?"  because,  if  the  debtor,  on  the  one 
hand,  acknowledged  the  debt,  and  would 
not  provide   for  the  payment  of  it,  he 


committed  an  act  of  bankruptcy.  If,  od 
the  other  hand,  he  denied  the  debt^  and 
gave  securities  to  pay  such  sum  as  should 
be  recovered,  or  made  a  free  surrender  of 
his  goods  and  property,  by  admitting  it, 
his  personal  freedom  was  guaranteed. 
Every  facility  was  therefore  contained  io 
this  measure  for  proving  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  discovering  the  property  of 
the  debtor.  And  if  the  debtor  acted 
honestly,  and  surrendered  his  property, 
then  most  rightly  he  would  be  exempt 
from  punishment.  But  if^  on  the  other 
hand,  he  concealed  his  property,  and 
would  not  surrender  it,  or  acted,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  with  fraud,  then  his  per- 
son would  become,  not  on  account  of  his 
poverty  or  misfortunes,  but  of  bis  immo* 
rality,  vice,  and  fraud,  promptly  and 
rightly  subject  to  the  law.  There  was,  in 
addition  to  that  clause,  a  most  important 
provision,  that  the  certificate  of  the  bank* 
rupt  was  not  made  dependent  on  the 
caprice,  malevolence,  or  ill-will  of  the 
creditors.  The  creditors  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  statmg  their  reasons  why 
the  certificate  should  not  be  granted ;  but 
the  granting  the  certificate  was  made  a 
judicial  measure.  He  held  those  foor  to 
be  capital  points.  With  respect  to  the 
issuing  of  a  fiat.  Lords  Cottenbam,  Lynd- 
hurst,  and  Brougham  all  thought  that  to 
take  the  issuing  of  fiats  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  be  dangerous.  In  this 
country,  where  credit  was  everything,  it 
would  not  do  to  take  from  the  highest 
authority  in  the  law  the  power  of  issuing 
so  important  a  document,  because  when  a 
trader's  credit  was  tainted,  his  trade  was 
ruined.  .He  had  only  further  to  obaenre* 
that  if  the  details  of  the  measure  proved 
not  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester,  after  the  bill  should  have 
gone  through  committee,  it  would  be  quite 
competent  for  him  to  move  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  third  reading  for  three  months, 
but  he  ^Sir  J.  Graham)  hoped  the  hoa* 
Member  would  at  present  consent  to  go 
on  with  the  measure,  and  defer  discussion 
of  the  several  provisions  till  a  more  saitai* 
ble  opportunity. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  agreed  that  thii  bill  coo- 
tained  many  good  points,  and  his  chief 
objection  was  derived  from  the  time  at 
which  it  had  been  introduced  to  the 
House.  They  had  had  the  bill  from  the 
Lords  just  one  week.  Only  last  Tuesday 
it  was  materially  amended  by  the  addilioo 
of  thirty  new  clauses.     It  was  quite  true 
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that  there  was  a  commission  appointed 
three  years  ago,  but  the  House  had  got 
nothing  from  that  commission  until  now. 
The  attention  of  the  trading  interest  had 
consequently  in  the  mean  time  been  much 
drawn  away  from  that  commission.  Thus 
the  trading  community  had  known  nothing 
of  this  bill.  The  lobby  was  inundated  by 
persons  who  v.  ere  there  day  after  day  on 
the  subject.  They  were  told  that  the 
House  was  not  likely  to  sit  many  days. 
Was  this,  then,  a  fit  time  to  push  on  so 
important  a  measure?  One  clause  in  par- 
ticular he  would  refer  to,  in  order  to  show 
what  a  deal  of  discussion  was  likely  to 
ensue  on  the  bill.  The  3 1st  clause  al- 
lowed a  bankrupt  partner  of  a  solvent 
firm  to  sue  every  debtor  of  the  partnership 
for  debts  owing  to  the  partnership,  though 
no  title  of  proof  were  given  that  the  bank- 
rupt had  one  single  penny  in  the  partner- 
ship fund.  A  man  might  be  a  partner  in 
a  respectable  concern — say  Coutts*s — he 
might  be  a  gambler  and  dishonest,  and 
withdraw  all  his  property  from  the  firm, 
yet  his  creditors  might  go  to  the  bank, 
demand  information  of  all  the  debtors  of 
the  partnership,  and  sue  every  one  of 
them.  This  clause  would  create  the  most 
important  change  that  had  ever  yet  been 
introduced  into  the  mercantile  aflfairs  of 
this  country.  He  should  have  very  much 
preferred  the  postponement  of  the  bill 
until  next  Session,  and  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  the  entire 
of  the  trading  interest  with  him  if  he 
adopted  that  course. 

Mr.  R.  Scott  had  not  the  slightest  ob- 
jection to  considering  the  principle  of  this 
measure,  and  he  was  quite  ready  to  admit 
there  were  many  points  in  which  the 
system  of  bankruptcy  in  the  country 
might  be  amended,  and  that  the  bill  made 
many  important  improvements  in  that 
system ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  the  de- 
tails were  fully  adapted  for  their  object,  or 
that  they  were  not  capable  of  improve- 
ment. The  best  course,  he  thought, 
would  be  to  refer  this  measure,  along  with 
two  other  measures — the  Insolvent  Debt- 
ors Bill  and  the  County  Courts  Bill — to  a 
select  committee,  as  all  three  measures, 
having  a  connexion  with  one  another, 
ought  to  be  considered  together.  With 
regard  to  the  commissioners  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  bill,  the  House  was  not 
•  in  a  situation,  from  want  of  information, 
to  say  how  far  it  would  be  practicable  to 
work  the  bill  with  only  ten  commissioners. 

VOL.LXV.  {2s;} 


He  apprehended  great  difficulty  on  that 
point.  It  was  impossible,  too,  for  the 
House  to  decide  the  various  questions  as 
to  the  appointment  of  official  assignees, 
and  not  merely  as  regarded  the  means  of 
their  appointment,  on  which  there  would 
be  great  difference  of  opinion,  but  as  to 
the  mode  of  their  payment  and  the  nature 
of  the  duties  they  were  to  perform.  It 
was  highly  necessary  to  have  a  full  discus- 
sion of  the  whole  subject,  and  he  would 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  adopt 
the  course  of  referring  this  and  the  oilier 
bills  to  a  select  committee,  in  order  that 
they  might  have  the  report  before  them 
next  Session,  before  being  called  upon  to 
decide  the  many  difficult  questions  which 
grew  out  of  this  important  subject. 

Mr.  Hawes  considered  this  one  of  the 
most  important  measures  that  had  been 
submitted  to  the  House  for  a  length  of 
time.  He  was  not  able  to  understand  the 
opposition  to  the  bill  on  principle,  though 
he  could  see  objections  to  particular 
clauses.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  object  to  consider  the  mea- 
sure. When  he  was  told  of  parties  inun- 
dating the  lobby  to  oppose  the  bill,  he 
must  say  he  heard  nothing  of  it.  He 
heard  nothing  but  commendations  of  the 
bill.  He  was  urged  by  the  traders  of 
London,  with  whom  he  had,  he  believed, 
as  extensive  a  connexion  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Southwark  (Mr.  B.  Wood),  to 
press  the  Government  to  pass  this  bill.  It 
was  manifest  he  could  have  no  object  with 
regard  to  patronage  in  urging  them  as  he 
did  to  pass  it,  because  in  politics  he  was 
as  staunch  an  opponent  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  any  one  in  the  House.  He  asked 
whether  the  present  system  had  not  worked 
in  London  well  and  cheaply,  and  whether 
it  had  not  had  the  effect  of  adding  secu- 
rity to  bankrupts'  estates  ?  He  asked,  fur- 
ther, whether  it  had  not  been  the  means  of 
withdrawing  large  sums  of  outstanding 
balances  and  placing  them  in  the  funds, 
so  that  the  interest  paid  the  working  of  the 
measure  ?  In  the  country  there  were,  he 
had  not  much  doubt,  large  outstanding 
balances,  and  therefore  it  was  easy  to  see 
that  many  parties  would  object  to  the  bill. 
One  point  of  the  bill  was  to  give  addi- 
tional power  to  creditors.  Now,  he  would 
say,  that  if  they  did  not  give  great  power 
to  creditors,  they  would  have  a  discussion 
in  the  House  at  no  distant  period  of  a  re- 
vival of  the  law  of  arrest.  That  used  to 
be  the  great  power  in  the  hands  of  a 
2N 
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creditor.  He  had  no  equivalent  at  pre- 
sent. The  bill  provided  a  full  equivalent 
for  the  law  of  arrest.  But  it  was  said,  the 
expenditure  under  the  bill  would  be  ex- 
travagant. How  was  this  proved?  At 
present  the  average  expense  of  working  a 
commission  in  London  was  25/.  or  there- 
abouts; the  present  average  expense  in  the 
country  was  somewhere  about  70^  lie 
was  convinced  that,  whatever  might  be 
the  opposition  which  this  bill  received,  it 
would  be  ultimately  received  as  a  boon. 

Sir  R,  Peel  could  not  urge  too  strongly 
upon  the  House  the  importance  of  their 
going  into  committee  upon  the  bill.     If 
they  once  felt  satisfied  that  the  bill  was  an 
improvement  upon  the  existing   law,  he 
could   not   too  much   impress   upon  the 
House  the  policy  of  at  once  passing  it.    If 
after  having  with  so  much  labour  rolled 
the  stone  up  hill  they  permitted  it  to  fall 
again,  they  would  never  be  able  to* replace 
it,  or  if  at  all,  not  without  an  increased 
amount  of  difficulty.     He  entreated  the 
House  to  remember  that  there  were  740 
persons  throughout  the  country  who  were 
interested   in  stopping  the  progress  of  a 
reform   of   this  description.     They   were 
lawyers,  too.     Therefore,  as  they  had  pro- 
ceeded thus  far,  his  experience  of  the  pro- 
fession in  all  matters  connected  with  re- 
form induced  him  to  urge  upon  the  House 
at  once  to  agree  to  the  measure,  and  not 
to   miss  an  opportunity  that  might  not 
again  occur.    The  main  clauses  of  the  bill 
could  not  fail,  in  his  opinion,  to  operate 
most  usefully. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought  that  there  was 
very  good  ground  for  the  complaints 
made,  that  this  bill  had  been  passeid  with 
too  much  haste.  He  had  himself  been 
assured  by  a  deputation  that  had  waited 
upon  him,  that  they  had  been  unable  to 
procure  copies  of  the  bill  while  in  the 
other  House,  and  that  they  had  only  been 
able  to  consider  its  provisions  since  it  came 
down  and  had  been  printed. 

Mr.  M,  Philips  said,  his  object  having 
been  partly  answered  by  the  discussion 
that  had  already  taken  place,  he  should 
not,  as  he  had  intended,  nove  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  bill. 

House  in  committee. 
Clauses  to  the  30th  agreed  to. 
On  the  question  that  the  30th  clause, 
enacting  that  distress  should  not  be  avail- 
able for  more  than  six  months*  rent  due, 
to  prove  for  the  landlord  the  residue,  stand 
pirt  of  the  bill. 


The  committee   divided : «-  Ajei    7  ; 
Noes  85 :  Majority  78. 
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TBLLKIS. 

Freaantle,SirT. 
Baring,  IL 


House  resumed. 

Chairman    reported    progreti.     Coiii« 
mittee  to  sit  again. 


Port  Wimf.  Doty.]    Mr.  Masti 
moved  the  following  resolution : — 

''  That  it  having  been  the  uniform  practice, 
for  many  years  past,  to  allow  or  to  charge  the  * 
wine-inerchantt  upon  their  stocks  in  hand  for 
any  variation  of  duties  that  hav«  takea  plaet,. 
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this  House  ts  of  opinion  that  it  is  but  Just  and 
reasonable  that  the  same  course  should  be 
pursued  in  the  event  of  a  reduction  being 
nrnde  of  the  duty  upon  port  wine  consequent 
upon  the  tariff  to  be  annexed  to  the  treaty 
with  Portugal,  notwithstanding  the  transfer  of 
the  collection  of  the  whole  of  the  wine  duties 
to  the  Customs." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  op- 
posed the  motion,  because  it  called  upon 
the  House  to  pledge  itself  to  a  course  in 
anticipation  of  an  event,  the  time  or  cir- 
c II m stances  of  which  were  yet  unknown ; 
and  also  because  the  wine-merchants  to 
whom  it  applied  had  had  two  years*  notice 
of  the  intended  change,  and  therefore 
quite  sufficient  opportunity  of  disposing  of 
their  stocks  in  hand. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  trusted  that  no  consi- 
deration would  induce  the  House  to 
accede  to  the  moiioti  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  liondon.  I'hey  had  recently  revised 
almost  the  whole  of  the  Custom  duties — 
in  almost  every  article  they  had  exposed 
the  holders  to  an  unexpected  competition, 
and  in  no  case  had  they  allowed  a  draw- 
back.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
resolution,  proposed  that  Government 
should  allow  a  drawback,  not  in  reierence 
to  an  act  done,  but  merely  in  the  event  of 
a  reduction  being  made.  If  the  House 
should  agree  to  a  pledge  of  this  pro- 
spective nature,  there  would  be  no  check 
to  the  frauds  that  would  be  committed, 
and  he,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  sanction  the  resolution. 

Mr.  7*.  Ihmcomhe  supported  the  reso- 
lution. All  the  petitioners  asked  was, 
that  Government  should  not  depart  from 
the  uniform  practice  of  former  Govern- 
ments^  and  he,  hoped  the  House  would 
view  the  resolution  with  more  favour  than 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
done. 

Mr.  Hawes :  Though  he  admitted  the 
justice  of  the  resolution,  he  yet  hoped 
that  under  all  the  circumstances  the  hon. 
Member  for  London  would  not  press  his 
motion  to  a  division. 

Mr.  Alderman  Humphrey  could  not 
support  the  motion,  because  he  thought 
the  Government  had  made  out  a  strong 
case  against  it. 

Mr.  Moiterman  would  not  press  his 
motion  to  a  division  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
would  give  him  an  assurance  that  he 
would  take  the  subject  into  consideration, 
in  the  event  of  a  treaty  being  entered 


into  with  Portugal  for  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  wine. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  declined  giving  any 
assurance  on  the  subject.  He  objected 
to  the  resolution  on  principle,  and  could 
not  purchase  the  hon.  Member's  forbear- 
ance by  any  assurance  whatever. 

Motion  negatived. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  two 
o'clock. 

HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Saturday,  August  6,  184*2. 

MfNUTSA.]    Bills.    Public.^l'    Exchequer  Bills;    Con- 
aoUdated  Fund:    Canada  Loan;    East  India  Bistmps: 
Ecclesiastical  Corpofations  Leasing;    Lunatic   Asylums 
(Ireland). 
Private.-^-  and  passed :— Imperial  Bank  or  England. 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  August  6,  1 842. 

MfNtfrna.]  Bix.l&  Public.— i*-  Slave  Trade  Suppression 
Suspension  (Portuguese  Veuels) ;  Limitation  of  Actions 
(Ireland). 

Cofliin{//A2.— Boroughs  Incorporation  ;    Coventry  Botm- 
dary ;  County  Courts  .Salaries  and  Expenses. 
Rtfitrtfd. — Newfoundland ;  Law  of  Evidence. 
3"    and  passed !—<}onsoIidated  Fund;  Exchequer  Bills. 
Private.— 3"-    and   iiasaed:—  Hele's    Charity    (Lowe's) 
Elstate ;  Sewell's  Divorce. 

Pktitioms  pRR8BHTaD.  Pfom  Selby  and  Chepstow,  for 
allowing  the  Doty  on  Foreign  Wine  on  the  .Stock-in- 
Hand.-^From  Dalkeith»  for  ameliorating  the  mndition  of 
Schoolmasten  (Scotland).— From  Ardagh,  Down,  and 
Connor,  for  AlteraUon  In  the  system  of  EducaUon  (Ire- 
laiid).^Fiom  Cbarles  West,  agaioit  the  Bankruptcy  Law 
Amendment  Bill. 

Newfoundland.]  The  Order  of 
the  Day  for  bringing  up  the  report  of 
this  bill  was  read,  and  the  report  was  re* 
ceived. 

On  the  motion  that  the  bill  be  en- 
grossed, 

Mr.^.  IVall  objected  to  the  principle 
of  the  bill,  and  said  he  would  divide  the 
House  on  the  subject. 

The  House  divided — Aye864;  Noes  21 ; 
Majority  43. 

Hill  to  be  engrossed.  Third  reading 
fixed  for  Monday  at  twelve. 

Mines  and  Collieries*  Bill.]  The 
Order  of  the  Day  having  been  moved  for 
taking  into  consideration  the  amendments 
of  the  Lords  to  this  bill, 

Lord  Ashley  said,  that  the  amendments 

made  by  the  Lords  had  invalidated  the 

principle  of  the  bill,  and  made  it  inopera* 

tive.     There  existed  no  longer  any  security 

2  N2 


1095 


Mines  and 


{COMMONS} 


CottkriM  Bill. 


1096 


either  against  the  employment  of  females, 
or  against  the  employment  of  children  of 
an  extremely  tender  age,  for  if  they  were 
admitted  into  the  pits,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  guard  against  their  being  made  to 
work.  The  system  of  apprenticeship  would 
be  retained.  His  assertion  that  the  coal- 
owners  of  the  north  were  not  opposed  to 
the  bill,  had  been  described  as ''  chicanery," 
but  he  would  read  letters  to  the  House 
that  would  prove  the  truth  of  that  asser- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  proceeded  to  read 
the  following  documents  in  support  of  his 
former  statement : — 

Extract  of  a  Letter  from   Dalkeith,  14</i  June, 
from  a  Person  in  charge  of  Pits, 

''  The  degrading  and  brutal  employment  of 
women,  and  very  young  children,  in  tiie  pits, 
is  in  nowise  necessary  for  the  continued  work- 
ing of  coal  in  this  quarter.  Never  was  tiiere 
a  legislative  enactment  more  required  or  more 
calculated  to  do  good.'' 

From  another^  dated  20thffrom  ditto. 

"  I  express  my  most  earnest  wish  that  your 
Lordship's  bill  may  speedily  become  law." 

From  Bamslcy,  June  25. 

"  The  alterations  (that  is,  before  it  went  to 
the  Lords),  in  your  bill  have  done  a  great  deal 
to  satisfy  those  few  masters  who  were  against 
it." 

Prom  Ditto,  June  30. 

**  I  have  been  informed  that  the  petitions 
against  the  bill  have  been  signed  in  the  count- 
ing-houses and  at  pay-tables." 

From  aplace  near  Burton-on-  TVent.'-^An  Address 

of  Colliers. 

"  We  most  heartily  thank  you,  and  express 
our  humble  hope  that  you  may  have  good  suc- 
cess, as  we  approve  of  the  plan  you  have  sub- 
mitted to  the  British  House  of  Commons." 

**  Also  a  petition,  signed  on  behalf  of  2,500 
colliers,  near  Coal-bridge,  Lancashire : 

"  A  draught  of  the  bill  (says  a  correspond- 
ent) was  read  at  the  meeting,  where  there  weie 
not  less  than  2,500  miners,  and  they  would  not 
agree,  and  it  was  put  to  them,  to  alter  our 
petition  in  any  of  the  clauses." 

From  another,  June  29. 

'*  I  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Edward 
Grundy,  a  coaUowner,  of  my  neighbourhood, 
the  contents  of  which  are  favourable  to  your 
bill.  He  likewise  says  that  he  is  not  favour- 
able to  over-legislation,  but  he  considers  this 
measure  necessary  to  remedy  existing  abuses.'* 

Extract  Jrom  Mr^    Ashworth,  a  large    Coal 

Owner, 

'*  I  have  read  with  the  deepest  interest  the 
discussions  that  have  taken  place,  and  permit 
nie  to  say  that  I  highly  approve  the  bill  in 
general,  and  particularly  the  amended  clause 
which  will  admit  boys  from  ten  to  thirteen 


years  of  age  to  work  three  days  io  tach 
week." 

Ertraet  of  a  Letter  from  Siafordslure, 

*'  My  parish  is  in  Derbyshire,  although  my 
post  town  is  in  Staffordshire.  The  statements 
made  respecting  Derbyshire  were  fully  sub« 
stantiated  by  the  working  men.  The  poor 
children  work  fourteen,  sixteen,  and  some 
seventeen  hours.  The  accidents  in  the  pits 
here  have  been  frequent  and  frightful. '^ 

From  Mr.  Bald^  Jufy  13. 

*'  I  have  read  your  speech^  which  has  yielded 
me  gratification,  and  the  more  so,  as  1  have  so 
long  (above  forty  years)  been  acquainted  with 
the  facts  and  circumstances  brought  forward : 
not  one  particle  of  the  sad  picture  is  over- 
charged with  colouring.  Your  statements  are 
simple  truths.  These  strong  prejudices  and 
an  immoderate  love  of  gold  will  strongly  at« 
tack,  but  they  cannot  overthrow  them.'* 

Extract  from  a  Letter  to  Lord  Ashley  from  Mr. 
Lambton,  M.  P.  for  the  Cmmty  rfBurkaws, 
Jufy  13,  1842— 

"  I  wish  to  lose  no  time  in  expressing  my 

surprise  that  Mr.  Buddie  should  bare  written 

to  Lord  Londonderry  the  letter  which  I  have 

read  for  the  first  time  this  morning  in  the 

newspapers.    I  feel  myself  called  upon  from 

a  sense  of  justice,  to  say  that  it  appears  to  me 

Mr.  Buddie  has  not  acted  fairly  and  properly 

towards  you;  for  observe  what  tooK  place: 

Mr.  Buddie  was  instructed  formally  by  the 

united  coal  trade  committee  of  the  north  to 

confer  with  you  and  the  Members  connected 

with  the  northern  counties.    At  that  meeting 

you  made  considerable  concessions—*  Much 

discussion  took  place,  and  the  parties  preteot 

ultimately  agreed  to  accept  conditions  con« 

ceded  by  Lord  Ashley;*  why  here  Mr.  Buddie 

himself  shows,  by  his  own  words,  that  all  the 

parties  present  were  bound  in  fairness  and 

honour  to  support  your  bill,  so  altered  by  the 

concessions  they  accepted."    .    .     •    ^  I  do 

say  you  had  a  fair  and  just  right  to  expect  the 

support,  not  only  of  the  members  present  at 

the  meeting,  but  also  of  the  coal  trade  in  lh« 

north,  which  was  formally  represented  there 

by  Mr.  Buddie ;  and  I  had  a  fair  and  just 

right  to  state  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that, 

the  coal  trade  of  the  north  were  prepared  to 

support  the  bill.    It  must  be  self-evident  that 

you  could  only  consent  to  make  these  cooces* 

sions  on  condition  of  receiving  our  snpporC 

I  remember  you  said  more  than  once, '  If y 

opinions  are  not  changed,  but  I  make  these 

concessions  to  secure  your  support,'  or  words 

to  the  same  purpose.** 


f< 
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From  the  aowe  to  Lord  Atklef. 

It  appears  to  me  that,  if  Lord  Wbaradifle 
thought  himself  free  to  act,  he  should  have 
staled  so  at  the  conference  he  had  with  yon  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  when  we  all  agreed  to 
support  your  bill,  altered,  as  it  would  be,  by 
the  concessions  made  on  both  sides.  I  rccol* 
lect  you  distinctly  said,  at  the  dose  of  our  die* 
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cussions,  *  Welly  if  I  make  all  these  concessions^ 
will  you  all  support  the  bill  V  Lord  Wharn- 
cliffe  should  have  protested  then.  He  should 
have  then  stated,  that  he  did  not  approve  of 
the  general  agreement  we  had  come  to,  and 
that  he  conceived  himself  quite  free  to  act. 
Now  this  he  did  not  do,  to  the  best  of  my  re- 
collection ;  for  my  own  part,  I  had  no  doubt 
in  my  own  mind,  after  this  conference,  that  all 
present  were  bound  to  support  the  bill,  so 
altered." 

Much,  however,  as  he  regretted  the 
modifications  which  the  bill  had  under- 
gone, he  should  invite  the  House  to  accede 
to  the  bill,  which,  at  all  events,  went  to 
establish  a  great  and  valaable  principle, 
though  it  left  this  country  far  behind  Ire- 
land, where  no  women  were  employed  in 
mines ;  and  far  behind  Prussia,  where  no 
boy  was  admitted  to  labour  in  a  mine, 
unless  he  could  produce  a  certificate  of 
confirmation,  as  a  proof  that  he  had 
gone  through  a  course  of  religious  educa- 
tion. 

Viscount  Pabnerston  had  seen,  with 
great  pain,  the  amendments  made  by  the 
House  of  Lords  in  this  bill,  because 
those  amendments  went  to  deteriorate  the 
spirit  of  improvement  evinced  in  this 
bill,  to  which  there  could  be  no  objec- 
tion whatever  on  political  grounds.  But, 
under  the  circumstances  stated,  the  noble 
Lord  had  exercised  a  sound  discretion 
in  not  calling  on  the  House  to  negative 
those  amendments.  It  was  quite  right,  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  those  amend- 
ments, if  carried  out,  would  nullify  the 
most  important  provisions  of  the  bill,  but 
it  was  to  be  hoped,  that  the  good  feeling  of 
those  engaged  in  mines  and  collieries 
would  counteract  the  evil  eflfect  of  those 
amendments.  He  regretted  that  the  cor- 
dial support  promised  by  the  Government 
had  not  been  given  to  the  bill.  He  would 
not  accuse  them  of  backing  out  of  their 
intentions,  but  their  reluctance  to  object 
to  these  amendments,  proved  that  there 
was  a  power  greater  than  their  own  which 
exercised  a  sort  of  coercion  over  them. 
When  the  Members  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment were  in  opposition  they  were  in  the 
habit  of  taunting  the  late  Government 
with  allowing  themselves  to  be  coerced  by 
a  portion  of  their  supporters,  but  it  ap- 
peared thst  the  present  Government  was 
iubjected  to  the  same  kind  of  coercion. 
The  late  Government,  however,  when  they 
yielded  to  such  a  pressure,  did  so  only  to 
go  forward  in  the  progress  of  improvement ; 
the  present  Government  allowed  them- 


selves to  be  coerced  to  abandon  improve- 
ment. 

Sir  •/.  Graliam  said,  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Lord  rendered  it  necessary  to 
ofier  a  few  remarks  in  return.  On  the 
introduction  of  the  measure  nothing  could 
be  more  sincere  and  cordial  than  the  sup- 
port which  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  gave  the 
measure,  reserving  his  judgment  as  to  a 
few  details.  The  noble  Lord  had  insinu- 
ated that  his  Colleagues  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  had  not  been  dis- 
posed to  support  the  bill.  What  were  the 
present  enactments  of  the  bill  ?  Why,  the 
employment  of  boys  under  the  age  of  ten 
years  was  prohibited,  there  was  a  limita- 
tion of  the  period  of  apprenticeship,  and 
the  employment  of  females  in  mines  was 
also  prohibited.  All  the  great  principles 
for  which  the  noble  Lord  had  contended 
stood  as  they  were  originally  meant.  He 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  certainly  did  not  think 
the  alterations  were  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  of  the  enactment.  He  thought 
they  were  fair,  reasonable,  and  just  modi- 
fications. With  regard  to  what  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated  of  the  coercion  exercised 
over  the  Government,  he  believed  that  his 
Colleagues  in  the  other  House  possessed 
in  an  equal  degree  the  confidence  of  that 
House,  in  which  they  possessed  that  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  In  the  course  of  this 
Session  the  Government  had  carried 
through  both  Houses  many  extensive  and 
important  measures.  They  had  com- 
menced the  Session,  now  so  near  its  end, 
possessing  the  confidence  of  Parliament, 
and  he  believed  they  had  not  forfeited  it 
at  it  ts  close. 

Lord  Ashley,  in  explanation,  stated, 
that  when  the  course  was  taken  in  the 
House  which  rendered  the  changes  inevit- 
able, he  (Lord  Ashley)  was  asked  if  he 
would  consent  to  them.  His  reply  was, 
that  he  could  not  help  himself;  and  that 
he  was  disposed  tosacriBce  the  children  in 
order  to  save  the  women. 

Mr.  F,  Smith  did  not  think  the  de- 
claration of  cordial  support  of  the  bill 
made  by  the  Government,  had  been  ful- 
filled. 

Mr.  S,  Worthy  said,  that  the  workmen 
had  it  in  their  power  to  prevent  it,  if  they 
did  not  wish  their  wives  and  children  to 
go  into  the  mines.  At  the  same  time  he 
regretted  some  of  the  amendments  which 
had  been  made  by  the  other  House. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  was  afraid  that  the 
House  of  Lords  was  inclined  to  consider 
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ia  some  sort  make  myself  a  party  to  transac- 
tions which  I  do  not  approve,  and  of  which 
the  House  of  Commons  has  implied  its  con- 
demnation/' 

And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
went  on  to  say,  — 

'*  I  feel,  moreover,  that  hy  a  refusal  on  my 
part  of  the  means  by  which  alone  such  en- 
gagements can  be  fulfilled,  I  afford  the  most 
effectual  discouragement  to  the  entering  into 
similar  compromises  in  future,  and  thus  pro- 
mote, so  far  as  in  my  power,  the  intentions  of 
the  House  of  Commons." 

Now,  his  objection  to  this  course  was  of 
a  twofold  character.  First,  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  under- 
standing upon  which  parties  appeared 
before  the  committee ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  he  thought  it  was  inconsistent  with 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  It  was  a 
clear  and  distinct  understanding  that  if 
the  parties  whose  proceedings  were  to  be 
inquired  into  before  Mr.  Roebuck's  com- 
mittee should  before  that  committee  make 
a  full  disclosure  of  what  had  taken  place, 
and  a  full  admission  of  any  facts  in  which 
they  were  concerned,  they  should  be  com- 
pletely indemnified,  and  saved  harmless 
from  any  injury  which  might  otherwise 
arise  from  the  disclosure.  The  refusal  of 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  been  considered  as 
an  inconvenience  or  punishment  to  some 
one — either  to  the  individual  to  whom  the 
stewardship  was  refused,  or  to  the  indi- 
vidual who  expected  to  acquire  the  seat 
when  it  was  vacated  by  Lord  Chelsea ; 
otherwise  it  should  not  have  been  men- 
tioned in  the  latter  part  of  the  letter,  as  a 
discouragement  of  such  compromise  in 
future.  Now  he  thought  that  by  retaining 
any  person  in  Parliament  who  wished  to 
go  out  of  it,  or  by  preventing  another  per- 
son from  coming  into  Parliament  who  had 
an  opportunity  of  so  doing,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  violating  the  understand- 
ing upon  which  the  committee  had  pro- 
ceeded. It  was,  moreover,  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  refusal  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds  would  defeat  the  terms  of  the 
compromise.  One  result  of  that  refusal 
would  be,  that  in  consequence  of  the 
agreement  entered  into  by  Lord  Chelsea, 
he  would  have  to  forfeit  2,000/.  Lord 
Chelsea  might  perhaps  prefer  forfeiting  his 
seat.  Many  persons  would  give  2,000/. 
(as  they  had  learned  from  those  proce" 
ings)  to  obtain,  and  others  would  give 
same  to  retain,  a  seat  in  that  House, 


therefore,  thought  that  there  had  clearly 
been  a  departure  from  the  underataudiog 
upon  which  the  committee  had  proceeded. 
The  result  of  a  refusal  of  the  Chihem 
Hundreds  was,  that  a  Member  who  was 
supposed  by  the  Government  to  have  ob- 
tained his  seat  by  bribery,  and  who  entered 
into  a  compromise  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting inquiry,  was  retained,  and  the 
electors  were  deprived  of  the  opportunity 
of  exercising  their  franchise  in  the  electioD 
of  another  candidate.  It  might  be  assomed 
that  the  same  rule  would  be  followed  in 
the  cases  of  Harwich  and  Falmouth,  bui 
to  those  cases  his  objections  would  equally 
apply.  He  would  not  inquire  whether  it 
was  right  for  Members  of  Parliament  to 
relieve  themselves  of  the  duties  they  had 
assumed  as  representatives  of  the  people, 
but,  by  the  practice  of  centuries,  it  had 
been  an  ordinary  rule,  that  when  any 
Member,  whatever  his  motives  might  be, 
or  to  whatever  party  he  might  belong, 
wished  to  withdraw  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  should  be  enabled  to  do  so, 
on  application  to  the  Government  of  the 
day,  by  having  the  appointment  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds  conferred  on  him. 
There  were  only  two  cases  in  which  Go* 
vernment  would  be  justified  in  refusing  to 
comply  with  such  an  application,  the  one 
would  be  the  case  of  a  person  in  a  state  of 
mental  incapacity,  and  the  other  the  case 
of  a  party  over  whom  certain  proceedings 
were  hanging,  as,  for  instance,  a  motion 
for  his  expulsion ;  for  in  that  case  a  Mem* 
ber  would  be  in  a  situation  similar  to  that 
of  an  officer  who  might  demand  to  be 
allowed  to  resign  his  commission  when 
about  to  be  tried  by  a  court-martial.  But 
if,  when  a  Member  of  Parliament  wished 
to  retire  from  his  seat.  Government  was  to 
take  upon  itself  to  inquire  into  his  motives, 
an  entirely  new  principle  would  be  intro- 
duced, and  one  that  would  give  the  Go- 
vernment a  most  inconvenient  control  over 
public  men.  An  Opposition  leader  might, 
for  instance,  have  been  defeated  at  a 
general  election,  and  another  Member 
might  be  willing  to  vacate  his  seat,  that 
his  friend  might  be  elected  in  his  place ; 
suppose,  then,  the  Government  chose  to 
say,  *'  We  will  not  be  parties  to  such  an 
arrangement,  and  to  prevent  its  being  car- 
tied  out  we  will  refuse  the  Chihera  Hun- 
dreds/' He  '  ~^almerston)  did 
to  ns  anyieasoQ 
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occasioDi  but  he  was  only  endeavouring  to 
show  to  what  serious  consequences  the 
carrying  out  of  such  a  principle  might 
lead.  He  would  conclude  by  moving  for 
the  correspondence  already  described^  and 
in  doing  so  he  did  not  apprehend  that  any 
objection  would  be  made.  His  motive  in 
bringing  forward  the  motion  was  to  afford 
her  Majesty's  Government  an  opportunity 
of  stating  what  their  reasons  were  for  act- 
ing as  they  had  done. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  begged 
to  second  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and,  in  doing  so,  he  afforded  the  strongest 
proof  in  his  power  that,  so  far  from  ob- 
jecting to  the  production  of  the  corre- 
spondence referred  to,  it  was  his  wish  that 
it  should  be  made  public.  He  made  the 
letter  he  had  addressied  to  Lord  Chelsea  an 
official  letter,  for  the  especial  purpose  that 
it  might  be  matter  of  record.  He  was 
most  anxious  that,  in  the  course  he  had 
pursued,  he  might  not  establish  any  pre- 
cedent which  might  lead  to  such  a  partial 
application  of  the  grant  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds  as  had  existed  at  some  periods, 
and  to  which  no  one  could  entertain 
stronger  objections  than  himself.  He 
thought  he  could  not  better  express  his 
opinion  than  by  referring  to  his  letter  to 
Lord  Chelsea.  He  thought  it  was  not 
extraordinary  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
should  take  a  different  view  of  this  subject 
to  that  which  he  entertained,  for,  when 
the  question  of  compromise  was  first 
broached,  the  noble  Lord  said,  he  did  not 
conceive  that  there  was  any  impropriety  in 
such  compromises.  The  noble  Lord  had 
objected,  on  two  grounds,  to  the  course 
pursued  by  Government.  He  said  that, 
in  the  first  place,  their  conduct  involved  a 
violation  of  the  understanding  which  was 
entered  into  when  an  investigation  was  in- 
stituted ;  and  also,  that  it  was  at  variance 
with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  an  understanding 
existed  that  no  punishment  should  be  im- 
posed on  any  parties,  in  consequence  of 
the  disclosures  they  might  make  before  the 
committee ;  and  he  contended  that,  in  re- 
fusing the  Chiltern  Hundreds  to  Lord 
Chelsea,  her  Majesty's  Government  had 
violated  that  understanding,  and  had  acted 
in  opposition  to  the  wish  of  Parliament. 
The  noble  Lord»  however,  appeared  to 
take  a  different  view  of  the  question  to 
that  which  he  entertained.  He  had  the 
power  of  granting  or  withholding  a  certain 
office,  which  was  sought  for  by  a  certain 


party,  with  a  particular  object ;  and  it  was 
not  for  him  to  consider  whether,  by  the 
refusal  of  the  application,  any  punishment 
was  inflicted  on  the  applicant,  but  he  was 
bound  to  regard  his  own  position,  and  he 
was  entitled  to  act  upon  his  own  judgment. 
He  could  not  make  himself  a  direct  party 
to  a  transaction  of  which  he  did  not  ap- 
prove, and  which  the  House  had  pro- 
nounced to  be  improper.  The  noble  Lord 
had  justly  supposed  that  he  was  prepared 
to  pursue  the  same  course,  which  he  had 
adopted  in  this  case,  with  respect  to  the 
other  two  boroughs  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  referred ;  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Falmouth  and  Harwich  applied  to 
him,  for  the  stewardship  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds,  he  would,  undoubtedly  refuse 
the  application.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
that,  by  refusing  the  application,  the  Go- 
vernment retained,  as  the  representative 
of  a  borough,  an  individual  who  had  en- 
tered into  a  compromise,  and  who  was 
supposed  bv  the  committee  to  have  been 
guilty  of  bribery ;  and  the  noble  Lord  had 
intimated  that  they  ought  rather  to  have 
facilitated  the  removal  of  such  an  indivi- 
dual from  his  seat,  in  order  that  his  con- 
stituents might  have  the  opportunity  of 
electing  another  representative.  He  did 
not  think,  however,  that  this  was  a  fair 
representation.  He  would  take  the  case 
of  Harwich.  A  compromise  was  en- 
tered into  with  respect  to  that  borough, 
by  which  it  was  agreed  that  Major 
Beresford  should  apply  for  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds,  and  should  vacate  his  seat  in 
favour  of  an  opposing  candidate.  But 
was  it  shown  that  Major  Beresford  was  the 
party  who  had  been  guilty  of  bribery? 
Did  it  not  appear,  throughout  the  transac- 
tions, that  Major  Beresford  was  no  party 
to  the  bribery  which  had  been  committed ; 
but  that  the  money  which  had  been  spent 
was  expended  by  the  gentleman  who  was, 
by  the  compromise,  to  have  obtained  the 
seat?  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  discourage 
these  compromises,  and  he  could  only  do 
so  by  determining  that,  where  the  House 
decided  that  a  compromise  had  been  made^ 
he  would  not  render  himself  a  party  to 
the  transaction.  He  believed  that  the 
knowledge  that  such  compromises  could 
not  be  carried  out,  would  most  effectually 
prevent  their  being  entered  into.  He 
could  conceive  cases  in  which  compromises 
of  this  nature  might  arise  from  the  most 
corrupt  motives.  If,  therefore,  he  ad- 
mitted the  principle  that  be  was  boundi  in 
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all  caseii,  to  grant  the  stewardship  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds  to  persons  who  applied 
for  the  office,  he  made  himself  a  party  to 
the  transaction,  and  he  thought  that  that 
was  a  position  in  which  he  ought  not  to 
place  himself.     With  regafd  to  the  consti- 
tutional part  of  the  question,  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord   that,  on  ordinary 
occasions,  the  grant  of  the  Chiltern  Hun- 
dreds— without  refefetice  to  political  con- 
siderations, or  to  the  particular  reasons 
which  might  induce  individuals  to  retire 
from  Parliament — was  a  matter  of  course. 
He  was  sure  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  do  him  the  justice  to  admit,  that  he 
had  always  given  as  prompt  attention  to 
their  applications  as  to  those  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  his  side  of  the  House,  and  no- 
thing had  occurred  which  could  induce 
him  to  pursue  a  different  course.    The 
noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  it  was  unusual 
to  refuse  the  Chiltern  Hundreds,  except 
on  account  of  mental  incapacity,  or  where 
proceedings  were  pending  for  the  expul- 
sion of  the  applicants  from  their  seats. 
In  this  case,  however,  the  House    had 
decided  that  compromises  had  been  en« 
tered   into,  which  had  the  effect  of  ob- 
structing the  investigation  of  bribery ;  the 
House  had  condemned  those  compromises, 
and  had  adopted  measures  for  tneir  pre- 
ventiot),  and  he  conceived  that  a  distinct 
indication  had  thus  been  held  out  to  him, 
a§  to  the  course  it  was  his  duty  to  pursue, 
with  respect  to  the  grant  of  the  office  to 
which  allusion  was  made.    These  were 
the  reasons  which  had  influenced  him  to 
adopt  the  course  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
should  most  deeply  regret  acting  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  general  wish  of  the  House, 
but  he  was  most  desirous  to  avoid  any 
connection  with  the  transactions  to  which 
reference  had  been  made ;  and  it  was  be- 
cause he  felt  that  he  was  fulfilling  the  in- 
tentions of  the  House,  in  discouraging  such 
compromises,  that  he  had  pursued  this 
course. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  pursued  a  proper  course,  and 
that  if  he  had  granted  the  application  of 
the  noble  Lord  for  the  stewardship  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds,  he  would  have  been 

Kilty  of  an  insult  to  the  House.     He  be* 
ved  that  the  course  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  effectually 
tend  to  prevent  such  compromises  from 
being  entered  into  in  future. 
Mr.  K.  Smith  thought  the  House  wai 


indebted  to  his  noble  Friend  for  having 
brought  this  subject  forward ;  for,  if  the 
only  means  they  had  of  retiring  from  this 
House  was  by  the  grant  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds,  on  application  to  theCbiooei- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  thought  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  carefully  watch 
the  cases  in  which  such  applicatioDs  were 
refused.    In  the  present  case,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  from  proper 
motives ;  but  he  thought  the  sooner  tbey 
got  rid  of  this  system  of  getting  out  of  the 
House  the  better,  for  it  was  but  the  main- 
tenance of  a  barbarous  fiction.    The  ays- 
tem  was  adopted  on  the  assumption  that^ 
as  the  Members  were  returned  by  the 
people,  they  ought  not  to  be  allowed   to 
retire  from  the  House  on  slight  grounds; 
but,  as  a  seat  in  Parliament  was  now  an 
object  of  considerable  ambition,  he  thought 
there  was  no  necessity  for  the  continuance 
of  such  a  regulation.     It  placed  a  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  which 
might  be  most  grossly  abused.  He  believed 
that  this  power  was  used  on  one  occasKMi 
by  Lord  North  to  prevent  a  powerful  polU 
tical  adversary  from  obtaining  a  seat  in 
that  House.     He  did  not  quite  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  on  one 
point.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  the  refusal  of  this  application  bad  the 
effect  of  defeating  th^  compromise.     Bui 
there  was  an   alternative  in  the  arrange* 
ment.     Lord  Chelsea  was  bound  to  vacate 
his  seat,  and  to  obtain  it  for  another  per- 
son, or  be  was  liable  to  the  forfeiture  of 
2,000/.     Lord  Chelsea  might  be  called 
upon  to  pay  this  amount;  and  therefore^ 
though  the  right  hon.  Gentlemnn  had  pre- 
vented the  noble  Lord  from  fulfilling  hia 
agreement  in  one  respect,  by  Tacating  hia 
seat,  he  had  not  succeeded  in  defeating 
another  part   of  the  bargain— the   for* 
feiture  of  the  2,000/.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  thought  that  further  pro- 
ceedings ought   to  have   been    adopted 
against    the    parties    implicated  by    tbn 
disclosures    made  before  the  committet 
of  the   hon.  and  learned    Member   for 
Bath.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite, 
however,  opposed    such   a  course^  and 
he  (Mr.  V.  8mith)    aupportcd  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.    He  most  confeM  that  he 
was  of  opinion  this  act  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  a  violation  of  the 
understanding    which  existed  when   the 
committee  was  appointed,  for  it  inflicted 
severe  punishment  on  en  individual,  com* 
pelltDg  him '~  ^^  seat, and  subieei* 
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ing  hint  to  the  forfeitufe  oF  2,000/.  It 
was  acknowledged  that  the  electors  of 
Reading  were  represented  by  a  gentleman 
who  had  obtained  his  Seat  by  improper 
meansi  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer refused  to  allow  such  an  indifidual 
to  vacate  his  seat,  and  thereforei  the  elec- 
tors of  the  borough  were  misrepresented, 
or  they  were  represented  by  a  gentleman 
who  had  acquired  his  seat  by  unlawful 
means. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  The  noble  Lord  who  intro* 
duced  this  subject  said  tery  justly,  that 
this  was  not  to  be  considered  the  indi- 
vidual act  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, but  the  act  of  the  Government. 
His  right  hod.  Friend  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  felt  that  this  application 
differed  materially  In  its  character  from 
the  ordinary  applications  made  to  him; 
he  wished  to  have  the  advice  of  his  Col- 
leagues, and  their  unanimous  opinion  he 
believed  was,  that  the  arguments  in  favour 
of  withholding  the  grant  of  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds  to  Lord  Chelsea,  preponderated 
over  those  aeainst  pursuing  that  course. 
It  was,  he  admitted,  a  case  with  respect 
to  which  different  opinions  might  fairlv  be 
held;  but  he  thought  the  course  which 
had  been  adopted  was  the  wisest  which, 
under  the  circumstances,  could  be  pur- 
sued. The  decision,  he  might  observe, 
was  not  formed  particularly  with  regard 
to  the  case  of  Lord  Chelsea.  He  admitted 
this  was  a  case  which  involved  very  con- 
flicting considerations,  and  on  which  per- 
sons might  come  to  vety  different  conclu- 
sions without  their  motives  being  liable  to 
any  impeachment.  The  noble  Lord  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  concurred  in 
acquitting  the  Government  of  being  in- 
fluenced by  any  improper  motives,  in  pur- 
suing the  course  they  had  adopted.  He 
thought  that,  under  ordinary  circum* 
stances,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
odghl  Dot  to  exercise  his  discretionary 
power  of  refusing  the  Chiltern  Hundreds; 
where  no  case  of  suspicion  existed,  he 
thought  the  request  for  the  stewardship 
ought  to  be  granted ;  and  he  thought  it 
wouM  be  a  gross  abase  of  power  if  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  in» 
flaeoced  by  any  political  considerations 
in  refosing  an  application  for  the  Chiltern 
Hundreds^  It  bad  been  said,  there  was 
an  nnderstandihg  thai  no  parlies  giving 
evidence  before  the  oommittee  should  be 
damnified  by  the  disclosures  they  might 
make*    Tb«t  waa  bis  (Sir  R.  Peers)  opt* 


nion  ;  but  he  considered  that  such  an  un- 
derstanding extended  only  to  a  vote  of 
censure  by  the  House,  a  declaration  that 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House 
had  been  committed,  or  any  implied  re- 
flection upon  the  parties.  The  question 
here  was,  however,  what  course  the  Chtin- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought  to  pursue-^ 
whether  he  ought  to  grant  this  applica- 
tion? If  in  private  life  two  partiei,  with- 
out consulting  an  individual,  Wished  to 
make  him  the  tool  of  an  improper  com- 
promise and  one  of  which  he  disapproved, 
what  would  be  his  course?  Would  he 
not  ref\ise  to  accede  to  their  request  ?  If 
they  said,  *'  We  have  made  an  engage- 
ment that  you  shall  do  a  certain  thing," 
would  he  not  reply,  **  I  disapprove  it,  and 
I  refuse  to  accede  to  your  request  V*  So 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  feeling 
that  this  compromise  was  an  improper  one, 
and  knowing  that  the  House  had  declared 
it  to  be  so,  was  bound  by  his  duty  to  the 
House  of  Commons  to  refuse  to  be  made 
a  party  to  the  transaction,  though  such  re- 
fusal might  be  productive  of  some  injury 
and  inconvenience  to  the  parties  concerned 
in  the  arrangement.  The  proposal  in  this 
case  was — 

*<Tliat  one  of  the  sitting  Members  shall 
vacate  his  seat  in  such  time  that  a  new  elec- 
tion may  take  place  during  the  present  Session; 
and  that  both  of  them  shall  use  their  utmost 
endeavours  to  secure  the  election  and  return  , 
of  the  petitioner  at  the  next  election  for  the 
borough  of  Reading  (wliether  caused  by  such 
vacating,  by  death,  advancement  to  the  peer- 
age, or  any  other  circumstance),  without  op- 
position, and  to  induce  the  Conservative  elect- 
ors of  the  Borough  of  Reading  to  do  the 
same/' 

His  right  hon.  Friend  was  asked  to  be- 
come a  party  to  that  arrangement.  He 
was  asked,  in  fact,  to  induce  the  Con- 
servotive  electors  to  vote  against  their 
principles ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had, 
he  thought,  acted  a  prudent  and  rational 
part  in  refusing  to  be  a  party  to  such 
a  proceeding.  If  this  compromise  had 
been  effected,  who  was  to  have  been  re« 
turned  in  the  place  of  the  sitting  Member  ? 
A  gentleman  whose  political  principles 
were  opposed  to  those  of  a  majority  of  the 
voters.  And  what^  according  to  the  evi- 
dence, had  been  the  conduct  of  this 
gentleman  ?  It  appeared  that  a  person 
had,  on  his  behalf,  offered  to  withdraw 
the  petition  against  the  sitting  Member*, 
on  condition  that  one  of  the  seats  should 
be  vacated,  or  that  3,000<»  shoald  be  paid. 
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The  witness  said,  that  the  person  who  made 
this  proposal  stated,  that  he  was  not  autho- 
rized by  Mr.  Mills  to  make  it,  but  that  it 
proceeded  from  a  party  in  confidential 
communication  with  Mr.  Mills,  and  who 
must  be  aware  of  his  sentiments  on  the 
subject.  Had  not  his  right  hon.  Friend 
acted  most  properly,  after  such  evidence, 
in  saying;,  "  I  decline  to  be  a  party  to  this 
arrang^ement.  I  have  a  discretionary 
power  which,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, ought  not  to  be  exercised ;  but^ 
after  these  statements,  I  positively  refuse 
to  be  mixed  up  in  the  transaction,  and 
I  must  decline  to  grant  your  application 
for  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  ?"  That  was, 
he  conceived,  the  proper  course  to  pursue, 
and  he  believed  the  most  eflfectual  mode 
of  preventing  these  compromises  from 
being  entered  into  in  future  was  for  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  say — "  Whatever 
arrangements  you  may  make  among  your- 
selves, I  give  this  public  notice  that  you 
shall  not  commit  me  by  them."  He  thought 
the  majority  of  the  House  would  concur 
in  the  opinion  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  been  influenced  by  just  principles, 
and  that  he  had  taken  a  course  which 
would  effectually  discourage  these  com- 
promises, without  incurring  any  risk  of 
the  abuse  of  the  power  conBded  to  him  of 
granting  the  Chiltern  Hundreds. 

Mr.  R,  Yorke  thought,  that  they  should 
watch  with  great  vigilance  the  power 
which  was  vested  in  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  respecting  the  granting  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds ;  but  in  the  present 
instance  he  thought  he  bad  acted  properly. 

Captain  Plumridge  said,  he  had  intended 
for  some  time  to  apply  for  the  grant  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds;  and  he  had  at  that 
moment  a  letter  in  his  pocket  containing 
an  application  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  stewardship.  He  had 
been  advised  by  some  friends  not  to  make 
the  application,  and  he  had  delayed  doing 
so ;  and  he  t^iought  he  should  exhibit  very 
bad  taste  if,  after  what  had  taken  place, 
he  sent  the  application. 

Motion  agrc^  to.  Correspondence  laid 
on  the  Table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  five. 
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Outrage  s — (1  r  b  l  a  ir  n. )]  Earl 
Foriescue  in  moving  pursuant  to  notioe 
for  a  return  of  outrages  reported  by*  tbe 
Constabulary  in  Ireland,  for  tbe  last 
month,  begged  to  assure  their  Lordships 
that  nothing  but  a  strong  sense  of  public 
duty  would  have  induced  him  to  tremas 
on  their  attention  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session,  when  they  must  all  be  naturally 
anxious  to  bring  its  labours  to  a  close.  He 
might  however,  he  thought,  claim  both  for 
his  noble  Friend  and  himself,  the  credit  of 
not  having  offered  any  vexatious  opposi- 
tion to  the  measures  of  her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters. But  whenever  questions  relating 
to  the  Government  of  Ireland  had  been 
introduced,  they  had  always  been  ready  to 
give  to  the  head  of  that  Government  the 
fullest  credit  for  the  purity  of  his  motives 
and  the  rectitude  of  his  intentions.  His 
observations  on  the  present  occasion  should 
be  in  the  same  spirit,  his  object  was  not  tu 
throw  blame  on  the  Irish  Govemroenc, 
but  rather  to  guard  them  against  the  SU8> 
picion  of  tolerating  practices,  which,  if  what 
had  been  stated  respecting  them  vr^s  true, 
were  no  less  disgraceful  to  their  authors, 
than  cruel  to  the  people  and  destructive 
of  all  social  confiaence  and  good  iaith. 
With  respect  to  the  particular  subject  of 
his  motion;  he  must  say,  that  he  had 
always  looked  with  great  interest  at  the 
Constabulary  returns,  knowing  the  care 
and  accuracy  with  which  they  were  made 
out  under  the  superintendanoe  of  that  able 
and  excellent  officer  colonel  Macgr^or. 
and  he  regarded  them,  therefore,  as  pretty 
sure  indications  of  the  temper  and  diqio- 
sition  of  the  mass  of  the  people.  In  the 
two  years  and  a  half,  during  which  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Govemmenty  he 
had  had  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  a  gradual 
reduction  of  crime,  he  wished  he  could  say 
that  this  had  continued  to  the  present  tioM, 
but  while  in  the  first  six  months  of  I£#l, 
the  number  of  outrages  of  all 
>i8tabulary  was  2/ 
*  period  of  the 
to  3,551|  ao( 
^ousontfages 
«d  froBi  i 


1113 


OutragcB 


{Aug.  8} 


(Ireland). 


1114 


return^  the  Number  during  the  first  half 
year  of  1841  was  897>  while  io  the  same 
period  of  this  year  they  amounted  to  1,166, 
showing   an  increase  in  these  graver  of- 
fences of  269.      He  did  not  make  this 
matter  of  charge  against  the  Government; 
as  he  well  knew  that  outrages  might  some- 
times occur  from  causes  which   no  Go- 
vernment could  wholly  prevent,  but  if  as 
he  believed  the  diminution  of  crime  had 
been  in  great  measure  produced    by  an 
increased  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  the  laws,  it  surely  was  fair  matter  for 
consideration  whether  anything  had  lately 
occurred  to  abate  that  confidence.     Now 
the  first  act  of  the  present  Government 
was  to  dismiss  eight  stipendiary  magis- 
trates, on  the  eround  that  their  duties 
could  be  as  well  performed  by  the  local 
magistracy.     That  he  did  not  consider  a 
wise  measure.    The  great  majority  of  the 
resident    eentry    of    Ireland  differed   in 
politics  and  religion  from  the  mass  of  the 
people,  who  on  that  account  would  not  feel 
the  same  confidence  in  their  administration 
of  the  laws,  as  the  people  here  do  in  that  of 
the  magistracy  of  this  country,  even  if  the 
Irish  gentry  were  as  a  body,   which  he 
believ^  they  were  not,  as  judicious  and 
temperate  in  the  discharge  of  their  magis- 
terial duties  as  the  English.  It  was  there- 
fore important  to  have  paid  functionaries 
in  particular  districts,  who  would  assist, 
and  at  the  same  time  be  some  check  upon 
the  unpaid  local  magistracy.    And  he  felt 
sure,  that  where  that  was  the  case  the 
people  had  greater  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.     The  removal  of 
the  eight    stipendiary    magistrates   was 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  an  ill  advised 
step,  neither  did  he  think  that  ex^officio 
prosecutions    by    the    Attorney -general 
against  newspapers  for  calling  in  question 
the  manner  in  which  juries  were  selected, 
was  the  best  mode  of  showinj:  the  people 
that  those  selections  were  mirlv  made; 
more   especially   when    the  judge    who 
tried    the   case,    in   his    charge    to   the 
jury,  laid  down  doctrines  respecting  the 
law  of  libel  utterly  subversive  of  every- 
thing like  fair  discussion  by  the  press, 
and     described   the    publication    under 
trial,  in  terms  partaking  more  of  the  eager 
vehemence  of  the  advocate,  than  of  that 
grave  and  deliberate  caution  which  ought 
always  to  mark  addresses  from  the  Bench. 
But  on  these  questions  there  might  be 
differenoe  of  opinion,  and  the  majority  of 
tlieir  Lordships  might  possibly  consider, 
that  the  Government,  the  Attorney.ge- 1 


neral,  and  the  Chief  Justice  were  right 
and  that  he  was  wrong,  but  in  that  to 
which  he  was  about  to  call  their  attention, 
there  could  be  no  two  opinions  in  the 
mind  of  any  honest  and  right  thinking 
At  the  late  Assizes  for  Armagh 


man. 


four  men  were  tried  for  Ribbonism,  found 
guilty,  and  sentenced  to  seven  years  trans- 
portation—*  with  the  sentence  he  had  no- 
thing to  do.     It  might  be  quite  just  for 
aught  he  knew,  but  there  was  a  circum- 
stance on  the  trial  which  he  felt  bound  to 
notice.    A  witness  named  Hagan,  stated 
in  his  examination,  that  he  had  been  ar- 
rested on  a  charge  of  Ribbonism,  and  was 
released  on  heavy  bail,  and  was  at  large 
from  September  to  February.    That  dur- 
ing that  period  he  was  employed  in  con- 
cocting Ribbon  passes  and  other  docu- 
ments ;  that  he  had  scattered  above  sixty 
of  these  through  the  country,  and  had 
made  several  Ribbonmen ;  that  all  he  was 
doing  was  known  to  the  magistrates ;  that 
he  had  told  it  himself  to  the  Provost  of 
Sligo,  and  that  his  canvassing  for  Ribbon- 
men  was  under  the   direction  of  magis- 
trates.   Now  this  was  either  true  or  false. 
If  true,  the  magistrates  who  could  so  act 
were  utterly  unworthy  to  hold  their  com- 
missions, but  if  this  miscreant's  account 
were  false,  what  reliance  could  be  placed 
on  the  rest  of  his  evidence?    What  he 
(Lord  Fortescue)  wished  the  Government 
to  do  was  to  institute  a  strict  investigation 
into  the  matter,  and  if  the  magistrates 
should  have  been  found  to  have  acted  as 
described,  to  visit  them  with  its  severest 
displeasure.     If  they  were  innocent,  it  was 
due  to  them  to  have  the  calumny  exposed, 
but  most  of  all,  it  was  essential  for  the 
Government  to  mark  their  reprobation  of 
practices  which,  if  supposed  to  be  tolerated 
or  connived  at  by  them,  would  utterly 
destroy  all  confidence  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  and  would  render  Ireland 
once  more  a  prey  to  that  svstem  of  outrage 
and  bloodshed  from  whidi  she  had  been 
for  some  time  happily  exempt.    The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving— 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Hoase  a 
return  of  outrages  reported  by  the  Iriib  con- 
stabulary during  the  month  of  June  last." 

The  Duke  of  WelUngion  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  production  of  the  returns  which 
the  noble  Earl  required,  nor  should  he 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  say  a  word  on 
such  a  motion  if  the  noble  Em  had  not 
thought  proper  to  draw  conclusions  from 
the  comparative  number  of  ofienoes  which 
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The  witness  said,  that  the  person  who  made 
this  proposal  stated,  that  he  was  not  autho- 
rized by  Mr.  Mills  to  make  it,  but  that  it 
proceeded  from  a  party  in  confidential 
communication  with  Mr.  Mills,  and  who 
must  be  aware  of  his  sentiments  on  the 
subject.  Had  not  his  right  hon.  Friend 
acted  most  properly,  after  such  evidence, 
in  saying,  "  1  decline  to  be  a  party  to  this 
arrangement.  I  have  a  discretionary 
power  which,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, ought  not  to  be  exercised ;  but^ 
after  these  statements,  I  positively  refuse 
to  be  mixed  up  in  the  transaction,  and 
I  must  decline  to  grant  your  application 
for  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  V  That  was, 
he  conceived,  the  proper  course  to  pursue, 
and  he  believed  the  most  effectual  mode 
of  preventing  these  compromises  from 
being  entered  into  in  future  was  for  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  say — *'  Whatever 
arrangements  you  may  make  among  your- 
selves, I  give  this  public  notice  that  you 
shall  not  commit  me  by  them."  He  thought 
the  majority  of  the  House  would  concur 
in  the  opinion  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  been  influenced  by  just  principles, 
and  that  he  had  taken  a  course  which 
would  effectually  discourage  these  com- 
promises, without  incurring  any  risk  of 
the  abuse  of  the  power  confided  to  him  of 
granting  the  Chiltern  Hundreds. 

Mr.  R,  Yorke  thought,  that  they  should 
watch  with  great  vigilance  the  power 
which  was  vested  in  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  respecting  the  granting  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds ;  but  in  the  present 
instance  he  thought  he  had  acted  properly. 

Captain  Plumridge  said,  he  had  intended 
for  some  time  to  apply  for  the  grant  of  the 
Chiltern  Hundreds;  and  he  had  at  that 
moment  a  letter  in  his  pocket  containing 
an  application  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  stewardship.  He  had 
been  advised  by  some  friends  not  to  make 
the  application,  and  he  had  delayed  doing 
so ;  and  he  t^iought  he  should  exhibit  very 
bad  taste  if,  after  what  had  taken  place, 
he  sent  the  application. 

Motion  agreed  to.  Correspondence  laid 
on  the  Table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  five. 
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CommiUed  and  Reparted^umu  Psy :  TohMeo  B^pi- 
latioiu;  Bribery  at  Elecdou;  Desi(iis  Copyright ;  Slam 
Tnulc  Suppreukmt  Slavery  (Eut  Indiei). 
3>-  and  paaed:— St  Aiaph  and  Bangiir  Pnhnm^§i 
Dublin  Boundariei ;  Four  Courts  MairiialMB. 
PjmnoKS  PiuiBaNTao.  From  Calico  Prinlen  (3  peti. 
Uou),  hi  Favour  of  the  Derigne  Copyright  BiU.— Fran 
Graiid  Juron  of  Doocgal,  i«ahict  the  Medtoal  ChaiiciBi 
(irelaDd)  meaeure^— From  Parochial  Schoohnaetea  of 
London  and  SUgo  Preibyteriee,  for  the  ameiioratiaa  of 
Uicir  oonditioo. 

Outrage  s — (  Ihbland.)]  Earl 
Forlescue  in  moving  pursuant  to  notice 
for  a  return  of  outrages  reported  by  the 
Constabulary  in  Ireland,  for  the  last 
months  begged  to  assure  their  Loidsbips 
that  nothing  but  a  strong  sense  of  public 
duty  would  have  induced  him  to  trespaaa 
on  their  attention  at  this  late  period  of  the 
Session,  when  they  must  all  be  naturally 
anxious  to  bring  its  labours  to  a  close.  He 
might  however,  he  thought,  daim  both  for 
his  noble  Friend  and  himself,  the  credit  of 
not  having  offered  any  vexatious  opposi- 
tion to  the  measures  of  her  Majesty's  Mi* 
nisters.  But  whenever  questions  relating 
to  the  Government  of  Ireland  had  been 
introduced,  they  had  always  been  ready  to 
give  to  the  head  of  that  Government  the 
fullest  credit  for  the  purity  of  his  motives 
and  the  rectitude  of  his  intentions.  His 
obserrations  on  the  present  occasion  should 
be  in  the  same  spirit,  his  object  was  not  to 
throw  blame  on  the  Irish  GoTemment, 
but  rather  to  guard  them  against  the  sus- 
picion of  tolerating  practices,  which,  if  what 
had  been  stated  respecting  them  was  true, 
were  no  less  disgraceful  to  their  authors, 
than  cruel  to  the  people  and  destructive 
of  all  social  confiaence  and  good  (kith. 
With  respect  to  the  particular  subject  of 
his  motion;  he  must  say,  that  he  had 
always  looked  with  great  interest  at  the 
Constabulary  returns,  knowing  the  care 
and  accuracy  with  which  they  were  made 
out  under  the  superintendanoe  of  that  able 
and  excellent  officer  colonel  Macgr^or, 
and  he  regarded  them,  therefore,  as  pretty 
sure  indications  of  the  temper  and  dispo- 
sition of  the  mass  of  the  people.  In  the 
two  years  and  a  half,  during  which  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Government,  he 
had  had  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  a  gradual 
reduction  of  crime,  he  wished  he  could  say 
that  this  had  continued  to  the  present  tiaw, 
but  while  in  the  first  six  months  of  Id41, 
the  number  of  outrages  of  all  sorts  reported 
by  the  Constabulary  was  2,449,  in  the 
corresponding  period  of  the  present  year 
they  amounted  to  8,551,  and  in  tmift 
classes  of  more  serious  outrages  upon  penoo 
and  property  selected  froas  the  geuanl 
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return,  the  Number  during  the  first  half 
year  of  1841  was  89  7>  while  in  the  same 
period  of  this  year  they  amounted  to  1,166, 
showing   an  increase  in  these  graver  of- 
fences of  269.      He  did  not  make  this 
matter  of  charge  against  the  Government; 
as  he  well  knew  that  outrages  might  some- 
times occur  from  causes  which   no  Go- 
▼ernnient  could  wholly  prevent,  but  if  as 
he  believed  the  diminution  of  crime  had 
been  in  great  measure  produced    by  an 
increased  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  the  laws,  it  surely  was  fair  matter  for 
consideration  whether  anything  had  lately 
occurred  to  abate  that  confidence.     Now 
the  first  act  of  the  present  Government 
was  to  dismiss  eight  stipendiary  magis- 
trates, on   the  ground  that  their  duties 
could  be  as  well  performed  by  the  local 
magistracy.     That  he  did  not  consider  a 
wise  measure.    The  great  majority  of  the 
resident    gentry    of    Ireland  differed   in 
politics  and  religion  from  the  mass  of  the 
people,  who  on  that  account  would  not  feel 
the  same  confidence  in  their  administration 
of  the  laws,  as  the  people  here  do  in  that  of 
the  magistracy  of  this  country,  even  if  the 
Irish  gentry  were  as  a  body,   which  he 
believed  they  were  not,  as  judicious  and 
temperate  in  the  discharge  of  their  magis- 
terial duties  as  the  English.  It  was  there- 
fore important  to  have  paid  functionaries 
in  particular  districts,  who  would  assist, 
and  at  the  same  time  be  some  check  upon 
the  unpaid  local  magistracy.     And  he  felt 
sure»  that  where  that  was   the  case  the 
people  had  greater  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.     The  removal  of 
the  eight    stipendiary    magistrates   was 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  an  ill  advised 
step,  neither  did  he  think  that  ex^offido 
prosecutions    by    the    Attorney  -  general 
against  new^pers  for  calling  in  question 
the  manner  m  which  juries  were  selected, 
was  the  best  mode  of  showing  the  people 
that  those  selections  were  rairlv  made; 
more   especially   when    the  judge    who 
tried    the   case,    in   his    charge    to   the 
jury,  laid  down  doctrines  respecting  the 
aw  of  libel  utterly  subversive  of  every- 
thing like  fair  discussion  by   the  press, 
and     described   the    publication    under 
trial,  in  terms  partaking  more  of  the  eager 
vehemence  of  the  advocate,  than  of  that 
grave  and  deliberate  caution  which  ought 
always  to  mark  addresses  from  the  Bench. 
But  on  these  questions  there  might  be 
difference  of  opinion,  and  the  majority  of 
tlieir  Lordships  might  possibly  consider, 
that  the  Government,  the  Attorney.ge- 
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neral,  and  the  Chief  Justice  were  right 
and  that  he  was  wrong,  but  in  that  to 
which  he  was  about  to  call  their  attention, 
there  could  be  no  two  opinions  in  the 
mind  of  any  honest  and  right  thinking 
man.     At  the  late  Assizes  for  Armagh 
four  men  were  tried  for  Ribbonism,  found 
guilty,  and  sentenced  to  seven  years  trans- 
portation— with  the  sentence  he  had  no- 
thing to  do.     It  might  be  quite  just  for 
aught  he  knew,  but  there  was  a  circum- 
stance on  the  trial  which  he  felt  bound  to 
notice.    A  witness  named  Hagan,  stated 
in  his  examination,  that  he  had  been  ar- 
rested on  a  charge  of  Ribbonism,  and  was 
released  on  heavy  bail,  and  was  at  large 
from  September  to  February.    That  dur- 
ing that  period  he  was  employed  in  con- 
cocting Ribbon  passes  and  other  docu-  . 
ments ;  that  he  had  scattered  above  sixty 
of  these  through  the  country,  and  had 
made  several  Ribbonmen ;  that  all  he  was 
doing  was  known  to  the  magistrates ;  that 
he  had  told  it  himself  to  the  Provost  of 
Sligo,  and  that  his  canvassing  for  Ribbon- 
men  was  under  the   direction  of  magis- 
trates.   Now  this  was  either  true  or  false. 
If  true,  the  magistrates  who  could  so  act 
were  utterly  unworthy  to  hold  their  com- 
missions, but  if  this  miscreant's  account 
were  fidse,  what  reliance  could  be  placed 
on  the  rest  of  his  evidence?    What  he 
(Lord  Fortescue)  wished  the  Government 
to  do  was  to  institute  a  strict  investigation 
into  the  matter,  and  if  the  magistrates 
should  have  been  found  to  have  acted  as 
described,  to  visit  them  with  its  severest 
displeasure.     If  they  were  innocent,  it  was 
due  to  them  to  have  the  calumny  exposed, 
but  most  of  all,  it  was  essential  fur  the 
Government  to  mark  their  reprobation  of 
practices  which,  if  supposed  to  be  tolerated 
or  connived  at  by  them,  would  utterly 
destroy  all  confidence  in  the  administra- 
tion  of  the  law,  and  would  render  Ireland 
once  more  a  prey  to  that  system  of  outrage 
and  bloodshed  from  whidi  she  had  been 
for  some  time  happily  exempt.    The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving—- 

*'  That  there  be  laid  before  the  Hottse  a 
return  of  outrages  reported  by  the  Irish  con- 
stabulary during  the  month  of  June  last." 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  production  of  the  returns  which 
the  noble  Earl  required,  nor  should  he 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  say  a  word  on 
such  a  motion  if  the  noble  Earl  had  not 
thought  proper  to  draw  conclusions  from 
the  comparative  number  of  ofibnces  which 
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appeared  on  the  face  of  the  returns  al- 
ready madcj  for  the  first  sis  months  of 
the  present  year.    The  noble  Earl  had 
drawn    from    those  returns    conclusions 
against  the  system  of  Government  carried 
on  by  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  and 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Irish  Secretary,  and 
also  against  some  highly  respectable  and 
nsnecUfd  persons  now  filling  the  highest 
judicial  situations  in  that  country.     He 
thought  that  the  recollection  of  former 
discussionii  on  this  subject  might  have  re- 
called to  the  mind  of  the  noble  Earl  cir. 
cumstances  which  might  hure  occasioned 
a  difference  in  the  amount  of  crimes  re- 
ported by  the  constabulary    in   different 
years,  without  the  necessity  of  calling  in 
question  the  system  of  Government  in  Ire- 
land,  and  abore  all,    the  system  of  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  by  persons  at  the 
head  of  the  criminal  justice  in  that  coun- 
try.    Admit  it  to  be  true  that  there  were 
more  outrages  committal  in  the  first  sis 
months  of  1642  than  in  those  of  1841,  at 
least  that  it  so  appeared  by  the  constabu- 
larly  returns,  still  it  might  happen  that 
the  constabulury  were  more  active,  and 
discovered  more  of  those  offences  in  one 
year  than  in  another.     Surely  it  would  not 
be  fair  to  omit  so  important  a  consideration 
as  this,  when  a  noble  Lord  was  about  to 
cast  blame  on  the  Government  and  on  the 
administration  of  justice.      As  to  what 
took  place  at  the  trial  before  Lord  Chief 
Justice   Pennefather    at    the    assises   at 
Armagh,  all  he  could  say  was,  that  from 
all  he  knew  of  the  high  cliaracter  of  the 
learned  individual  who  filled  the  situation 
of  Chief  Justice,  he  did  not  think  that  on 
the  bench  in  either  country  there  was  one 
more  distinguished  for  his  great  ability 
and  strict  impartiality  in  the  administra* 
tion  of  the  law.    It  was  not  therefore  to 
be  supposed  that  in  almost  the  outset  of 
his  career  as  Lord  Chief  Justice  he  would 
deliver  a  charge  more  in  the  spirit  of  an 
advocate  than  a  jndge«  he  would  not  say 
more  on  that  pointy  but  that  it  formed  no 
ground  for  the  alleged  increase  of  crime  in 
1842,  ai  compared  with  1841.     As  to  the 
witness  Hagan,  he  had  made  inquiry  into 
the  case^  and  learned  that  his  testimony 
was  supported  by  that  of  others  who  were 
credible  pertons,  and  that  the  parties  on 
trial  had  been  convicted  by  the  fullest  and 
most   satisfactory  evidence.    The    noble 
Earl  had  adverted  to  the  conduct  of  the 
person  who  had  been  admitted  as  King's 
evidence^  and  who  stated  that  the  magis- 
trates knew  of  his  conduct  in  endeavouring 


to  induce  others  to  become  Ribandneo, 
and  that  they  encouraged  him  in  such  pro- 
ceedings, and  that  the  Provost  of  Sligo 
had  also  given  him  similar  encooragement. 
He  had  been  informed  that  at  the  trial  the 
counsel  for  the  accused  had  made  a  similar 
charge  against  the  Government,  but  that 
before  the  trial  closed  the  learned  Gentle- 
man withdrew  it,  finding,  as  he  stated, 
that  it  had  no  foundation  whatever.    The 
charge  against  the  Provost  of  Sligo  and 
against  the  magistrates  was  eoually  ground- 
less.    In  fact,  it  appeared  that  when  the 
provost  released  the  man  Hagan,  he  told 
him  in  the  presence  of  several  magistrates 
to  avoid  ffoing  again  into  such  society  as 
he  had  mixed  with.    There  was  no  more 
ground  fur  charging  the  magistrates  with 
any  knowledge  or  encouragement  of  this 
man's  conduct  than  there  was  for  chargiuK 
the  Government.  If  any  magistratca  could 
be  guilty  of  such  conduct  as  receiving  in- 
formation  of  this  kind,  and  employing  sudi 
a  person  to  get  it,  and  to  induce  otlwrs  to 
become  Ribandmen,   they  would  deserve 
and   would  receive  the  severest  marks  of 
the  displeasure  of  Government.     Nothing 
could  be  more  base  or  more  unworthy  the 
character  of  a  man  or  a  magistrate  than 
such  a  proceeding  ;  but  in  proportion  as  a 
charge  was  severe  so  should  the  inquiry 
into  it  be  strict.    He  understood  that  the 
Government  of  Ireland  had  directed  in* 
quiries  to  be  made^  in  order  to  aaoertain 
the  focts  on  this  subject ;  and  tbey  would 
take  due  notice  of  tlie  oonduet  of  the  ma* 
gistratesi  if  it  had  been  such  aa  the  noble 
Earl  described. 

The  Marquess  of  CUmrieardt  did  not 
understand  the  noble  Earl  to  say,  that  the 
evidence  given  at  the  trial  of  the  Riband- 
men  inciupated  the  Government;  but  it 
did,  to  a  certain  degree,  the  Provost  of 
Sligo  and  the  magistrates.  The  witness 
said,  the  magistrates  were  aware  of  his 
conduct.  This  witness  might  not  be 
worthy  of  credit ;  and  it  was  not  for  hia 
to  say,  that  the  magistrates  were  guilty*  aa 
their  inculpation  only  tested  on  the  tea* 
timony  of  this  individual.  The  noble 
Duke  said,  it  was  quite  impossible  that 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Ireumd,  bearing 
so  high  a  character  as  he  did,  oould  have 
made  a  charge  such  as  described  by  the 
noble  EarL  He  had  only  beoooe  ao» 
quainted  with  the  charge  by  the  usual 
means  of  public  information ;  and,  if  eor- 
rect'"  -— *"'^?d,  he  thought  a  greater  mia- 
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premus  reputation  might  have  been,  than 
to  have  his  character,  as  a  judge,  connected 
with  that  charge,  as  reported  in  the  public 
newspapers. 

The  Earl  of  Wkklow  knew  nothing  of 
the  case,  but  it  appeared  an  inconvenient 
and  unjust  proceeding  to  throw  out  impu- 
tations of  this  kind,  founded  on  mere  news- 
paper report,  against  one  of  the  most 'able 
and  learned  judges  on  the  Irish  bench, 
who  was  charged  with  being  a  party,  by 
his  proceedings,  to  the  increase  of  crime  in 
Ireland.  If  the  noble  Earl,  before  com- 
menting on  the  learned  judge's  charge,  had 
inquired  whether  the  report  were  correct — 
[Earl  Fortescue :  "  Hear."!  Then  he  un- 
derstood the  noble  Earl  had  made  previous 
inquiry ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  certainly 
rested  his  accusation  on  newspaper  report. 
With  respect  to  the  witness  Hagan,  it 
should  be  recollected  that  his  evidence  was 
corroborated ;  and  when  he  said  that  the 
magistrates  were  aware  of  his  conduct,  did 
he  mean  that  they  were  aware  of  it  during 
the  whole  course  of  his  proceedings,  or  only 
at  the  time  of  the  trial  ?  Of  course  they 
must  have  been  aware  of  it  at  the  time  of 
the  trial,  and  this  constituted  no  charge 
against  the  magistrates  whatever.  He 
could  not  approve  of  the  reason  given  by 
the  noble  Eeri  for  complaining  of  the  dis- 
missal of  some  stipendiary  magistrates,  es- 
pecially when  he  considered  the  high  po- 
sition which  the  noble  Earl  had  held,  and 
might  again  occupy  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Earl  said,  that  the  local  magistrates  had 
not  the  confidence  of  the  people,  because 
they  were  not  of  the  same  politics  or  reli- 
gion as  the  bulk  of  the  population.  It 
MIowed  from  this  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  appoint  stipendiary  magistrates  on 
aoooant  of  their  politics  and  religion. 
Now,  he  had  had  experience  for  a  quarter 
of  a  century  as  a  magistrate,  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  the  Catholic  people  valued 
a  magistrate  either  for  being  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic or  profipssing  liberal  politics ;  but  he 
had  invariably  found  them  place  confidence 
in  individuals  whose  high  station  or  great 
property  pointed  them  out  as  fit  to  exercise 
the  magisterial  functions. 

The  Earl  of  Glengall  said  that  the  in- 
crease of  crime  in  Ireland  began  before  the 
late  Government  went  out  of  ofiice ;  it  had 
been  regularly  increasing  since  1840.  In 
that  year  the  number  of  crimes,  according 
to  the  constabulary  returns,  was  4,677 ; 
and  in  1841,  during  a  great  portion  of 
which  year  the  late  Government  was  in 
office,  the  number  had  increased  t»  5,360. 


That  dass  of  crimes  to  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  alluded,  had  also  increased  in 
1841,  as  compared  with  the  amount  in 
1840,  In  1841  the  elections  took  place, 
and  some  increase  of  offences  at  that  time 
might  naturally  be  expected,  but  a  vast 
number  of  these  were  not  comprised  in  the 
constabulary  returns.  During  the  last 
election  for  Tipperary,  several  persons  were 
wounded  and  killed;  but  the  wounded 
were  concealed,  and  the  killed  were  buried. 
After  such  turbulence,  occasioned  by  the 
elections,  it  was  no  wonder  that  the  next 
year's  returns  should  show  an  increase  of 
crime.  The  late  Government  had  boasted 
of  possessing  the  confidence  of  the  people  ; 
but  they  certainly  never  enjoyed  it  to  the 
extent  they  wished  it  to  be  supposed.  He 
would  substantiate  this  statement  by  quot- 
ing some  passages  from  a  speech  delivered 
by  Dr.  M'Hale,  Titular  Archbishop  of 
Tuam,  delivered  on  the  hustings  at  Mayo 
when  he  nominated  Mr.  Browne.  Dr. 
M'Hale  *^  leaned,"  it  was  reported, ''  with 
a  heavy  hand  on  his  quoKdam  allies,  the 
expiring  Whigs,  who,   he  declares, 

"  Are  only  less  bad  than  the  Tories,  and 
who  were  checked  in  manifesting  the  exuber- 
ance of  their  hatred  to  a  religion  to  thd  politi- 
cal influence  of  whose  professors  they  owed 
their  own  power,  were  artful  enough  to  keep 
up  the  cry  against  their  political  opponents, 
and  to  justify  their  own  political  profligacy, 
by  a  reference  to  the  worst  tyranny  of  the 
Tories.  It  would  seem  as  if  they  were  justi- 
fied in  doing  evil  because  the  Tories  had  done 
or  might  do  worse ;  and  whilst  they  pointed 
the  attention  and  the  fears  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  to  the  battering-ram  with  which  the 
Conservatives  would  beat  down  our  faith^ 
they  were  insidiously  working  Uie  engines  of 
the  mine.'' 

And  again, 

**  The  unfortunate  Whigs  overshot  the  mark. 
Had  they  asserted  the  interests  of  the  empire, 
whilst  they  had  yet  violated  no  pledge  and 
stood  firm  in  the  confidence  of  the  country, 
they  might  have  gone  out  of  office  with  general 
regret,  but  they  would  soon  have  been  tri- 
umphantly brought  back  on  the  shoulders  of 
the  people.  Instead  of  that  they  forgot  their 
plighted  faith ;  they  ministered  to  individual 
cupidity,  instead  of  consulting  the  public  in- 
terest. They  created  stipendiary  magistrates, 
and  inspectors,  and  commissioners,  and  chiefs 
and  sub*chiefs  of  police,  and  a  whole  host  of 
unnecessary  functionaries,  increasing  the  local 
taxation  of  the  people,  and  so  exhausted  the 
confidence  of  the  great  influential  masses  of 
the  nation,  that  they  were  on  the  brink  of 
expiring  of  a  political  consumption.  They 
deserv^  their  fate ;  it  would  be  a  lesson  to  all 
sacceediog  Administrations.    Let  it  not  be 
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imagined  that  it  is  the  dispensation  of  a  well- 1 
merited  patronage  that  demands  animadver- 
sion.  Were  places  conferred  as  the  reward  of 
political  principles  or  national  spirit,  it  would 
be  expected  that  those  principles  and  that 
spirit  should  be  more  manifest  in  proportion 
to  the  extended  range  of  their  operation. 
But  when  you  find  the  place-hunters  ridi« 
cuiing  in  office  the  very  principles  by  which 
they  sought  preferment,  we  must  infer  that 
the  place  was  conferred,  not  as  a  reward  for 
their  patriotism,  but  as  a  bribe  for  their  apos- 
tacy.  Nay,  more,  when  of  these  Irish  Catho- 
lics, of  very  flexible  political  integrity,  the 
least  possible  number  is  chosen  for  office,  just 
such  a  number  as  may  be  sufficient  to  keep 
the  expectants  from  open  mutiny,  whilst  the 
English  and  the  Scotch,  the  Tory  and  the 
Radical,  are  taken  to  the  high  places  of  trust 
and  emolument,  is  it  not  evident  that  the 
boasted  justice  of  the  Whigs  towards  Ireland 
is  only  the  crumbs  which  they  cast  to  the  im- 
portunity of  selfish  suitors,  and  that  the  little 
of  benevolence  which  they  have  displayed 
towards  this  country  is  entirely  ascribable  to 
the  spirit  of  its  people,  whilst  their  bigotry 
and  their  tyranny  are  all  their  own?  The 
petty  and  vindictive  religious  annoyances  of 
the  Whigs  will  be  at  an  end.  None  but  a 
peddling  miserable  Ministry  could  devise  such 
expedients  for  keeping  up  the  ascendancy  of 
the  Protestant  establishment.  To  that  anti- 
national  object  their  labours  and  their  vigils 
were  chiefly  consecrated,  and  the  last  act 
almost  of  their  political  existence— the  ex- 
action of  the  million  from  those  who  had 
already  suffered  such  long  and  harassing  tithe 
martyrdom,  notwithstanding  repeated  assur- 
ances of  its  remission — ^fully  attests  the  cor- 
dial devotion  of  those  pretended  friends  to 
that  very  establishment  to  which  Ireland  owes 
all  its  misery.  It  is  not  only  to  our  faith,  but 
also  to  our  nation,  they  marked  their  enmity ; 
and,  whatever  department  you  cast  your  eyes 
on,  you  are  sure  to  meet  groups  of  aliens  as 
the  tenants  of  the  principal  places.  You 
must,  whether  the  Minister  of  the  day  be 
Whig  or  Tory,  rely  on  your  own  energies  and 
your  own  intelligence.  We  have  been  op- 
pressed of  old  by  the  one-^we  have  been 
recently  deceived  by  the  others — but  in  future 
it  will  be  our  duty  to  watch,  and  suffer  not 
your  credulity  to  be  betrayed  by  hollow  pro- 
mises, nor  force  to  trample  on  your  constitu- 
tional rights.'' 

Those  were  the  opinions  of  Dr.  M'Hale, 
with  respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
Whigs,  and  they  confirmed  his  own  view, 
that  the  present  was  better  than  the  late 
Government  for  Ireland. 

Lord  Fitzgeraid  did  not  rise  to  defend 
any  part  of  the  transaction,  but  be  thought 
that  the  assurance  given  by  the  noble 
Duke,  that  the  assistance  of  Government 
would  be  given  and  would  be  followed  up 


fairly  and  honestly,  ought  to  be  satisfius- 
tory.  He  would  merely  observe,  that  if 
Mr.  Fawcett  and  the  other  ^  nu^gistratea 
were  guilty,  so  was  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Earl  Fortescue  rejoiced  that  his  having 
brought  this  subject  forward  had  elicited 
the  declaration  of  the  noble  Duke,  which 
was  honourable  to  the  Governmeuty  and 
would  be  gratifying  to  the  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Marbiaoe  Law  (Ireland).]]  Hie  Lord 
Chancellor  heggdd  to  lay  before  their  Lord- 
ships the  report  of  the  committee  which 
had  been  appointed  to  consider  the  state  of 
the  marriage  law  in  Ireland.  The  com- 
mittee proceeded  to  examine  witnesses; 
but  in  the  course  of  their  proceedings  they 
were  informed  that  certain  proceedings 
had  taken  place  in  Ireland,  and  that  a 
special  veraict  had  in  one  case  been  re- 
turned, in  order  that  the  question  should 
be  argued  before  the  Queen's  Bench,  the 
decision  in  which  court  would  be  reviewed 
in  all  probability  by  a  writ  of  error  before 
their  Lordships.  The  judges  had  been 
summoned,  in  order  that  their  Lordships 
should  have  the  advantage  of  their  advice 
and  assistance  in  considering  the  question 
of  the  marriage  law,  and  laying  the  fiHin- 
dation  of  future  legislation,  if  future  legis- 
lation should  be  deemed  necessary.  That 
course  had  been  acted  on  up  to  a  certain 
point :  but  notwithstanding  all  the  efforts 
he,  as  well  as  others  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion, had  made,  he  found  it  impossible  to 
have  the  writ  of  error  decided  by  their 
Lordships  before  the  judges  went  drcuit. 
It  was  impossible  then  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
In  the  mean  time  he  was  informed  that 
great  inconvenience  arose  from  the  preseat 
state  of  the  law;  that  men  were  deserting 
their  wives  in  great  numbers,  and  thai  an 
immediate  remedy  was  necessary  to  check 
the  evil.  This  matter  being  brought  be- 
fore the  committee,  after  carefull?  consi- 
dering the  subject,  thev  came  to  the  ded* 
sion  &at  the  bill  which  had  been  referred 
to  the  committee*  should  be  passed  into  a 
law  for  the  purpose  of  l^alising  the  mar- 
riages which  had  almdy  taken  place. 
Some  amendments  were  suggested  in  the 
bill  as  it  was  ori^nally  framed,  and  he 
begged  to  give  notice  that  he  should  nsotv 
its  committal  to-morrow. 

Lord  Campbell:  It  must  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  their  Lordships  that  he  had 
presented  a  vast  number  of  petitions  from 
the  Presbyterians  of  Irelana  against  this 
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bill^^tbat  body  comprising  one  balf  tbe 
Protestants  of  tbat  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  They  unanimously  expressed 
their  aversion  to  the  bill  which  had  been 
sent  up  from  the  other  House  on  this  sub- 
ject, on  the  ground  that  it  was  an  enacting 
instead  of  a  declaratory  law.  It  assumed 
tbat  those  marriages  were  null  and  void, 
and  that  the  parties  so  married  (unless  the 
marriaees  were  confirmed  by  act  of  Parlia- 
ment) had  lived  in  a  state  of  concubinage, 
and  that  their  issue  were  bastards.  This 
subject  excited  but  little  interest  here; 
but  it  filled  tbe  people  of  Ireland  with  con- 
sternation. In  Inaia,  America,  and  all 
our  colonies,  the  validity  of  such  marriages 
must  be  called  in  question.  It  was  dis- 
tinctly announced  that  no  legislation 
should  take  place  until  the  question  was 
judicially  determined.  A  solemn  warning 
was  given  by  hb  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham)  that  marriages  con- 
tracted pending  the  decision  might  be  pro- 
nounced unlawful.  He  bore  wilting  testi- 
mony to  the  eagerness  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  to  bring 
this  question  on  before  the  judges  went  on 
circuit  But  why  should  not  the  judges 
be  now  assembled  ?  His  noble  and  learned 
FViend  (Lord  Brougham)  must  recollect  a 
case  where  the  judges  were  summoned  to 
give  their  advice  as  to  the  validity  or  in- 
validity of  a  certain  marriage.  Would  it 
be  unfitting  that  the  judges  should  be  now 
assembled,  and  the  S^sion  prolonged  a  few 
days,  in  order  to  decide  so  momentous  a 

Question  as  whether  thousands,  and  bun- 
reds  of  thousands  of  their  countrymen 
were  lawfully  married,  and  their  children 
legitimate  or  bastards.  But  there  was  no 
necessity  for  summoning  judges.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
promised  to  secure  the  attendance  of  six 
or  seven  judges.  [The  Lord  Chancellor : 
I  said  I  could  reckon  on  five  judges  ;  but 
some  of  the  bishops  objected.]]  The  bi- 
shops. Surely  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
dreaded  no  anathema  from  that  quarter. 
And  at  all  events  he  must  have  done  better 
if  be  acted  on  the  dictates  of  his  sound 
judgment,  than  when  he  followed  (with  all 
reference  he  said  it)  the  extremely  injudi- 
cious advice  which  had  been  given  on  this 
occasion  by  some  right  rev.  Prelates.  How- 
ever, it  was  plain  that,  in  addition  to  the 
judges,  on  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  reckoned,  their  Lordships  might 
have  the  assistance  of  three  noble  and 
learned  Lords  who  filled  the  highest  judi- 
cial office,  and  whose  opinions  were  univer- 
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sally  respected.  They  might  have  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls,  and  the  judges  of  tbe  Arches 
and  Consistorial  Courts — ^men  eminent  for 
all  learning,  but  especially  remarkable  for 
their  knowledge  of  marriage  law.  Amongst 
the  witnesses  examined  before  the  com- 
mittee, were  Dr.  Henrjr  and  Dr.  Mont- 
gomery. The  first  said,  tbat  his  own 
&ther,  beiufii:  dead,  must  be  considered  to 
have  lived  in  a  state  of  concubinage  if 
this  bill  passed;  and  Dr.  Montgomery 
added,  that  nothing  could  be  more  ofien- 
sive  to  the  whole  body  of  the  Presbyterians 
than  such  an  enacting  law.  He  could 
prove  from  laws  passed  in  the  Irish  and 
English  Parliaments,  that  the  present  bill 
was  without  precedent.  In  1782 — when 
the  marriages  of  Presbyterians  by  a  cler- 
gyman of  their  own  body  were  in  the  same 
state  of  doubt  as  mixed  marriages  were 
now — an  act  was  passed  declaring  them 
valid,  but  not  at  all  amounting  to  an 
enacting  act.  In  India,  again,  Presby- 
terian ministers  sent  out  from  Scotland, 
were  in  the  same  situation  as  in  Ireland. 
In  the  reign  of  George  3rd,  an  act  was 
passed,  which  stated  in  its  preamble — 

"Whereas  doubts  have  arisen,  &c.y  as  to 
marriages  celebrated  by  ordained  ministers  of 
the  church  of  Scotland,  be  it  declared  tliat  such 
laws  should  be  considered  valid." 

It  had  been  said,  however,  that  in  the  pre. 
sent  case  there  could  not  be  a  declaratory 
law,  because  the  decisions  in  Ireland  pro- 
nounced these  marriages  void.  In  the 
first  place,  if  that  were  the  case,  it  would 
be  no  bar  to  their  passing  a  declaratory  law. 
There  were  several  instances  where  a  law 
was  passed  directly  in  the  teeth  of  the 
opinion  of  the  judges.  He  recollected  one 
instance  of  the  kind  — Fox*s  Libel  Act. 
Before  that  bill  passed,  the  judges  were 
assembled,  to  ascertain  whether  the  jury 
was  entitled  to  consider  the  question  of 
law  and  fact,  and  they  unanimously  de- 
cided, that  the  jury  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  law.  But  in  spite  of  this,  the 
House  came  to  the  decision,  that  it  was 
the  ancient  common  law  of  England,  that 
the  joint  question  came  properly  before 
the  jury,  and  that  they  had  unjustly  been 
deprived  of  it.  There  was  no  necessity, 
however,  in  this  case,  of  running  counter 
to  the  decisions  of  the  judges.  There  was 
a  great  majority  of  those  decisions  in  fa- 
vour of  the  validity  of  sucb  marriages. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  then  referred 
to  a  number  of  cases,  among  others,  the 
King  V,  Marshall,  the  King  v.  Wilson,  the 
Queen  v.  HoUoway.  In  one  case.  Judge 
20 
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Moore  eaid,  in  answer  to  an  objection  that 
such  marriages  were  illegal^  he  wondered 
that  the  questioo  should  be  raised^  when 
the  decisions  on  the  circuit  in  their  favour 
had  been  so  numerous.  The  only  legal 
authority  in  opposition  to  all  these  was  a 
note  in  a  book  of  a  very  acute  barrister, 
deceased,  Mr.  Jacob;  while  in  the  oppo- 
site scale,  lay  the  opinions  of  Sir  Samuel 
Sheppard,  Sir  W.  Scott,  Chief  Justice 
Dallas,  Lord  Ellenborough,  and  all  the 
high  authorities  of  our  courts.  In  the 
first  decision  in  Ireland,  the  judges  decided 
iwithout  any  great  assistance;  but  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  tlie  question  was 
argued  (and  he  carefully  read  a  report  of 
the  proceedings)  in  a  most  learned,  elabo- 
rate, and  satisfactory  manner.  No  coun. 
sel  in  Westminster-hall  could  have  argued 
it  better— few  so  well.  If  ever  there  was 
a  case  for  a  declaratory  act,  this  was  that 
case.  The  bill  before  their  Lordships 
could  not  but  be  hurtful  to  the  feelings, 
and  prejudicial  to  the  interests,  of  the  Irish 
Presbyterians.  They  should,  he  thought, 
contrive  means  for  adjudicating  upon  writs 
of  error,  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament,  and  postpone  any  legislative 
enactment  until  the  next. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  although  it 
was  impossible  to  deny  the  greater  part  of 
the  propositions  stated  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  still  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  did  not  seem  to  reflect  on  the  difficult 
position  in  which  they  were  placed,  and 
now  much  it  was  a  choice  of  evils  and  dif- 
ficulties which  was  before  them.  The 
question  was  not  whether  they  should  pass 
a  declaratory  or  an  enacting  act.  There 
existed  circumstances  which  rendered  the 
former  course  almost  impossible  at  pre- 
sent, however  practicable  it  might  have 
been  at  a  former  stage  of  the  proceedings. 
It  had  been  decided  by  a  majority  of  eight 
to  two  of  the  Irish  judges,  that  the  mar- 
riages were  illegal,  and  it  would  be  adopt- 
ing a  very  novel  course  to  state,  as  they 
would  have  to  state,  in  the  preamble,  sup. 
posing  that  thev  passed  a  declaratory  act, 
that  doubts  had  arisen  as  to  whether  the 
marriages  in  question  were  leiral  or  not, 
when,  as  he  had  stated,  it  had  been  de- 
clared, by  a  majority  of  eight  to  two  of 
the  Irish  judges*  that  there  was  no  doubt 
about  the  matter,  and  that  the  marriages 
were  clearly  illegal.  The  petitions  which 
he  had  frequently  presented  during  the 
Session,  upon  this  subject,  were  stroni^ly 
in  favour  of  a  declaratory  act ;  hut  he  be- 
lieved, that   under  the  exist ^' 


stances,  when  the  question  Waa^  whether 
they  should  have  an  enacting  meaaure,  or 
no  measure  at  all,  the  people  would  prefer 
the  former  alternative. 

The  Lord  Chancdbr  explained  that  be 
had  introduced  the  measure  before  the 
House  in  consequence  of  the  impossibility 
of  finally  deciding  the  question  judicially 
this  Session.  He  bad  received  a  letter 
from  the  Rev.  Dr.  Montgomery,  the  mo- 
derator of  one  of  the  Irish  Synods,  stating 
the  desirableness  of  an  enactment  of  a 
retrospective  character,  wide  enough  to 
meet  all  the  difficulties  of  the  case  ;  and, 
instead  of  insisting  upon  a  declaratory  act, 
appending  the  draft  of  an  enacting  act, 
which  it  was  stated  would  be  satiafiictory. 
Their  Lordships,  he  thought,  ooald  not 
with  propriety  pass  an  act  declaring  that 
to  be  law  which  not  only  the  Irish  judgea, 
but  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  had  dedarad 
not  to  be  law.  He  would,  therefore,  advise 
their  Lordships  to  pass  the  bill  before  them 
as  the  least  objectionable  course  which 
they  could  adopt,  and  as  the  best  mode  of 
meeting  the  difficulties  of  the  case. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  believed 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish  Pres- 
byterians would  be  adverse  to  the  bill  be- 
fore their  Lordships.  He  was  sure  that 
the  most  influential  and  intelligent  amoog 
them  would  prefer  postponing  legislation 
for  this  Session,  rather  than  adopting  the 
bill  before  the  House.  But  for  his  own 
part,  he  was  so  much  aware  of  thediffiooU 
ties  which  had  sprung  up  fiooi  the  present 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law,  thai  h% 
would  assuredly  wish  to  see  some  neesuie 
passed  upon  the  subject  without  delay. 
He  could  have  wislied  that  it  had  been 
found  possible  to  have  introduced  a  decla- 
ratory act,  for  this  purpose ;  for  it  was 
the  opinion  of  the  Irish  people,  ootwitli- 
standing  the  judicial  decision,  that  tiM 
marriages  were  legal.  There  were  nar* 
riages  of  the  same  description  taking  pboe 
in  other  parts  of  the  world,  and  if  tbey 
allowed  the  idea  to  go  abroad,  eanctiooed 
by  their  Lordships'  decision,  tliat  audi 
marriages  were  illegal  or  invalid,  mock 
mischief  could  not  but  ensue.  He  trusted 
that,  supposing  the  real  state  of  tlie  law  te 
be  what  the  Irish  Preabyteriau  poUic 
esteemed  it,  a  declaratory  act  would  be  at 
some  future  period  introduced  without 
prejudice  to  the  bill  before  their  Lord- 
ships. 

The  *^  'lorn did  not  think  Umt 

the  Iri  ^8  would  be  dissatie- 

'VI  w  ^  the  Houaa.    A ' 
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former  period  of  the  proceedings  they  royal  charter  ^rranied  to  the  island  in 
might  not  have  approved  of  it,  but  under  1832  by  his  late  Majesty  William  4lh., 
the  present  circumstances  it  liecame  a  who  himself,  attached  to  that  noble  pro- 
matter  of  consideration  for  them,  whether  fession  which  gave  to  them  the  command 
it  would  not  be  better  that  the  bill  as  it  of  the  ocean,  had  personally  served  in 
stood  should  pass,  rather  than  that  the  those  latitudes,  and  might,  fairly  be  pre- 
law should  remain  in  its  present  uncertain  sumed  to  have  known  the  circumstances 
condition;  and  he  would,  upon  this  view  and  wants  of  the  population.  That  Mo- 
of  the  case,  give  the  measure  before  their  narch,  whose  characteristic  virtues  were 
Lordships  his  most  cordial  concurrence,  !  kindness  of  feeling  and  singleness  of  in- 
Lord  Campbell  was  afraid  that  no  tention,  had  confided  to  the  keeping  of. 
Presbyterian  jo  Ireland  knew  what  was  ihatcolony  a  constitution,  broad  and  liberal 
"?^*^M*;  ^  be  done,  and  the  enactment  i„  Hg  provisions,  and  it  was  for  the  pro- 
of this  bdl  would  come  upon  them  like  a  ,„oiers  of  that  act  of  disfranchisement  to 


clap  of  thunder. 

Report  adopted.     Bill  to  be  committed. 
Their  Lordships  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday^  August  8,  1842. 

Nkw  Wbit.    J.  Walter,  Esq.,  via  Sir  G. 
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BiLLB.      puZ/fc.— 1*< 
wli.  No.  S). 

CoMmlll<tf.->-Baokruptcy  I>jiw  Amendment ;  LImitatioii 
of  Aetkmt(Irriaad)t  lowlvent  DebCon. 
JZiyor^ed.— fi<mHigbs    Inoorponrioa ;    Coventry   Bonn* 
dary ;  Coiioty  Courts  Salaries  and  Expenses. 
S*-  and  pasted:— Newfoundland;  Borouglia  Ineorpom- 
tion. 

ParrTfOHB  PaaaaifTao.  By  Captain  A'Court,  from  T.  B. 
Stephens,  fbr  Compensation  under  tlie  County  Courts 
BOL^Bf  Mr.  C  O^Biioi,  from  the  Chamber  (4  Cotunmee 
of  Limeridc,  for  itfvlskm  of  the  Report  of  the  Expendi- 
ture for  the  Shannon  NaTigation.^Fram  Mallow,  s^ntt 
the  TotMooo  Regulations  Bill— From  Mr.  M.  Gitann, 
ftom  Swansea,  Havart,  Chichester,  and  Halifax,  for 
Allowanoe  ot  6uty  on  Stoek  of  Wine  on  Hand<— From 
Chester,  that  Brewer^  Casks  may  not  be  Distralnable  tar 
the  Rent  of  their  Cttstomers.— From  RiMwil  WeaTcm  of 
Coqglattio*  oompbuningof  DistRSB.— From  Bolton,  agaSnet 
the  BoniMdis  InMraoratlon  BiiL 

Newfoundland.]  On  the  motion  that 
the  Newfoundland  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time, 

Mr.  Philip  Howard  rose,  pursuant  to 
the  notice  he  had  given,  to  move  that  the 
bill  under  consideration,  annulling  the  ex- 
isting constitution  of  Newfoundland,  be 
read  a  third  time  that  day  three  months. 
In  io  doing,  he  was  not  unmindful  of  the 
fuct,  thai  he  gave  to  the  supporters  of  the 
bill  the  fantage  ground,  as  it  was  much 
easier  at  that  period  of  the  Session  for  the 
Government  to  gather  its  strength ;  but, 
although  Ihe  provisions  of  that  bill  were 
unknown  to  the  country  generally  until 
after  the  discussion  of  the  dOlh  ult.,  he 
did  not  wish  to  court  success  by  anything 
like  a  surprise,  or  resort  to  arts  of  un- 
worthy retaliation.  They,  the  opponents 
of  the  bill|  rested   their  case  upon  the 


prove,  that  it  had  worked  ill,  he  (Mr. 
Howard)  contended,  that  the  Mouse  of 
Assembly  had  applied  itself  with  judgment 
and  with  diligence  to  their  legislative  func- 
tions. They  had  caused  1,000  miles  of 
road  to  be  laid  down ;  they  had  erected 
lighthouses  along  the  roast ;  by  the  build- 
ing of  prisons,  steps  had  been  taken  to 
guard  and  vindicate  the  law — nor  had 
they  been  neglectful  of  the  cause  of  edu- 
cation. Under  their  jurisdiction  the  tri- 
umphs of  cullivaiiun  had  extended.  To 
no  more  legitimate  purpose,  in  a  primitive 
state  of  society,  could  iheir  labours  have 
been  directed  — but  he  would  take  the  li- 
berty of  reading  an  extract  from  a  work, 
the  '*  Encychpcedia  Briiannica^**  a  work 
certainly  not  drawn  up  for  party  purposes, 
and  which  thus  describes  the  condition  of 
the  island  about  1836  and  1837. 

"  The  moral  aspect  of  Newfoundland  is  ra- 
ther encouraging ;  considerable  unanimity  has 
usually  existed  amongst  the  difibrent  religious 
persuasions,  consisting  of  Wesleyans,  Roman 
Catholics,  and  Congregationalists ;  the  Dis- 
senters being  generally  more  numerous  than 
the  Episcopalians,  over  whom  there  is  an 
archdeacon.  The  Catholic  church  is  governed 
by  a  bishop.  There  are  several  newspapers 
published  in  the  island,  and  of  late  years  a 
taste  for  literature  has  been  diffusing  itself. 
There  are  between  thirty  and  forty  schools,  as 
well  for  adults  as  for  children.  Ai  St.  John's 
there  in  a  commercial  society,  out  of  which  a 
chamber  of  commerce  is  chosen ;  there  are  se- 
veral benevolent  societies,  and  two  benefit  so- 
cieties/* 

Such  from  impartial  evidence  was  the 
state  of  the  island,  and  no  defect  in  the 
working  of  the  constitution  had  been  sub- 
stantiated beyond  the  fact  that  the  elec- 
tions had  been  rather  stormily  contested, 
and  that  some  scenes  of  violence  had 
marked  their  progress ;  but  that  was  not, 
he  presumed,  a  novel  accusation  even  in 
more  refined  communities  But  he  would 
2  02 
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now  advert  to  (he  two  most  objectionable 
clauses  of  the  Bill  in  its  amended  form  as 
it  had  passed  the  committee.  In  the  ex- 
isting charter  no  property  qualification 
was  exacted,  as  in  Scotland,  the  best  ex- 
ercise of  choice  was  left  to  the  electors, 
then,  too,  the  amoant  of  wealth  in  the 
island  taken  into  view  the  qualification 
required  was  high,  for  the  islanders  lived 
in  a  very  primitive  and  patriarchal  style 
and  payments,  as  in  the  middle  ages  were 
mostly  in  kind ;  but  light  were  his  objec- 
tions (and  of  those  hon.  Members  with 
whom  he  had  the  honour  to  act)  to  the 
qualification  clause  as  compared  to  the 
6th  clause,  which  was  in  principle  most 
objectionable ;  it  went  by  the  fusion  of 
the  two  Chambers  to  stifle  the  popular 
voice,  and  reduced  nearly  to  a  nullity  the 
right  of  representation ;  and  would  that 
be  a  course  of  legislation  likely  to  forward 
the  interest  of  the  colony  and  content- 
ment of  the  governed  ?  Would  it  hold  out 
inducements  to  emigration  ?  Would  the 
English,  the  Anglo-Saxon  leave  the  land 
of  his  fathers  to  live  under  a  system  of 
law  less  free  than  his  own  ?  No,  the  whole 
course  of  experience  proved  the  reverse. 
Why  then,  court  an  invidious  comparison 
between  the  freedom  of  the  United  States 
and  the  form  of  government  of  those 
under  the  sway  of  the  British  sceptre. 
Many  hon.  Members  whom  he  saw  oppo. 
site,  had  in  1832  and  previously,  opposed 
in  this  country  the  enlargement  of  the 
franchise  proposed  to  be  granted  by  the 
Reform  Bill,  but  no  hon.  Member  had 
since  moved  to  repeal  the  provisions  of 
that  act,  and  why?  because  there  was  a 
wide  difference  and  a  broad  distinction 
between  not  giving  and  taking  away,  and 
if  such  were  their  bearing  at  home,  why 
in  the  name  of  honour  and  of  justice 
should  they  adopt  a  different  course  to- 
wards a  distant  and  unprotected  colony — 
a  colony  which  in  the  event  of  war  would 
be,  as  it  had  ever  been  an  important 
point  of  defence.  Let  them  not  poison 
the  fountain  of  loyalty  there  by  chilling 
diflfidenceand  suspicion.  To  the  hardy  sons 
of  Newfoundland  belonged  the  honour, 
on  the  extreme  outpost  of  civilization,  of 
guarding  (he  British  flag.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  expressing  a  hope 
the  House  would  ever  regard  as  its  own 
the  interest  of  the  British  colonies. 

The  House  divided:— -Ayes  55;    Noes 
12:  Majority  43. 


AmendmenL 
List  of  the  Ayes. 
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A'Court,  Capt. 
Arkwright,G. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulbum,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Greene,  T. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hodgson,  R. 


Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  CapL 
Knatchbull,r(.hn.SirE. 
Lascelles,  bo.  W.  S. 
Lygon»  hon.  Gen. 
Marshaniy  Visct. 
Masterman,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
NichoU,  rt.  boo.  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Peel,  J. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Round,  J. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Sutton,  hoD.  H.  M. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vemer,  Col. 
Wood,  Col,  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  SirT. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 


LUtofthe  Noes. 


Brotherton,  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
DuDcorobe,  T. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Hawes,  B. 
O'Brien,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 


Philips,  M. 
Plamridge,  Capt. 
Scott,  R. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 

TELLERS. 

Howard,  P. 
Wall,B. 


Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendmevt.] 
House  in  committee  on  the  Bankruptcy 
Law  Amendment  Bill. 

On  the  49th  clause,  appointment  of 
official  assignees, 

Mr.  M.  PhiUipt  said,  that  aa  the  bill 
did  not  state  the  precise  mode  in  which 
remuneration  was  to  be  afforded  lo  these 
officers,  he  should  be  glad  if  any  hon. 
Member  would  point  out  what  was  to  be 
the  extent  of  remuneration,  and  onder 
what  authority  it  was  to  be  levied  ?  The 
public  would  thus  be  better  enabled  to 
judge  of  the  expense  that  would  be  in- 
curred by  the  working  of  this  system.  The 
bill  was  introduced  at  so  late  a  peiiod  of 
the  Session,  that  he  had  had  no  oppor«> 

tunityof '^ '*' ^ny  persons  relative  to 

it,  excer  diale  constitoeocy. 

He  was  'leve  tbel  the  ex* 
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pense  would  be  increased  under  this  mea- 
sure, and  that  in  many  instances  the 
bankrupt's  estate  would  be  divided  under 
disadvantageous  circumstances.  The  fiat 
should,  in  all  cases^  be  worked  with  as 
much  expedition  and  as  cheaply  as  pos- 
sible* He  made  these  remarks  before,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  any  appointment  of  oflBcial 
assignees  had  been  made,  and  therefore 
his  opposition  to  that  part  of  the  bill  could 
not  be  attributed  to  any  personal  feeling. 
The  Attorney-General  was  quite  sure 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  no  other  object 
in  view  than  to  make  the  bill  as  perfect  as  it 
could  be  made  by  the  labours  of  the  com- 
mittee. After  the  amplQ  consideration 
which  this  subject  had  undergone  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  he  did  not  think 
that  any  hon.  Member  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain that  he  had  been  taken  by  sur- 
prise. Lord  Brougham's  Bill,  which  en- 
tirely altered  the  law  upon  this  subject, 
had  been  introduced  at  a  later  period  of 
the  Session,  and  yet  that  bill  had  been 
passed.  That  the  new  system  had  produced 
great  advantages  was  proved  by  official 
documents.  In  180  estates,  under  the 
new  system  of  proceeding  by  fiat,  the  pro- 
portion of  debts  collected  was  12\  percent. 
In  180  estates  managed  under  the  old 
commissions,  taking  them  as  they  came, 
without  selection,  the  amount  of  debts 
collected  was  only  38  per  cent.  The  be- 
nefit which  had  been  derived  in  collecting 
small  debts  of  1/.,  and  under  2/. — of  2/., 
and  under  .5/. — of  5/.,  and  under  10/.,  was 
very  gpreat.  The  report  on  the  subject  set 
forth,  that  the  advantage  of  the  present 
system  was  made  perfectly  clear  from  the 
fact,  that  since  it  was  carried  into  effect, 
all  the  debts  not  exceeding  1/.  amounted 
to  2,885/.;  of  which  2,125/.  was  actually 
collected;  above  1/.,  and  under  2Z„  the 
total  was  1,399/.;  the  sum  collected, 
1,079/.;  above  2/.,  and  under  52.,  the 
total  was  1,925/.;  the  sum  collected, 
1,618/.;  above  5/.,  and  under  10/.,  the 
total  was  1,139/. ;  the  sum  collected,  845/. 
Thus,  out  of  a  gross  sum,  composed  of 
small  debts,  amounting  to  7,348/.,  5,677/. 
had  been  collected ;  being  not  less  than 
77  per  cent.  With  respect  to  the  remu- 
neration of  official  assignees,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  read  the  clause  in  the 
existing  act,  showing  that  the  reward  de- 
pended upon  what  the  court  from  time  to 
time  might  see  fit  to  order.  It  was  gene- 
rally done  by  a  per  centage,  as  for  exam- 
plcj  5  per  cent,  for  debts  collected  under 


100/.;  between  100/.  and  500/.,  2\  per 
cent.,  and  so  on,  diminishing  according  to 
the  larger  amount  collected.  There  was 
no  inflexible  rule,  and  it  was  competent  to 
the  court  to  introduce  such  new  orders  as 
they  thought  proper.  If  they  proceeded 
on  a  certain  scale  it  was  impossible  to 
avoid  complaints,  that  occasionally  large 
sums  would  be  paid  to  the  official  as- 
signees for  comparatively  little  labour, 
whilst  in  other  cases  they  might  receive  a 
very  trifling  sum,  although  they  had  had 
great  labour ;  but  t^he  commissioners  so 
endeavoured  to  adjust  their  scale  as  to 
avoid  that  inconvenience,  and  he  believed 
they  had  succeeded  in  that  by  adopting 
a  scale  which  did,  on  an  average,  give 
a  fair  remuneration.  He  trusted  that  under 
these  circumstances  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite would  see  that  extending  the  system 
now  adopted  within  forty  miles  round  Lon- 
don to  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  would  be 
a  great  boon. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  had  no  hesitation  in 
giving  this  bill,  upon  the  whole,  his 
decided  support.  The  roost  valuable  part 
of  the  alteration  that  had  taken  place 
in  the  old  law,  was  the  appointment  of 
official  assignees.  As  to  remuneration, 
the  course  adopted  hitherto  had  had  the 
effect,  not  to  give  too  much,  but  too 
limited,  a  remuneration.  If  it  was  re- 
quired to  get  resi^ectable  persons  who 
could  give  security  to  be  assignees,  remu- 
neration proportioned  to  the  services  ren. 
dered  by  those  persons  must  be  allowed, 
otherwise  respectable  persons  could  not 
be  obtained.  Those  persons  frequently 
held  large  sums  of  money  in  their  hands, 
which  it  was  of  importance  to  prevent 
their  detaining  in  their  possession,  and  to 
compel  them  to  pay  into  the  bank.  To 
effect. that  object,  a  provision  would  be 
introduced  into  the  bill  to  the  effect  that 
if  the  commissioner  or  judge  should  find, 
that  the  assignee  retained  in  his  possession 
any  sum  exceeding  200/.,  beyond  forty- 
eight  hours,  he  should  either  have  to  pay, 
as  a  penalty,  excessive  interest  on  the 
sum,  as  was  the  case  under  the  old  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  or  be  subjected  to  the  forfeit- 
ure of  his  office.  Thus  perfect  security 
could  be  obtained  against  the  faults  of 
the  official  assignee.  He  would  state, 
that  during  an  experience  of  iwenty-five 
years  before  the  alteration  in  the  law 
took  place,  not  a  bankruptcy  estate  be- 
came the  subject  of  investigation  that  the 
bankrupt  was  not  ruined.    Since  the  al- 
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teration  a  great  improvement  had  taken 
place. 

Mr.  R,  Scott  wished  this  part  of  the 
bill  to  he  referred  to  a  select  committee. 
There  appeared  to  him  to  be  no  reason 
why  official  assignees  should  be  paid  more 
than  accountants  of  the  estate, 

Mr.  B»  Wood  proposed  an  amendment 
to  the  effect  that  monevs  should  be  re- 
ceived,  not  by  the  official  assignee  alone, 
but  jointly  with  one  of  the  assignees 
chosen  by  the  creditors. 

The  Solicitor' Oeneral  sMf  that  the  rea- 
son of  this  system  of  official  assignees 
working  so  well  in  London  was  this : — 
that  they  had  also  the  management  of  the 
estate,  and  were  enabled  to  collect  debts, 
which  could  not  have  been  got  in  under 
the  old  system.  They  could  not  get  trade 
assignees  to  act  in  the  same  way,  and  what 
was  now  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Soulhwark  was  to  clog  the  official 
assignee  by  obliging  him  always  to  have 
one  of  the  trade  assignees  with  him  when 
he  received  mouey  in  respect  of  the  bank- 
rupt's estate. 

Mr,  Hardy  thought  there  could  at  least 
be  no  inconvenience  in  limiting  the  re- 
ceipts of  the  official  assignee  to  the  amount 
for  which  he  might  have  given  security. 
Where  sums  exceeding  that  amount  were 
to  be  paid  in,  then  he  should  be  associated 
with  the  trading  assignee. 

Mr.  Hatves  observed,  that  no  human 
system  could  supply  complete  checks.  It 
would  be  vain  to  make  any  attempt  to 
prevent  all  possible  evils,  and  therefore  he 
should  say,  that  they  ought  to  place  some 
reliance  upon  the  power  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  something  also  upon  the 
influence  of.  publicity ;  but  as  to  a  com- 
plete system  of  fchecks  and  prevention,  he 
altogether  despaired  of  seeing  them  intro- 
duced into  any  legislative  measure.  In 
case  of  any  misconduct,  the  trading 
assignee  might  call  the  official  assignee  to 
account,  or  at  least  might  make  such  an 
application  to  the  Court  as  would  answer 
all  the  purposes  of  justice.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  commissioners  readily  lis- 
tened to  any  well-founded  complaint,  and 
he  was  justified  in  saying  that  there  did 
not  exist  men  of  higher  honour  than  the 
commissioners,  or  better  men  of  botinets 
than  the  official  assignees* 

Mr.  Beckett  contended,  that  the  power 
ought  not  to  be  taken  altogether  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  creditors'  assignee.  The 
plan  of  official  assignees  bad  ooi  by  any 


means  worked  so  well  as  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  to  think.  He  desired,  for 
example,  to  ask  this  question — Had  not 
Mr.  Abbott  been  a  defaulter  to  the  extent 
of  60,000/.  ?  Mr.  Clarke  was  a  defaulter 
to  the  amount  of  10,000/.  It  was  under* 
stood  to  be  Mr.  Abbott's  practice  to  with- 
hold the  funds  of  the  estates  with  which  be 
was  connected  till  the  dividend  was  oo 
the  point  of  being  paid,  and  o;riDg  to  such 
abuses,  as  well  as  upon  other  ground s,  he 
did  hold  that  the  present  system  of  offioial 
assignees  required  a  very  material  altera, 
tion.  He  would  suppose  that  the  owners 
of  a  large  manufacturing  concern  sud* 
denly  became  insolvent — that  a  commta* 
sion  of  bankruptcy  issued— that  the  credi- 
tors' assignee  was  desirous  of  working  up 
the  stock  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate-  • 
could  he  do  so  where  the  official  assignee 
had  taken  possession  of  the  whole  property 
in  the  manner  of  a  sheriff's  officer?  He 
had  looked  at  the  matter  with  moal 
anxious  attention ;  he  had  listened  to  all 
that  had  been  said  on  both  sides,  and  he 
must  be  permitted  to  say,  that  the  pto- 
moters  of  the  bill  had  not  made  oat  a  sttf« 
cioot  case.  Looking  impartially  at  ihe 
measure  rfs  it  stood,  he  must  declare  bim* 
self  wholly  against  passing  SQoh  a  bill  at 
such  a  period  of  the  Session,  and  for  this 
amongst  other  reasons — ^that  the  House 
did  not  possess  sufficient  knowledge  on 
the  subject.  If  he  thought  himself  entitled 
to  ask  for  such  a  thing  as  a  matter  of  fa* 
vour,  he  would  request  the  right  hon. 
Barooel  near  him  to  postpone  the  measnre 
till  next  Session ;  and  be  would  beg  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  reeelleci,  that  no 
one  demanded  such  a  measure;  oeithet 
the  commisswners  nor  the  people  mde 
any  requisition  oo  the  subject.  If  the 
committee  decided  to  go  on  he  shonld  not 
persist  in  moving  to  restrict  the  powers 
proposed  to  be  given.  If,  however,  he 
should  urge  that  proposition  and  be  de* 
feated,  then  he  would  ask  leave  to  propose 
that  an  annual  return  be  made  to  Parlia- 
ment, brought  down  to  the  31st  day  of 
December  in  each  year>  and  be  pieseoled 
within  two  months  of  the  meeting  of  Par« 
liament,  such  return  to  set  forth  the  total 
amount  of  mouiea  received  by  assignsei  lo 
bankrupts'  estates,  distingoiehing  the 
amount  received  for  each  estate,  i^  tht 
balance  in  hand  on  acoooot  of  each,  as 
well  as  the  total  balance;  those  sevetal 
accounts  to  be  signed  by  the  Accountont* 
general  of  the  court. 
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Sir  /.  Graham  said,  he  wai  surprised  at 
the  appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him. 
It  must,  of  course,  be  in  the  recollection  of 
hoD.  Members^  that  before  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  committee,  the  ques- 
tion of  postponement  had  been  very  seri- 
ously discussed  and  decided  in  the  negra. 
tivo.  He  did  not  undervalue  the  objec- 
tions which  had  been  made  to  the  mea- 
sure, but  he  did  not  think  that  a  more 
eflfeotual  remedy  for  the  acknowledged 
evils  of  the  law  could  at  this  moment  be 
adopted;  nevertheless,  he  did  not  disguise 
from  himself  that  the  bill  when  passed  into 
a  law  would  meet  with  some  opposition^  and 
that  opposition  would  be  still  more  diffi- 
Ottlt  to  deal  with  if  directed  against  a  post- 
poned measure,  rather  than  against  one 
not  passed  into  a  law.  There  was  a  very 
large  amount  of  local  influence  which  could 
be  called  into  activity  against  it — there 
were  700  commissioners,  all  members  of 
the  legal  profession,  who,  with  their 
friends,  would  array  all  their  power  against 
the  measure ;  and,  considering  it  to  be  the 
best  that  under  present  circumstances 
could  be  carried,  he  must  adhere  to  the 
determination  which  he  had  already  ex- 
pressed of  not  consenting  to  its  postpone- 
ment. In  confirmation  of  the  views  of 
those  who  were  engaged  in  promoting  the 
bill,  he  should,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  read  to  them  an  opinion  expressed 
by  Lord  Eldon  more  than  forty  years  ago. 
It  was  reported  in  these  words : — 

**  Upon  this  subject  his  Lordship  observed, 
with  warmth,  that  the  abuse  of  the  bankrupt  law 
was  a  disgrace  to  the  country,  and  that  it  would 
be  better  at  once  to  repeal  all  the  statutes  than 
to  suffer  them  to  be  spplied  to  such  purposes. 
There  is  no  mercy  to  the  estate — nothing  is 
less  thought  of  than  the  object  of  the  commis- 
sion. As  they  are  frequently  conducted  in  the 
country  they  are  little  more  than  stock  in  trade 
for  the  commissioners,  the  assignees,  and  the 
solicitor.  Instead  of  solicitors  attending  to 
their  duty,  as  ministers  of  the  court,  for  they 
arc  so^  commissions  of  bankruptcy  are  treated 
as  matters  of  traffic.  A  taking  out  the  com- 
mission, B.  and  C.  to  be  his  commissioners. 
They  are  considered  as  stock  in  trade,  and 
calculations  are  made  how  many  commissions 
can  be  bought  into  the  partnership.  Unless 
the  court  holds  a  strong  hand  over  Ixinkruptcy, 
partieulariy  as  administered  in  the  country,  it 
IS  itself  accessory  to  as  great  a  nuisance  as 
any  known  in  the  land,  and  known  to  pass 
under  the  forms  of  its  law." 

Upon  this  he  should  observe,  that  those 
who  opposed  the  bill  were  bound  to  show, 
ihii  since  the  year  1801,  when  Lord  Eldoo 


delivered  the  opinion  which  he  had  just 
read,  a  material  change  had  taken  place 
in  the  practice  of  which  that  noble  and 
learned  person  so  justly  complained. 
There  certainly  had  been  a  change  in  the 
metropolitan  district,  and  the  effect  of  the 
present  measure  would  be  to  extend  the 
metropolitan  system  to  the  provincial  dis 
tricts ;  and  from  the  information  that  he 
had  received  from  various  quarters  of 
high  authority,  he  thought  himself  jus- 
tified in  saying  that  the  great  commer- 
cial community  of  London  were  de- 
cidedly favourable  to  the  proposed  sys- 
tem. He  recently  had  the  honour  of 
meeting  a  deputation  at  which  three 
metropolitan  Members  were  present,  on 
which  occasion  he  took  the  liberty  of 
asking  them  whether  on  the  whole  they 
thought  that  the  experiment  of  the  official 
assignees  had  been  successful  or  other* 
wise  ?  They  stated,  that  at  first  there  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  suspicion  entertained 
with  respect  to  the  official  assignees,  but 
the  system  gradually  advanced  in  public 
estimation.  The  public  knew  that  the 
assignees  were  under  the  strong  hand  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  it  was  well 
known  that  the  least  irregularity  was 
visited  with  immediate  correction.  For 
these  reasons,  he  must  be  allowed  to  say, 
he  thought  that  the  promoters  of  the  bill 
would  act  a  most  unworthy  part  if  they 
did  not  proceed  with  and  bring  to  maturity 
a  measure  which  had  the  support  of  the 
great  commercial  communities,  and  which 
had  received  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  of  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls. 

Mr.  B,  Wood  stated,  that  one  of  the 
objects  which  he  had  in  view  was  to  render 
the  creditors  assignee  a  check  upon  the 
official  assignee.  During  the  existence  of 
the  law  there  had  been  three  defaulters. 
The  bill  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  did  not  contain  a  single  clause  to 
protect  the  estate  of  the  bankrupt  from 
frauds  of  a  similar  character.  If  the  estate 
were  protected,  he  should  be  satisfied. 
He  proposed  that  the  trade  assignee 
should  also  sign  the  receipt,  and  thus  a 
greater  security  would  be  afforded  against 
a  mal-appropriation  of  the  property. 

Mr.  Hardy  could  not  see  what  objec- 
tion could  be  urged  against  the  adoption  of 
the  proposition.  Could  it  not  be  pro- 
vided, that  in  all  cases  where  a  sum  of 
money  was  held  beyond  the  amount  of  the 
security,  one  of  the  trade  assignees  should 
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be  associated  wilh  the  other,  and  thus 
afford  a  security  against  the  commission 
of  fraud  ?  He  did  not  wish  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  portion  of  the  bill  relating 
to  official  assignees,  but  he  thought  that 
when  the  official  assignees  had  possession 
of  a  larger  sum  than  that  for  which  they 
had  given  security,  a  control  ought  to  be 
exercised  over  them  in  order  to  prevent 
the  occurrence  of  cases  similar  to  that  of 
Abbott. 

Mr.  Hawes  referred  to  a  case  which 
had  come  before  the  Lord  Chancellor  very 
recently.  Out  of  five  commissioners 
named,  one  had  been  selected  to  move  the 
fiat— his  name  had  since  very  properly 
been  left  out — three  were  creditors  to  the 
estate,  and  one  was  a  debtor. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  had  not  been  more  happy  in 
his  selection  of  cases  than  had  been  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  himself.  The  .hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  cited  his  case,  and 
in  the  face  of  that  gave  his  support  to  the 
bill.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred 
to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Eldon  on  the  state 
of  the  bankrupt  laws.  That  opinion  was, 
he  believed,  delivered  in  1801.  So  little 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  know  of  the 
question,  that  he  was  obliged  to  refer  to 
the  opinion  of  Lord  Eldon  to  strengthen 
his  argument  on  the  subject.  He  thought 
that  it  was  not  right  to  press  a  matter  of 
so  much  importance  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  particularly  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  and  other  hon.  Members 
connected  with  mercantile  matters,  had 
expressed  an  opinion  in  favour  of  the 
postponement  of  the  bill.  It  appeared  as 
if  the  bill  bad  been  brought  forward  at 
that  advanced  period,  and  hurried  through 
the  House  with  the  view  of  preventing  the 
700  commissioners  from  having  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  their  views  on  the  mea- 
sure before  the  House.  He  considered 
the  objections  which  had  been  urged 
against  the  clause  to  be  well  founded. 
What  they  said  was  this — Do  not  invest 
all  the  power  over  the  property  of  the 
bankrupt  in  the  hands  of  the  official  as- 
signee. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  said,  that  though  he  should 
be  happy  to  see  the  bill  postponed  until 
next  Session,  he  did  not  concur  in  the  ob. 
jections  urged  against  this  particular 
clause  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  pre- 
ceded him.  He  would  address  himself, 
therefore,  to  the  particular  clause  which 
ley  were  considering  when  the  hon.  Mem« 


ber  for  Leeds  led  the  discussion  into  the 
general  question,  whether  the  bill  shottid 
pass  or  not.  The  objections  urged  against 
this  clause  were  founded  on  great  and 
essential  mistakes.  Most  of  those  objec- 
tions which  his  hon.  Friend  had  pointed 
out  might  easily  be  remedied.  The  hoo. 
Member  for  Leeds  said,  that  the  official 
assignee  took  possession  of  the  estate  im- 
mediately, and  that  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient control  or  security  for  the  creditor. 
In  order  to  form  a  judgment  on  this  mat- 
ter, it  would  be  necessary  to  compare 
the  present  state  of  things  with  that 
which  existed  previously.  The  mode  of 
working  a  commission  in  London  and  the 
country  before  the  new  arrangement  was 
this : — The  warrant  was  directed  to  a  per- 
son called  a  messenger.  In  the  country, 
generally,  the  messenger  was  the  sheriff's 
bailiff.  In  London  there  were  certaio 
persons  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
generally  persons  of  no  property ;  the  pro- 
perty was  seized  by  a  man  employed  for 
5s,  a-day,  and  so  the  estate  remained  on- 
til  the  second  public  meeting,  when  the 
assignee  was  appointed.  There  was  an 
exception,  where  a  trade  had  to  be  carried 
on,  or  where  there  was  an  extent  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown.  On  these  occasions 
an  application  was  made  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  official  assignee.  Therefore 
you  had  to  compare  the  responsibility  of 
the  bailiflP,  who  bad  given  no  security  to 
the  creditors,  with  the  official  assignee 
appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
who  had  to  give  security.  No  com- 
parison could  be  instituted  between  the 
two  persons.  The  duty  of  the  official 
assignee  began  with  the  issuing  of  the 
commission.  So  much  for  the  first 
stage.  What  was  the  second  ?  The  hon* 
Member  for  Leeds  said,  "  Suppose  yon 
wish  to  redeem  property,  see  what  advan- 
tage you  deprive  the  estate  of  by  not 
allowing  the  trade  assignee  to  intenere.** 
The  rule  now  prevailing  in  London  with 
regard  to  official  assignees  was  this:*— 
There  were  orders  made  by  the  commis- 
sioner that  the  official  assignee  should  not 
retain  more  than  100/.  in  his  hands,  ba- 
lance of  a  particular  estate,  and  the  ag« 
gregate  amount  of  his  balances  on  all  the 
estates  to  which  he  was  assignee  could 
not  be  more  than  1,000/. ;  the  rest  ought 
to  be  paid  in  in  the  name  of  the  Account- 
ant-general in  Bankruptcy.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  said,  suppose  you 
wanted  to  redeem  property  ?    He  iboufht 
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that  there  was  not  the  sUgbtest  difficulty 
in  doing  80.  Let  them  suppose  the  condi- 
tion of  property  before  the  appointment  of 
assignees— there  was  no  one  to  represent 
the  estate  at  all  who  could  advance  the 
money.  The  only  mode  would  be  by  a 
general  meeting  of  creditors,  who  must 
advance  the  money  out  of  their  own 
pockets,  that  was,  if  it  occurred  before  the 
appointment  of  assignees.  Under  the  bill, 
as  it  stood,  there  would  be  quite  as  much 
facility  in  obtaining  funds  to  carry  on 
trade,  to  redeem  pledges,  or  to  do  anything 
for  the  benefit  of  the  estate,  as  there  was 
now  under  the  present  system.  Supposing 
it  were  necessary  that  1 ,000/.  of  the  funds 
which  had  been  realised  were  wanted  to 
pay  dock  dues,  so  that  certain  goods  might 
be  entered,  the  assignees  would  call  a 
meeting  by  advertisement  in  the  Gazette 
—they  would,  at  that  meeting,  receive 
authority  from  the  body  of  the  creditors— 
that  authority  would  be  laid  before  the 
commissioner,  and  the  matter  would  be  at 
once  done.  So  that,  in  fact,  all  the  bill 
would  do  would  be  to  prevent  the  misap- 
plication of  the  funds,  while  every  facility 
was  given  to  apply  them  for  the  benefit  of 
the  estate.  Then,  with  respect  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.*  Member  for 
Southwark,  it  would  be  admitted,  that 
under  the  old  system,  the  assignees  being 
themselves  deeply  engaged  in  trade,  did 
not  spend  their  time  in  attempting  to 
get  in  small  or  difficult  accounts;  they 
were  generally  left  to  themselves,  and,  in 
many  cases,  the  money  which  they  did 
succeed  in  collecting  they  paid  in  to  their 
own  account  at  their  bankers,  and  traded 
on  the  credit  it  gave  them,  and  sometimes 
years  passed  over  without  any  dividend 
being  declared,  llie  bill  provided  for  the 
appointment  of  official  assignees,  who 
might  in  the  collection  of  money  proceed 
without  the  concurrence  of  the  trade  as- 
signees, and  by  their  means  the  debts 
would  be  better  looked  after  and  sooner 
collected  to  be  divided  amongst  the  cre- 
ditors of  the  estate.  The  bill,  however, 
expressly  gave  the  trade  assignees  alone 
the  power  of  saying  how,  when,  and  in 
what  manner  the  effects  belonging  to  an 
estate  should  be  converted;  but  money 
once  collected  was  locked  up  in  the  hands 
of  the  Accountant-general  in  Bankruptcy, 
where  it  lay  till  it  was  required.  All  that 
the  bill  provided  was  greater  security 
against  the  mis-application  of  the  funds, 
and  surely  that  was  not  an  object  likely  to 


be  objectionable  to  those  engaged  in  trade 
and  liable  to  suffer  from  bankruptcies. 
The  object  of  the  clause  under  discussion 
was  to  provide  the  means  for  as  large  and 
as  early  a  dividend  as  possible,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  it  would  be  effectual  to  that 
end.  It  might  be  asked  why  the 
present  provisions  were  not  extended 
to  the  country  when  the  new  system 
was  first  introduced?  He  remembered 
very  well  what  was  the  reason  given  by 
those  who  introduced  it ;  they  were  anxious 
to  try  the  system  in  London  first.  The 
official  assignees  were  obliged  to  keep 
their  books  in  a  clear  and  accurate  man- 
ner; those  books  were  at  all  times  open 
to  the  inspection  of  the  trade  assignees ; 
therefore,  if  the  latter  did  their  duty,  the 
system  provided  for  a  diminution  in  the 
expense  of  working  the  commission,  the 
certainty  of  the  debts  being  collected,  and 
a  greatly  increased  security  for  all  the 
funds  realized ;  and  he  said  that,  not- 
withstanding the  defalcation  of  the  three 
individuals  who  had  been  alluded  to, 
those  defalcations  arose  from  matters 
which  might  easily  be  controlled.  Why 
should  not  the  system  work  as  well  in 
the  country  as  in  London?  He  had  al- 
ways taken  a  deep  interest  in  the  bill, 
and  when  it  was  before  the  House  on  the 
first  occasion,  he  was  aware  that  much 
suspicion  existed  in  the  minds  of  eminent 
men,  both  professional  and  mercantile, 
with  regard  to  the  appointment  of  official 
assignees.  He  had  of  late  made  inquiries 
on  the  subject,  and  he  knew  that  that 
prejudice  had  been  entirely  dissipated. 
He  highly  approved  of  the  system,  he 
thought  it  would  prove  of  great  utility  in 
the  country  as  well  as  in  London,  and 
although  he  could  have  wished  that  the 
bill  had  been  more  maturely  considered, 
still,  as  the  bill  was  to  pass  in  the  present 
Session,  he  would  give  the  clause  his  ear- 
nest support. 

Mr.  Baldwin  thought  the  bill  would 
prove  the  means  of  much  saving  to  es- 
tates, and  a  benefit  to  the  country.  The 
official  assignee  system  had  proved  most 
useful  in  London,  and  he  should  certainly 
vote  for  its  extension. 

Mr.  M,  Philips  said,  there  was  no  doubt 
the  trade  assignees  would  still  be  pos- 
sessed of  considerable  powers  even  if  the 
bill  passed,  but  why  should  they  be  de- 
prived of  the  power  to  perform  the  last 
act  ?  Why  take  from  them  the  control  of 
the  funds  T    Why  should  they  not  in  all 
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things  act  coojointly  with  the  official  as- 
iigoees?  He,  as  the  representative  of  a 
large  manufactaring  and  mercantile  com- 
munity, felt  himself  compelled  to  give  his 
support  to  the  amendment  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Southwark.  He  thought  it 
oiost  desirable  that  a  trade  assignee  should 
be  appointed,  who  might  exercise  some 
eheck  upon  the  acts  of  the  official  assignee. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  wished  to  state,  that  his 
objeot  was  that  trade  assignees  should  be 
appointed,  who  might  act  as  a  check  upon 
the  official  assignees  with  respect  to  the 
sums  of  money  received.  He  would  be 
quite  content  if,  in  each  case,  one  trade 
assignee  was  appointed.  After  what  had 
taken  place,  he  could  not>  with  confidence, 
intrust  the  receipt  of  money  to  the  official 
assignees  alone,  and  he  thought  they 
ought  to  be  accountable  to  responsible 
parties.  It  had  been  stated  that,  within  a 
short  period,  two  instances  of  improper 
conduct  had  occurred  on  the  part  of 
official  assignees :  but  he  believed  the  fact 
was,  that  three  such  cases  had  occurred. 
He  might  state  that^  in  one  instance,  an 
official  assignee  was  appointed,  who,  at 
the  time  of  his  appointment  was  known  to 
be  insolvent,  and  who  had  judgment  debts 
hanging  over  him ;  and  he  believed  that 
individual  had  not  been  in  office  six 
months  before  he  defrauded  several  estates 
of  the  money  placed  in  his  hands.  He 
thought,  after  such  occurrences,  they 
ought  not  to  legislate  without  requiring 
something  like  reasonable  security  for  the 
future.  He  considered  that  no  official 
astigoee  ought  to  be  allowed  to  receive 
money,  unless  the  name  of  a  trade  assignee 
was  appended  to  the  receipt. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  word  "  alone  "  leaving  the  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  official  assignee,  stand 
part  of  the  clause. — Ayes  62 ;  Noee  16 : 
Majority  36. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Arkwright,  6. 
Baird,W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Baring,  bon.  W.  B. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blackbume,  J.  I. 
Boldeio,  H.  O. 
Brttce,  Lord  £• 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Corry,  rt.  bon.  H. 
Oarby.  G. 
Dick,  Q. 

Donglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Bast,  J.  B. 


Bliot,  Lord 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W, 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstooe,rt.bo.W«E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  11. 
Graham,  rt,  hon.  Sir  J . 
UaaUton,  W.  J. 


Hardinge,  rtJin.Sir  H .    Peel,  J . 

Hawes,  B.  PolhiU«  F. 

Herbert,  hon,  S.  Pollock,  Sir  F. 

Hodgson,  R.  Pulsford,  R. 

Hope,  hon.  C.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Jermyn,  Earl  Stewart,  J. 

Jones,  Cant.  Stuart,  H. 
Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE    Taylor,  T.  E. 

Lincoln,  Earl  of  Wood,  CoL  T. 

Lowtber,  J.  H.  Young,  J. 
Lyall,  G, 

Marsbam,  Visct.  TKLLEas. 

Meynell,  Capt.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J.  Priagle,  A. 

List  qf  the  Noes. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Peohell,  Capt. 

Aldam,  W.  Philips,  M. 

Brotherton,  J.  Scott,  R. 

Cobden,  R.  Sheppard,  T. 

Hardy,  J,  Trotter,  J. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  Williams,  W. 
Jervis,  J. 

Langton,  W.  G.  TBLLaas. 

Masttrman,  J.  Beckett,  W. 

Morris,  D.  Wood,  B. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  clause  58, 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  he  wished  to  know  upon 
what  statistics  it  was  proposed  that  the 
number  of  the  commissioners  should  be 
confined  to  ten.  He  did  not  see  when 
Manchester  alone  would  give  occopatioa 
to  three  courts,  how  ten  could  perform 
the  duties. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said,  that  perhaps  the 
number  was  less  than  might  be  required. 
The  number  of  commissioners  in  London 
was  six,  and  they  performed  the  duties 
for  forty  miles  round  London;  but  the 
Lord  Chancellor  having  communicaled 
with  those  commissioners,  they  took  upon 
themselves  to  discharge  the  duties  for  100 
miles  around  the  metropolis.  This  would 
inelude  Brighton  and  many  other  large 
towns.  If  six  commissioners  were  suffi- 
cient for  the  metropolis  and  100  miles 
around,  and  the  commissioners,  after  ten 
years*  experience,  were  content  to  nnder- 
take  the  additional  duty  which  wooM  be 
thrown  upon  them,  be  thought  that  ten 
might,  perhaps,  be  capable  of  doing  the 
remainbg  businese.  He  had,  however, 
no  otijection  that  they  should  be  ineiwased 
to  twelve. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  if  persona  living  at 
100  miles  from  London  were  obliged  lo 
come  up  to  the  metropolis  to  prove  email 
debts,  it  was  another  objection  againal  the 
bill,  because  it  was  tantamount  to  a  denial 
of  justice. 

2Sk  J.  Graham  then  proponed  lo  smmA 
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the  clause,  by  substituting  the  number 
twelve  for  ten. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  it  was  evident  that  the 
bill  bad  been  brought  into  the  House  in 
such  a  state  that  the  right  bon.  Baronet 
did  not  himself  know  how  many  persons 
would  be  necessary  to  work  the  measure 
he  proposed.  There  was  nothing  on  the 
face  of  the  bill  to  show  whether  it  was  to 
be  worked  by  a  central  board  or  by  cir- 
cuits^  He  thought  it  was  too  bad  to 
bring  forward  such  a  bill  as  the  present 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session.  The 
responsibility  of  the  alterations  proposed 
in  the  measure  by  \he  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  not  rest  upon  him ;  he  would 
not  be  responsible  for  the  insertion  of 
the  words  tent  twelve,  twenty,  or  two 
hundred.  He  believed  the  bill  was  no- 
thing but  a  job,  and  it  had  been  brought 
forward  at  the  present  late  period  of  the 
Session,  in  order  that  it  should  not  incur 
formidable  opposition. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  certainly  over-estimated 
the  value  which  he  attached  to  either  the 
suggestion  or  the  censure  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  As  to  the  bill  being 
a  job,  he  waa  willing  to  leave  it  to  the 
country  to  decide  whether  that  waa  the 
character  of  a  measure  with  such  limited 
patronage.  He  believed  the  country  would 
not  accuse  the  preaent  Government  with 
being  guilty  of  jobbing  by  countenanc- 
ing the  present  bill.  The  Government 
had  determined  to  support  the  Insolvency 
Bill;  that  bill,  as  well  as  the  present, 
imposed  fVesh  duties,  and  he  was  afhiicf, 
therefore,  that  ten  commissioners  might 
not  be  sufficient,  and  therefore  it  was,  that 
he  proposed  to  insert  not  less  than  twelve 
commissioners. 

Mr,  AT.  Philip$  was  sure  the  objects  of 
the  measure  could  not  be  worked  by  the 
present  number  of  commissioners ;  but  he 
thought  they  might  try  if  ten  were  not 
sufficient  before  twelve  were  appointed. 

Sir  J«  Grakam  proposed  to  insert  the 
words  "  not  exceeding  twelve,"  but  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  an 
attempt  would  be  made  with  ten,  to  see 
how  tlie  measoie  would  work. 

Mr*  Jervie  observed,  that  as  to  the  In- 
solvency  Bill,  he  did  not  believe  it  would 
pasa  this  Session.  Disclaiming  again 
being  any  party  to  the  bill,  be  would 
not  divide  after  the  explanatk>n  of  the 
bom  Biconeu 


Clause,  as  amended,  to  stand  part  of 
the  bill. 

On  clause  64,  relating  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  courts  acting  under  fiats  of  bank* 
ruptcy. 

Sir  Thomas  WiUe  objected  to  this 
clause,  upon  the  ground  that  it  gave 
power  to  the  local  commissioners  to  make 
orders  and  regulations  which  heretofore 
could  only  be  issued  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, or  the  Court  of  Review. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  clause  stand  port  of  the  bill  :•— 
Ayes  59 ;  Noes  21  :  Majority  38. 

List  cf  the  Ates. 

A'Coart,  Capt.  Hogg,  J.  W. 

Arbuthnott,  hon.  H.  Hope,  hon.C. 

Baring,  hon.  W.  B.  Howard,  P.  H. 

BatesoD,  R.  Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 

Rlackstone,  W.  S.  Irving,  J. 

Boldero,  H.  G.  Jermyn,  Earl 

Botfield,  B.  Jones,  Cant. 

Broadley,  H.  Kemble,  H. 

Burdett,  Sir  F.  KDatchbull,rt.hn.SirB 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.  KpighUey,  Sir  C. 

('orry,  rt.  hon.  H.  Lefroy,  A. 

D'Israeli,  B.  Lyall,  G. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  Lygon,  hon.  Gren. 

Eliot,  Lord  Marsham,  Visct. 

Escott,  B.  Meynell,  CapC. 

Estceurt,  T.  G.  B.  NwhoU,  H.  bon.  J. 

Fitzroy,  hon.  H.  Pollock,  Sir  F. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Round,  J, 

Follelt,  «ir  W.  W.  Scott,  R. 

Ffolliott,  J.  Sheppard,  T, 

Forester,  hon.  G.C.W,  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Fuller,  A.  E.  Stuart,  H. 

Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E.  Sutton,  boa.  H.  M. 

Gordon,  boo.  Capt.  Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Qoulbam,  rt«  hn.  H.  Verner,  Col. 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Wall,  C.  B. 

Hamilton,  W.  J,  Wood,  Col.  T. 

Harcourt,  G.  G.  Voung,  J. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.SirH.  tellers. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Hodgson,  R.  Priagle,  A. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Bryan,  G. 
Cobden,  R. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Dunean,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 


Hawe8,B. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
Plnmridge,  Capt. 
Tuflfbell,  H. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,B. 
Wyse,T. 

TELLERS. 

Wylde,  Sir  T. 
Jervis,  T. 


to. 


Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  bill. 
Clauses  Q5  to  74  inclusive  were  agreed 
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Oa  clause  75,  fixing  the  salaries  of  the 
judges,  commissionerSy  aud  other  officers, 

Mr.  M.  Philips  entertained  a  strong 
and  decided  objection  to  this  clause.  He 
conceived  that  the  proposed  salary  of 
2,000/.  a-year  to  each  of  the  London 
commissioners,  and  of  1,800/.  to  each  of 
the  country  commissioners,  was  infinitely 
too  high.  Such  an  amount  of  salary  was 
not  necessary  to  secure  the  degree  of 
talent  requisite  for  the  proper  discharge 
of  the  duties  which  these  commissioners 
would  be  called  upon  to  perform.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  consent  to  a 
reduction  of  these  salaries. 

The  Attomey-General  defended  the 
clause.  The  object  of  it  was  to  secure 
the  best  services  which  could  be  got,  and 
the  payment  of  high  salaries  was  to  be 
justified  on  the  ground  that  persons  quali- 
fied  for  the  situation  would  have  to  sacri- 
fice their  professional  income  by  accepting 
the  situation. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  thought  that  1,500/. 
should  be  inserted  instead  of  1,800/. 
When  they  came  to  the  proper  part  of  the 
clause,  he  would  propose  an  amendment 
to  that  effect. 

Mr.  B.  Wood  thought  2,000Z.  a-year 
too  high  a  salary  for  the  town  commis- 
sioners. He  begged  to  propose  as  an 
amendment,  that  1,800/.  be  substituted 
for  2,000/. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  did  not  think  the  salaries 
at  all  inadequate  for  the  services  which 
the  commissioners  would  have  to  perform. 
The  increase  of  business  which  the  bill 
would  cast  upon  the  town  commissioners 
fully  entitled  them  to  the  additional 
amount  of  500/.  a-year. 

Mr.  Wood's  amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  M,  Philips  proposed  as  an  amend- 
ment, in  line  7,  that  1,500/.  be  inserted 
instead  of  1,800/.,  as  the  salary  of  the 
country  commissioners. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  thought  it  would  be  better 
if  the  salaries  were  allowed  to  remain  as 
proposed  in  the  bill. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred pounds  stand  part  of  the  bill:—  Ayes 
78;  Noes  13:  Minority  65. 

List  of  the  Atss. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Blackstone,  W.  S. 

Arbuthnott,  hon.  H.  Boldero,  H.  O. 

Baring,  hon.  W.  B.  Botfield,  B. 

lentinck.  Lord  6.  Broadiev,  U. 

Ilackbumei  J.  I.  firjan,  G. 


Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
D'Israeli,  B. 


Irving,  J. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jenris,  J. 
Kemble,  H. 
KnatchbuU,rt.hn.Sir£. 


Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  Lefroy,  A. 

Eliot,  Lord  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Elphinstone,  H.  Lyall,  G. 

Escott,  B.  l^ygon,  hon.  Gen. 

Farnham,  £•  B.  Masterman,  J. 

Ferguson,  Col.  Meyoell,  Capt. 

Fitzroy,  Capt.  Newry,  Visct. 

Fitzroy,  hon.  H.  Nicholl,  rt.bon.  J. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Paget,  Col. 

Follett,  Sir  W.  W.  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Ffolliot,  J.  Peel,  J. 

Forbes,  W.  Polhill,  F. 

Fuller,  A.  £.  Pollock,  Sir  P. 

Gaskell,  J.  Milnes  Ponsonby,hn.C.F.A.C 

Glad8tone,rt.hn.W.E.  Palsford,  R. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt.  Round,  J. 

Gore,  M.  Sheppard,  T. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Graham,  rt.  ho.  Sir  J.  Stanley,  Lord 

Grant,  Sir  A.  C.  Stewart^  J. 

Hamilton,  W.  J.  Stuart,  H. 

Hardinge,rt.hn.  SirH.  SattoD,  hon.  U.  M. 

Hardy^J.  Vemer,  Col. 

Hawes,  B.  Wilde,  Sir  T. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Wood,  Col.  T. 

Hervey,  Lord  A.  Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

Hodgson,  R.  Young,  J. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 

Hope,  hon .  C .  telless. 

Howard,  P.  H.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  Pringle,  A. 

List  of  (he  Noes. 

Duke,'Sir  J.  Pechell,  CapU 

Duncombe,  T.  Plumridge,  Capt. 

Ewart,W.  Scott,  R. 

Hume,  J.  Williams,  W. 

Humphery,  Aid.  Wood,  B. 
Martin,  J.  tellebs. 

Morris,  D.  Philips,  M. 

O'Brien,  J.  Brotherton.  J. 

Remaining  clauses  disposed  of. 
House  resumed.     Bill  to  be  reported. 

Property  Tax  on  Foreign  Ponds.] 
Captain  Fitzroy  wished  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  with  respect  to  a 
subject  which  had  caused  much  uneasiness 
in  the  city— «he  referred  to  tbe  Inoome-tix. 
It  was  generally  understood  by  those  who 
had  to  pay  in  this  country  the  diYtdeods 
on  foreign  loans,  that  by  the  Assessed  Tax 
Act,  No.  2,  they  roust  deduct  even  from 
the  dividends  payable  to  persons  residing 
in  foreign  countries,  the  mcome«tas  of  3 
per  cent.  This  was  thought  to  be  a  great 
injustice  and  hardship,  not  only  by  fi>* 
reigners,  but  also  by  the  heads  of  hotises 
in  London,  and  be  could  not  oonceife  that 
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ftDy  such  deduction  could  be  intended. 
He  would  ask  whether  it  were  to  be  made? 
The  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  this  deduction  was  altogether  an  er. 
ror.  The  Assessed  Tax  Act,  No*  2,  gave 
no  power  to  levy  a  duty  upon  property 
which  was  not  made  subject  by  the  pre* 
vioos  act.  He  had  had  many  communi- 
cations upon  the  subject  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  adverted,  and  the 
view  he  had  taken  of  the  matter  was,  that 
^  there  was  no  power  of  deducting  the  pro- 
perty-tax from  the  dividends  of  foreign 
funds  payable  in  this  country,  if  paid  to 
foreigners  residing  out  of  this  country,  and 
that  the  act  applied  only  to  the  case  of 
dividends  of  foreign  funds  payable  to  peo- 
ple residing  in  this  country. 

Boroughs  Incorfobation.]  Sir  J, 
Oraham  remarked  that  it  was  importa 
that  the  Boroughs  Incorporation  Bill 
should  pass  as  early  as  possible.  He 
therefore  moved  that  the  report  be  now 
read. 

The  report  brought  up  and  read,  and, 
on  the  motion  that  it  be  received. 

Sir  J.  Qraham  had  to  announce  that  in 
the  interval  since  Saturday  last  a  clause 
had  been  framed  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney-general,  which  he 
hoped  would  remove  the  objections  enter- 
tained by  certain  parties  against  the  mea- 
sure* and  he  had  further  hoped  to  have 
been  able  to  congratulate  the  House  as  to 
the  unanimity  prevailing  with  respect  to 
it.  He  was  aware  that  Gentlemen  from 
Bolton  were  in  London  to  oppose  the  bill, 
but  had  hoped  their  petition  would  not 
have  been  presented.  These  gentlemen 
were  certainly  rather  late  in  the  steps  they 
had  taken.  It  was  exceedingly  desirable 
that  the  question  should  be  set  at  rest, 
and  uncertainty  put  an  end  to.  He  should, 
therefore,  feel  it  his  duty  to  move  that  the 
bill  be  proceeded  with,  and  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  clause  framed  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

Mr.  AgUonhy  thanked  and  congratu- 
lated the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The  bill 
was  a  great  improvement,  and  would  be 
productive  of  the  best  fruit. 

Dr.  Bawring  also  thanked  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  for  keeping  not  only  the 
letter,  but  the  spirit  of  the  arrangement 
entered  into,  and  he  expressed  his  surprise 
that,  at  this  period  of  the  bill,  eight  people 
from  Bolton  should  throw  any  impediment 
in  the  way. 


Report  received,  the  Standing  Orders 
were  suspended,  aud  the  bill  ordered  to  be 
read  a  third  time. 

On  the  question  that  the  bill  be  read  a 
a  third  time. 

Sir  Charles  Douglas  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely glad  at  the  satisfactory  issue  which 
had  been  arrived  at  upon  the  question  of 
compensation,  which  was  the  only  part  of 
the  bill  he  had  anything  to  do  with.  It 
was  right  he  should  say  thus  much,  as  he 
had  learned  that  his  conduct  had  been 
misunderstood  at  Birmingham,  and  it  was 
reported  that  he  had  given  up  the  bill  on 
condition  that  the  Government  should 
bring  in  one  to  confirm  the  charter.  It 
was  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
he  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  such 
arrangement;  on  the  contrary,  he  said, 
that  the  confirmation  of  the  charter  of 
Birmingham  was  nothing  to  him,  but  he 
had  taken  up  the  question  of  compensa- 
tion to  certain  officers  upon  general  prin- 
ciples, and  he  had  nothing  to  say  to  the 
charter ;  since  then  he  had  had  a  commu- 
nication made  to  him  by  influential  per- 
sons in  Birmingham,  that  they  were  not 
satisfied  to  have  this  charter,  but  he  had 
nothing  to  add  upon  that  subject,  except 
that  he  had  expressed  their  opinions  in 
the  proper  quarter. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

India — The  Ahht.}  Visconnt  Pal- 
merston  wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel), 
which  he  had  postponed  from  Friday  at 
his  request.  The  question  related  to  a 
matter  which  appeared  to  him  to  be  of 
the  deepest  importance,  as  it  involved  not 
only  the  honour  and  credit  of  this  coun- 
trv,  but  also  the  safety  of  a  large  portion 
of  British  dominions  near  the  Indus.  The 
last  mail  from  India  brought  conflicting 
reports  of  the  orders  said  to  have  been  is- 
sued by  the  Governor-general  of  India, 
with  respect  to  the  British  troops  west  of 
the  Indus.  One  account  stated  that  orders 
had  been  sent  by  the  Governor-general 
for  the  immediate  return  of  these  troops. 
Another  account  stated  that  there  had 
been  some  misunderstanding  as  to  these 
orders,  and  that  this  had  been  corrected 
by  the  mode  in  which  Sir  Jasper  Nicholls 
had  interpreted  those  orders.  The  ques- 
tion he  wished  to  ask  was,  whether  orders 
to  withdraw  the  British  troops  from  the 
country  west  of  the  Indus  had  or  had  not 
been  issued  by  the  Governor-general,  and 
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he  sincerely  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  be  able  to  state  that  there 
was  not  the  slightest  foandation  for  the 
report. 

Sir  R.  Peel  always  wished  to  give  as 
much  information  to  the  House,  as  well 
with  respect  to  diplomatic  acts,  as  to  mili* 
tary  operations,  as  was  consistent  with  his 
public  duty,  but  at  the  same  time  he  had 
ever  withheld  information,  the  communi- 
cation of  which  was  likely  to  be  prejudi- 
cial to  the  public  interest.  The  House 
was  sure  that  any  information  which  he 
might  give  would  be  conveyed  to  India  in 
six  or  seven  weeks,  and  it  was  therefore 
necessary  to  use  some  reserve  to  |)revent 
prejudice  to  the  public  interests.  At  this 
moment  the  neighbourhoods  of  Candahar 
and  Jellalabad  might  be  the  scenes  of  mi- 
litary operations.  The  death  of  Shah  Soo- 
jah  had  placed  this  country  in  a  new  po- 
sition to  what  it  was  under  their  treaty  of 
Lord  Auckland,  and  our  position  with 
respect  to  the  court  of  Lahore  was  at  this 
moment  the  subject  of  consideration  with 
the  Indian  Government.  He  wonid, 
therefore,  only  state  the  fact  that,  at 
the  prpsent  moment,  the  British  force 
occupied  Candahar ;  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, he  believed,  too,  that  it  also  occu- 
pied Jellalabad  ;  and  he  did  not  appre- 
hend an  immediate  withdrawal  from  the 
occupation  of  either  situation.  This  was 
all  the  information  which  he  thought  it 
consistent  with  his  public  duty  to  give, 
and  he  was  sure  the  House  would  not 
press  him  for  anything  more,  but  wait  and 
tee  the  accounts  which  the  next  mail 
might  bring  Over. 

Ipswich  Election  Writ.]  Mr.Lefroy 
understood  that  the  Chairman  and  other 
Members  of  the  Ipswich  committee  did 
not  intend  to  give  any  opposition  to  the 
issue  of  the  writ  for  Ipswich,  and  he 
should  best  discharge  his  own  duty,  and 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House,  by 
refraining  from  making  any  observations 
on  the  evidence  given  before  the  committee* 
Nei  her  would  he  be  tempted  to  alter  his 
cou  se  by  the  notice  of  the  bill  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury ;  fur  he 
felt  considerable  confidence  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  his  bill ;  when 
he  reflected  on  the  effect  it  would  have, 
not  only  in  disfrancbiaing  these  persons, 
but  also  in  defeating  the  issue  of  the  writ 
for  Ipswich,  he  would  see  that  be  bad  not 
a  case  which  would  stand  for  on*  monent* 


I  He  also  felt  that  the  boo.  Member  would 
feel  considerable  difficulty  io  persisting 
with  his  bill  without  the  consent  of  the 
Members  of  the  committee ;  and  he  waa 
sure  that  nothing  would  induce  them  la 
do,  in  an  indirect  way,  what  they  did  not 
do  directly.  Expressing  a  hope  that  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  now  candidatea 
for  the  seats  would  obtain  the  otijoct  of 
their  ambition  with  as  unstained  honour, 
and  as  unblemished  integrity,  as  the  Gen* 
tlemen  who  had  lost  them — he  would  cod«' 
dude  by  reserving  to  himself  the  right,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  move  his 
amendment,  of  referring  to  the  evidence, 
which  he  thought  would  justify  the  di- 
vision in  the  committee.  He  moved  that 
the  Speaker  do  issue  his  writ  for  a  new 
election  for  the  borough  of  Ipswich. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart,  at  that  stage  of  the 
proceeding^,  wished  merely  to  correct  one 
expression  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  hob. 
Member  had  certainly  asked  him  in  the 
lobby  whether  he  meant  to  oppose  the 
issue  of  the  writ,  and  he  said  certainly  not ; 
the  instructions  of  the  committee  did  not 
go  to  that  extent ;  but  he  had  as  certaioly 
slated  in  the  same  place,  if  not  to  the 
hon.  Member,  to  others,  that  he  meant  to 
support  the  bill  to  be  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  although  indU 
vidually  he  would  make  no  motioo.  He 
stated  this,  in  case  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  add  anything  to  his  former  re* 
marks. 

Mr.  T.  S.  Duneomhe  said,  it  oertaiftly 
was  his  object  to  defeat  the  iasoe  of  the 
writ,  and  at  the  present  moment.  The 
hon.  Member  had  expressed  a  hope  that  he 
would  not  persevere  with  his  bill,  belieno|f, 
as  he  said,  that  he  eould  make  out  ik>  case 
to  prevent  the  issuing  of  the  writ,  or  iB«^ 
capacitating  the  persona  named  io  the  bill 
from  voting.  He  assured  the  Honae,  bow* 
ever,  that  unless  he  thought  he  could  asake 
out  a  case,  he  would  not  have  brought 
forward  his  amendment.  If  her  Majeaty^a 
Ministers  and  the  House  wiahed  to  aatWy 
the  public  that  they  weie  to  eameit  in 
their  virtuoaa  iodignatioo  againat  thecriase 
of  bribery,  or  in  the  profeasiona  of  horrar 
at  that  crime  which  IumI  beeo  aaade  dutief 
the  kat  two  or  three  moDtha*  he  tbeught 
he  should  he  able  to  make  out  aucb  a  oaaa 
that  they  would  not  allow  thia  writ  to 
issue.  What  waa  the  state  of  the  borough 
of  Ipswich  ?  What  had  beeo  ita  stale  Mice 
the  Reform  Bill,  or  at  least  siooe  the  years 
1834  or  1835,  when  there  waa  a  geutral 
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election.  During  the  last  seven  yean^  or 
little  more,  there  had  been  ii?e  elections 
for  the  borough  of  Ipsirich^  and  those  five 
elections  had  produced  five  petitions.  The 
first  of  these  was  at  the  general  election  at 
the  close  of  the  year  1835.  Bribery  and 
corruption  were  alleged  in  a  petition  to 
have  taken  place  at  the  election  of  Mr. 
Dundas  aod  Mr.  Fitsroy  Kelly,  and  both 
those  individuals  were  unseated  on  (he 
charge  of  bribery.  At  that  time  one  of  the 
individuals  whom  he  proposed  to  incapaci- 
tate first  appeared-— he  meant  Arthur  Bott 
Cooki  who  was  reported  to  have  been  guilty 
of  bribery,  and  to  have  absconded  to  avoid 
the  service  of  the  Speaker's  warrant. 
Another  petition  was  presented  after  the 
general  election  of  1837  against  the  return 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  Mr.  Tufnell,  and  that 
Gentleman  was  unseated,  not  for  bribery, 
but  on  a  scrutiny.  Then,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Milner 
Gibson)  resigned  his  seat  in  1839,  and  Sir 
T.  Cochrane  was  returned.  At  that  time 
a  petition  was  presented  complaining  of 
gross  bribery,  but  it  was  not  prosecuted 
because  a  general  impression  prevailed  that 
there  would  be  an  early  aissolution  of 
Parliament*  Then  came  the  general  elec- 
tion of  1841.  After  that  election  a  petition 
was  presented  against  the  return  of  Mr. 
Wason  and  Mr.  Rennie.  That  petition 
was  tried  in  April  last,  and  both  those 
Gentlemen  were  unseated,  being  declared 
guilty  of  bribery  by  their  agents,  though 
not  with  their  oognisanoe.  The  committee 
reported  on  the  25th  of  April  to  the 
House:— 

'*  That  this  committee  are  of  opinion,  from 
the  evidence  given  before  them,  that  extensive 
bribery  prevailed  at  the  last  election  for  the 
borough  of  Ipswich,  and  that  the  issuing  of  a 
new  writ  for  the  said  borough  ought  to  be  sus* 
peoded  until  the  said  evidence  shall  have  been 
taken  into  oonsideration  by  the  House." 

That  evidence  was  printed  and  taken 
into  oonsideration  by  the  House.  Several 
discussions  took  place,  and  It  would  be 
recollected  that  the  House  decided  the  writ 
should  isaue<  He  now  came  to  the  last 
election,  at  which  the  Earl  of  Desert  and 
Mr.  Gladstone  were  returned.  Those  two 
Members  were  also  unseated,  their  agents 
having  been  found  guilty  of  bribery,  though 
without  the  eogniaance  of  either.  If  any  hon. 
Geotleman  would  take  the  tronUe  of  reading 
the  evidence,  he  would  find  the  full  proofs, 
bat  he  would  not  read  any  eitracts  or  refer 
to  it  further  than  to  state  the  oames  of  the 
iodividoals  concesoed  In  the  bribery  at  the 


last  election.  Amongst  them  he  found 
some  of  the  same  individuals  who  had  not 
only  been  reported,  but  convicted  of  bri- 
bery on  former  occasions  before  other  com- 
mittees. Thejr  were  not  all  new  delin- 
quents. The  individuals  reported  by  the 
last  committee  were  those  who  had  been 
bribed,  and  the  evidence  showed  the  gen- 
tlemen who  were  the  bribers.  The  mdst 
prominent  amongst  them  was  Arthur  Bott 
Cook,  the  same  individual  who  was  reported 
In  1835,  and  the  same  man  with  respect  to 
whom  it  was 

'' Resolved  by  Ipswich  committee,  on  10th 
July,  1835,  that  Arthur  Bott  Cook,  John  Bury 
Dassent,  John  Pilgrim,  and  others,  were  guilty 
of  bribery  at  the  said  election." 

Arthur  Bott  Cook  was  one  of  the  men  who 
caused  the  miscarriage  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  were  unseated 
this  Session.  The  evidence  showed  that  he 
bribed  Richard  Bishop  with  8/.,  William 
Pack,  jun.,  with  10«.  to  his  wife.  [[Cheers.] 
Hon.  Members  wished  it  was  10/.,  he 
supposed.  Mr.  Cook  also  bribed  Amos 
Ooodchild  with  a  promise  of  5/.  to  pay  his 
rent.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  Arthur 
Bott  Cook,  who  was  guilty  of  bribery  in 
1835,  and  reported  to  the  House,  and  who 
had  repeated  the  same  offence  in  1842,  was 
an  individual  whom  the  House  ought  to 
visit  with  some  reprobation  and  disfran- 
chisement What  could  be  more  absurd 
than  that  Mr.  Wason  and  Mr.  Rennie, 
Lord  Desart  and  Mr.  Gladstone,  four  indi- 
viduals, should  be  incapacitated  from  sit- 
ting in  the  present  Parliament,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  acts  of  their  agents,  and  yet 
that  the  individuals  who  unseated  these 
four  Members  should  be  allowed  to  pursue 
their  course  uncensured }  Did  they  not 
think  it  a  great  enormity,  and  a  great 
injustice,  to  unseat  these  Members  unless 
they  took  some  notice  of  the  individuals 
who  did  it  ?  Then  came  Mr.  Henry  Gallant 
Bristo,  who  in  1835  was  concerned  in  the 
election^  bat  who  was  not  reported  to  the 
House.  He  was  proved  before  the  last 
committee  to  have  bribed  Henry  Graves, 
by  employment  of  his  boy,  aged  13,  as 
mesaenger,  at  30^.  a  week,  when  he  only 
earned  2#.;  John  Downing,  by  a  release 
ftom  a  security  of  25/. ;  Thomas  Boivman, 
with  90^.,  for  not  plaving  in  the  hand; 
and  Robert  Pack,  to  wnose  son  he  would 
only  give  7s.  ScL  as  messenger,  because  the 
father  would  not  vote.  Next  came  Charles 
Steward,  who  raised  the  bribe  of  Richard 
Bishop  from  7/.  to  8/. ,  besides  writing  let- 
ters to  outvoters,  promising  payment  of 
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expenses^  and  then  paying  them  exorbitant 
sums  at  Deck's  rooms.     Then  there  was 
another  old  offender  bribed  by  Arthur  Bott 
Cook.     He  had  been  bribed  by  Thornbury 
with  15/.  at  the  election  in  1841,  to  vote 
for  Wason  and  Rennie,  and  gave  evidence 
before  the  committee  that  unseated  them. 
At  the  last  election  he  was  bribed  by  A. 
B.  Cook,  with  promise  of  51  for  rent ; 
and  a  third  of  the  class  of  old  offenders^ 
William    Brown^    a   tinman,    who    was 
bribed  by  Mr.  Sampson  to  vote  for  Wason 
and  Rennie    with    15Z.^  and    gave    evi- 
dence before  the  committee  that  unseated 
them,  and  at  the  last  election  was  bribed 
with  4/.  10^.,  under  pretence  of  travelling 
expenses,  10^.  paid  by  Mr.  Jackaman,  and 
4L  at    Deck's  Room,  by    Stewart    and 
Brisot.     So  that  the  same  men  who  gave 
evidence  in  April  of  their  acts  in  1842,  so 
as  to  unseat  Messrs.  Wason  and  Rennie, 
having  voted  for  them,  went  over  to  the 
other  side  in  June,  voted  for  the  Tories, 
gave  evidence  again,  and  thus  succeeded  in 
unseating  four  Members.     The  names  of 
John  Downing,  Richard  Bishop,  and  the 
others  to  be  found  in  his  bill,  were  all  in 
the  evidence  to  which  he  might  refer, 
making   altogether     twenty-one     names, 
whom  he  thought  ought  to  be  incapacitated 
from  voting  at  any  election  of  Members 
to  serve  in  Parliament.    It  might  be  that 
there  were  some  names  that  ought  to  be 
included,  and  that  some  cases  might  re- 
quire separate  consideration.    There  might 
be  some  circumstances  accompany  those 
acts  which  might  demand  an  exemption, 
to  be  considered  when  the  bill  went  into 
committee  in  that  House,  or  up  stairs; 
and  he  would  be  quite  willing  that  names 
should  be  expunged  or  added  in  committee. 
The  question  i^ly    was,    whether    the 
House  would  consent  to  issue  the  writ  till 
it  had  dealt  with  those  individuals  who  at 
the  last  four  or  five  elections,  had  shown 
themselves  ready  to  commit  bribery  if  they 
could  find  the  opportunity — whether  they 
were  to   repeat   their    corrupt  practices 
without   condemnation  ?     He    was    not 
acting  without  precedent  in  the  course  he 
proposed.     In  the  borough  of  New  Shore- 
ham,  in  the  year  1771,  a  society  existed 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  selling  the  bo- 
rougn  to  the  hignest  bidder,  called  the 
Christian  club.     In  consequence  of  the  be- 
nevolent  and  charitable  objects  they  had 
in  view  thev  gave  themselves  this  title. 
A  bill  passed  the  House  of  Commons  in 
three  or  four  days,  and  afterwards  passed 
into  the  act  of  11th  George  3rd,  c.  55 — 


'^  An  act  to  incapaeitate  John  Burnett,  kc^ 
(in  all  68),  from  voting  at  elections  to  serve  in 
Parliament,  and  for  the  preventing  bribery  and 
corruption  in  the  election  of  Members  to  serre 
in  Parliament  for  the  borough  of  New  Shore- 
ham,  in  the  county  of  Sussex.*' 

It  recited  that  a  corrupt  society,  called 
the  Christian  Club  existed ;  in  order  to 
prevent  such  unlawful  practices  for  the  fu- 
ture, and  that  the  borough  be  from  thence- 
forth duly  represented  in  Parliament,  it 
was  enacted  that  the  said  John  Burnett, 
&c.,  be  and  by  virtue  of  this  act  are  thence- 
forth incapacitated  and  disabled  from  giving 
any  vote  at  any  election  for  the  choosing 
a  Member  or  A^embers  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment. This  bill  then  provided  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  right  of  voting  to  the  R^pe 
of  Bramber,  and  concluded  with  this 
clause : — 

''And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  this  act 
shall  be  publicly  read  at  every  election  for  the 
said  borough  of  New  Shorebaro  immediately 
after  the  acts  directed  by  any  act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  be  read  thereat,  and  before  the  peraons 
present  shall  proceed  to  make  such  election.** 

It  appeared  that  a  majority  of  the 
electors  belonged  to  this  club,  formed  under 
the  pretence  of  performing  acts  of  charity 
and  benevolence.  Surely  it  would  be  said 
nothing  could  be  more  proper  than  these 
charities,  or  less  likely  to  lead  to  disfran- 
chisement; but,  "It  appeared  from  the 
defence  made  by  the  officer,  that  a  ma- 
jority of  the  freemen  of  that  borough  had 
formed  themselves  into  a  society,  under  the 
name  of  the  Christian  Club ;  the  apparent 
ends  of  which  institution  were  to  promote 
acts  of  charity  and  benevolence,  and  to 
answer  such  otner  purposes  as  were  suitable 
to  the  import  of  its  name.  Under  this 
sanction  of  piety  and  religion,  and  the 
cover  of  occasional  acts  of  charity,  they 
profaned  that  sacred  name,  by  making  it  a 
cloak  for  carrying  on  the  worst  purposes; 
of  making  a  traffic  of  their  oaths  and  con. 
sciences,  and  setting  their  borough  to  nle 
to  the  highest  bidder ;  while  the  rest  of 
the  freemen  were  deprived  of  every  legal 
benefit  from  their  votes."  It  appeared  tbu 
the  dub  consisted  of  sixty-eight 
five  of  whom,  previous  to  an  dection, 
appointed  a  committee  to  treat  with  the 
candidates.  They  contracted  with  the 
candidates,  and  when  they  had  done  so, 
these  five  indiridnalsdid  not  vote,  botooly 
told  the  others  how  they  should  act.  The 
others  knew  when  the  dub  met  by  the 
hoisting  of  a  flag,  and  on  the  oocmmmi  on 
which  they  were  found  out,  there  was  • 
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report  of  the  death  of  the  member.  Sir  C. 
Cornish.  The  flag  was  hoisted^ he  was 
Dot  dead;  thejr  were  prevented  from 
carrying  their  object  into  effect,  but  the 
consequence  was  that  this  biil  was  brought 
in,  incapacitating  sixty-eight  by  name,  from 
ever  voting  in  the  election  of  Members  of 
Parliament^ 

"  Many  doubts  arose  as  to  the  node  of  the 
punishment.  Itwasproposed  to  disfranchise  the 
borough;  this, however,  was  thought  too  danger, 
ous  a  precedent ;  others  thought  that  the  culprits 
should  be  left  to  the  punishment  of  the  law  ; 
but  though  there  was  a  clear  conviction  of 
their  guilt,  it  was  a  matter  of  such  a  nature, 
as  made  the  establishment  of  legal  evidence 
very  difficult;  and  if  they  escaped  without 
some  signal  mark  of  repiobation,  it  would  be 
an  encouragement  to  the  most  barefaced  cor- 
ruption, when  the  whole  kingdom  saw  that  it 
could  be  done  with  impunity." 

He  believed,  that  it  was  only  within  the 
last  few  years  that  the  last  of  these  indivi- 
duals was  dead.  This  was  one  precedent. 
He  had  also  another,  in  the  case  of  East 
Retford,  in  1828,  when  a  bill  was  brought 
in  to  incapacitate  certain  persons  therein 
roentionedy  ftrom  voting  at  elections  of 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament*  Six- 
teen were  disqualified,  and  the  act  recited 
that — 

**  Whereas  a  long  established  and  notorious 
custom  has  prevailed  in  the  borough  of  East 
Retford." 

The  writ  wan  suspended,  and  the  bill 
passed  the  Commons,  though  it  was 
thrown  out  in  the  Lords.  He  only  men- 
tioned the  case  to  show  that  the  House  of 
Commons  always  entertained  the  principle 
of  these  bills.  He  had  the  authority  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  that  the  adoption  of  measures 
against  individuals  was  the  proper  course 
to  be  taken.  On  the  26th  of  June,  on  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Montgomeryshire,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  said  that— 

**  He  thought  it  woald  be  a  dangerous  doc- 
trine to  promulgate,  that  those  who  received 
bribes  should  pass  without  animadversion 
Where  there  was  a  constituency  of  3,000  or 
4,000  persons,  among  whom  gross  bribery  was 
proved  to  have  taken  place,  he  thought  if  the 
House  selected  three  or  four  instances,  it 
would  be  a  just  punishment  to  the  individuals 
and  a  useral  example  to  constituencies  in 
general." 

And  subsequently,  the  same  night,  on 
Colonel  Rushbrooke's  successful  motion  to 
issue  the  Ipswich  writ,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said — 

VOLLXV.    {J^} 


**  He  did  not  see  sufficient  reason  for  resist- 
ing the  issue  of  this  writ.  He  wished  to  pun- 
ish individual  voters  who  might  be  proved 
guilty  of  bribery,  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
unjust  to  punish  the  whole  constituency  of  a 
borough,  lor  the  crime  of  a  portion  of  them/' 

That  was  precisely  his  case ;  he  did  not 
wish  the  whole  constituency  to  be  pun- 
ished, but  he  desired  to  see  individuals 
who  had  been  guilty  of  offences  meet  with 
the  just  punishment  due  to  their  conduct. 
But  what  was  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament? On  the  6th  October,  1841,  he 
said — 

*'  Some  of  the  worst  cases  which  I  have 
heard  of,  took  place  in  the  large  towns.  In 
some  places,  the  extent  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption was  enormous.  It  would  be  invidious 
to  name  particular  places,  but  I  believe  that 
the  'metropolitan  towns  of  certain  counties 
might  be  named.  If  certain  election  petitions 
which  have  been  presented  should  be  perse- 
vered in,  and  which  I  hope  will  be  the  case, 
it  will  show  that  some  of  the  worst  cases  of 
bribery  have  occurred  in  large  towns.  Nothing 
would  give  me  rt^ore  satisfaction  than  to  see 
the  cases  of  thoie  large  towns  taken  up  by 
the  House,  and  that  signal  examples  should 
be  made  of  those  places  by  disfranchising  their 
constituencies,  whether  they  were  small  or 
large  towns,  in  which  those  corrupt  practices 
occurred." 

Surely,  then,  when  one  borough  had 
been  reported  twice  in  six  months,  it  was 
time  that  some  steps  should  be  taken  to- 
wards inflicting  punishment.  Had  not 
Ipswich  maintained  a  character  notorious 
for  corruptioti  during  the  last  six  or  seven 
years?  What  was  the  evidence  of  Sir 
Thomas  Cochrane  on  this  point?  He  had 
written  a  letter  in  reference  to  the  borough 
which  had  lately  been  published,  and  was 
as  follows— 

(Private.) 

*'  Sia — Having  reason  to  believe  that  you 
are  one  of  those  gentlemen  who  consider  they 
have  unliquidated  claims  upon  roe  arising  out 
of  the  last  election,  and  as  I  have  never  yet, 
in  the  course  of  a  pretty  long  life,  allowed  any 
just  demand  to  remain  undischarged,  I  feel 
called  upon  in  self-defence,  notwithstanding 
that  my  connection  with  Ipswich  has  ceased, 
to  show,  that  you  have  been  deceived  upon 
this  point ;  and  as  the  most  effectual  means 
of  doing  so,  I  shall  lay  before  you  a  detail  of  the 
whole  proceedings  relating  to  my  connection 
with  your  borough  from  its  incipient  state  to 
the  period  of  its  cessation. 

''  Early  last  summer  an  offer  was  made  to 
me  of  standing  for  the  representation  of  Ips- 
wich, in  the  event  of  a  dissolution  of  Pariia- 
ment,  as,  in  consequence  of  the  political  con- 
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duct  of  Mr.  Gibson,  the  Conservative  party 
had  corae  to  the  resolution  of  withdrawing 
from  him  their  support.  Tliis  led  to  confer- 
ences with  Mr.  Fitzroy  Kelly,  Mr.  Cobbold, 
and  other  gentlemen,  at  which  the  whole  af- 
fairs of  the  borough,  and  the  probable  amount 
of  the  expense  of  a  contest,  the  nature  of  the 
expenses  incurred  upon  such  an  occasion,  &c., 
were  most  minutely  inquired  into,  for  I  set 
out  with  distinctly  stating  to  those  gentlemen, 
that  I  was  not  a  person  of  large  income,  and 
could  not  afford  to  go  beyond  a  certain  sum 
in  any  conflict  I  might  enter  upon. 

'*The  description  given  to  me  as  to  the  pro- 
babilities of  success  and  the  extent  of  lia- 
bilities were  encouraging,  but  our  negociation 
went  off  in  consequence  of  my  declining  to 
keep  myself  disengaged  for  a  vacancy  at  what- 
ever period  it  might  offer. 

**  It  was  some  weeks  after  the  termination 
of  this  negotiation  that  Mr.  Gibson's  resigna- 
tion suddenly  and  unexpectedly  occurred.  I 
was  immediately  applied  to,  to  encounter  a 
contest  for  the  vacant  seat,  but  declined  on 
the  ground  that  as  I  could  not  engage  in  two 
contests,  I  must  hold  myself  free  for  the  con« 
tingency  of  a  dissolution.  I  was  then  ex- 
tremely pressed  to  change  my  determination* 
I  was  told  that  it  was  of  vast  importance  to 
prevent  the  intrusion  of  a  Whi^  or  Radical 
into  the  borough  ;  and  that,  if  I  did  not  under- 
take the  task,  the  seat  would,  in  all  probability, 
be  lost ;  and  Mr.  Fitzroy  Kelly  declared  that 
if  I  would  consent  to  make  the  attempt,  he 
would  guarantee  that  the  expense  on  my  part 
should  not  exceed  a  certain  sum  ;  and  that  he 
would  give  me  a  letter  to  the  leading  men  of 
Ipawich,  to  that  effect.  I  still  stated  the  incon- 
venience even  that  sum  would  place  me  under. 
I,  however,  at  last,  very  reluctantly  assented ; 
and  for  no  other  reason  than  to  support  the 
Conservative  cause,  and  protect  that  party  in 
Ipswich.  Within  an  hour  I  was  on  the  road 
to  Ipswich,  and  on  arriving,  early  in  the  morn- 
ing, I  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Bristo,  and 
ny  first  step  was  to  place  Mr.  Kelly'ti  letter 
into  his  bands,  as  containing  the  conditions 
on  which  I  had  come  down.  His  reply  was» 
that  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  to  cost  so  much. 
This  answer  having  perfectly  satisfied  my 
scruples,  and  terminated  my  anxieties,  we 
went  to  work,  and  the  progress  and  the  result 
of  the  election  you  are  as  well  informed  of  as 
myself. 

"  Before  the  day  of  election  arrived,  I  bad 
paid  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Cobbold  the  whole 
sum  I  had  on  my  departure  from  London, 
stipulated  to  advance,  and  I  left  Ipswich  after 
the  election  under  the  conviction  that  I  was  as 
free  from  any  pecuniary  obligations  to  that 
place  as  If  I  had  never  heard  of  it. 

Within  two  or  three  weeks  after,  T  received 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Fitxroy  Kelly,  asking  roe  to 
pay  a  certain  further  sum  on  account  of  the 
election.  I  was  not  a  little  surprised  by  such 
a  demand,  and  particularly  coming  from  him  : 
but  still  I  paid  it  without  any  comment  or  ot>- 


servation,  feeling  that  at  all  eventi  now  my 
pecuniary  obligations  were  definitely  dis- 
charged. 

**  Not  long  after  this  event,  Mr.  Kellv  re- 
turned from  his  circuit,  and  acquainted  roe 
that  in  a  recent  visit  to  Ipswich,  Mr.  Bristo 
had  informed  bim  that  there  were  outstanding 
debts  there  due  for  previous  political  occnr- 
rences  to  the  extent  of  nearly  2,000/.,  and  that 
unless  these  demands  were  liquidated,  the 
Conservative  candidates  would  suffer  opoo 
any  future  election ;  that  he  had  agreed  to  pay 
1,000/.  of  this  sum,  and  suggested  whether  I 
would  not  defray  the  remainder.  To  this 
astounding  information  I  scarcely  knew  how  to 
reply,  and  I  recapitulated  to  Mr.  Kelly  all 
that  had  passed  between  me,  himself,  and  the 
gentlemen  from  Ipswich,  who  had  l)eeo  ao- 
thorised  to  look  out  for  a  candidate,  and  who 
under  that  authority  had  conferred  with  roe  ; 
I  called  to  his  recollection  the  scrutinising 
inquiries  I  made  as  to  the  state  of  the  iMtougfa, 
and  the  liabilities  a  candidate  would  be  ex- 
posed to,  and  the  perfect  silence  that  prevailed 
on  the  subject  of  the  debt  in  question. 

*^  Mr.  Kelly  admitted  the  truth  of  my  state- 
ment, but  at  the  same  time  added,  that  if  the 
money  were  not  paid,  both  our  seats  would  be 
endangered.  He  afterwards  requested  roe  to 
receive  a  communication  fron  Captain  Fits- 
roy,  of  the  navy,  which  coromunicatioB  was 
little  more  than  a  repetition  of  what  Mr.  Kelly 
had  previously  stated,  with  the  addition  of  hui 
own  opinion,  that  the  people  of  Ipswich  were 
determined  to  have  the  money  paid,  and  that 
if  I  did  not  come  forward,  they  woald  find 
some  other  person  who  had  2,000/  or  3,0001. 
to  spare,  and  throw  me  over ;  and  I  closed  the 
discussion  by  repeating  my  detemiiMtioo 
never  to  accede  to  so  onjost  a  demand,  addiog 
that  the  people  of  Ipswich  had  hithofto  dealt 
honestly  vritn  me,  and  1  should  ool  balieve 
they  would  depart  from  that  course  until  I  had 
positive  proof  of  it. 

<Mt  was  some  weeks  after  this  interview  I 
learnt,  that  unfavourable  impressioos  were  in 
circulation  with  regard  to  me  at  Ipewicb,  and 
for  which  I  was  well  aware  there  could  be  bo 
other  ground  than  my  having  withstood  tba 
demand  already  mentioned. 

'*  It  was  not  until  the  month  of  Febniary 
that  a  further  demand  was  made  upon  me  for 
nearly  500/.,  which  has  been  the  more  imme- 
diate cause  of  the  dissolotioD  of  my  oonneetioo 
with  Ipswich.  Had  not  the  previous  claim  for 
payment  of  the  party  debt  of  9,000/.  prepared 
me  for  any  deroaod,  however  extravagaot,  I 
shonld  not  have  been  a  little  astonished  at  this 
new  exaction ;  in  a  correspondence  which  it 
produced,  I  again  called  to  the  reoollectioo  of 
all  parties  the  circumstances  attending  my  first 
coming  forward,  namely,  that  I  had  declared 
my  unwillingness  to  do  so  on  the  ground  of 
expense ;  that  on  being  roach  urged*  1  reluet- 
antly  consented,  on  the  clear  understandiag 
that  my  expences  should  t>e  limited  to  a  cer* 
tain  sum ;  that  I  paid  down  that  sum  t>eibm 
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the  electiont  and  complied  with  an  additional 
demand.  That  this  declaration  of  inability  to 
go  beyond  a  certain  sum  was  not  made  after 
the  event,  as  on  such  occasion  sometimes 
happens,  but  before,  and  when  no  step  had 
been  taken,  consequently  that  no  one  had  a 
right,  under  such  circumstances,  to  urge  upon 
me  an  eipense,  of  my  ability  to  pay  which 
I  was  the  best  judge.  Yet,  notwithstanding 
this  state  of  the  question,  and  the  injustice  at- 
tempted to  be  visited  upon  me,  I  concluded  by 
declaring,  that  my  anxiety  that  the  Conserva- 
tive cause  should  not  suffer  by  a  rupture  was 
such,  that  I  would  engage  to  meet  this  demand 
of  nearly  500/.,  provided  I  found  upon  a  future 
election,  that  I  received  that  fair  and  honour- 
able support  I  consider  myself  entitled  to,  and 
that  I  should  do  so  even  if  I  lost  the  election ; 
and  I  think,  sir,  you  will  deem  the  security  I 
here  took  as  to  future  support,  no  more  thnn 
reasonable  caution,  aAer  the  threats  of  deser- 
tion in  the  event  of  the  non-payment  of  the 
before»mentioned  proportion  of  the  party  debt; 
and  I  mast  farther  add,  that  this  offer  went 
beyond  the  conditions  suggested  by  those  gen* 
tlemen  well  versed  in  election  proceedings, 
whom  I  consulted  in  every  step  of  the  fore- 
going proceedings. 

"  The  gentlemen  to  whom  this  proposition 
was  submitted  have,  in  other  words,  given  it 
to  me  as  their  opinion,  that  it  will  not  meet 
the  views  of  the  electors  of  Ipswich ;  and, 
feeling  convinced  in  my  own  mind  that  no- 
thing but  the  payment  of  the  greater  demand, 
in  {Edition  to  the  500/.,  will  secure  me  the 
entire  support  of  the  Conservatives  of  Ipswich, 
and  that  the  apprehensions  entertained  by 
Captain  Pitxroy  are  about  to  be  realised,  I 
oonsider  no  alternative  is  left  me  but  to  ter* 
minale  my  political  connectioo  with  Ipswich  ; 
and  I  cannot  but  persuade  myself  that  you  will 
view  the  whole  of  my  conduct,  as  here  detailed 
from  first  to  last,  as  marked  by  the  strictest 
regard  to  honour  and  good  faith,  and  that  had 
I  been  met  in  a  kindred  spirit,  the  harmony  of 
my  relations  with  your  borough  might  have 
continued  uninterrupted ;  and,  as  your  opinion 
upon  the  merits  of  the  question  must,  in  a 
great  measure,  depend  upon  the  extent  of 
faith  you  repose  in  this  statement,  I  with  con- 
ftdence  refer  you  to  Mr.  Cobbold,  Mr.  Fitzroy 
Kelly,  and  Captain  Fitzroy,  or  any  other  per- 
son mentioned  in  this  letter,  for  the  accuracy 
of  the  portions  of  it  in  which  they  were  respec- 
tively concerned* 

^  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  sir, 

**  Your  most  obedient  servant, 

'^  Thomas  ('OChbane. 

''  London,  Sept.  21, 1840." 

Had  the  oonatituency  beoome  more  vir- 
tuooB  einoe  then  ?  He  believed  that  no  one 
would  aay  that  it  had,  for  in  one  Session  of 
Parliament  it  had  been  reported  twice — 
ODce  10  April  and  lately  again  in  July — and 
four  GentJemeo  had  been  uoaeated  in  conse- 


queoce  of  the  corrupt  practices  carried  on. 
lie,  of  course,  assumed  that  the  reports  of 
the  committees  were  correct.  He  had 
looked  through  the  evidence,  and  he  main- 
tained that  the  report  of  the  committee 
was  fully  sustained-^that  individuals  had 
been  bribed  by  the  agents  of  the  sitting 
Member.  Where  were  they  to  stop? 
Could  a  line  be  drawn  ?  Could  any  dis- 
tinction be  drawn  between  a  bribe  of  30«., 
of  30^,  or  300/. ;  and  were  not  individuals 
equally  guilty  of  bribery  who  voted  by 
reason  of  a  pecuniary  inducement  of  a  large 
or  small  amount  being  given  to  them  ?  He 
ap{>ealed,  then,  to  the  House  that  he  might 
be  permitted  lo  bring  in  this  bill.  He  had 
made  out  a  case  of  bribery,  and  if  the  bill 
was  introduced,  he  was  i-eady  to  refer  it  to 
a  select  committee,  who  should  be  autho- 
rised to  investigate  the  cases  of  the  par- 
ticular individuals  referred  to  in  its  provi- 
sions, and  to  strike  out  the  names  of  anv 
persons,  or  insert  those  of  any  others,  which 
they  should  deem  necessary  or  proper.  It 
might  be  said,  that  there  was  not  sufficient 
time  for  such  an  inquiry,  because,  this  being 
a  bill  of  pains  and  penalties,  it  was  fit  that 
the  individuals  sought  to  be  affected  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  being  heard  by 
counsel  at  the  Bar.  But  he  said,  let  this 
argument  prevail — let  it  be  admitted  that 
there  was  not  time  for  a  full  inquiry :  but 
as  a  case  was  made  out,  suspend  the  writ 
until  next  Session,  when  a  full  investiga- 
tion could  be  had.  What  inconvenience 
could  arise  from  such  a  course  being 
adopted  ?  In  the  case  of  the  Southampton 
writ,  the  other  day,  it  was  true  that  ha 
heard  that  some  complaints  were  made. 
But  they  were  not  complaints  that  the 
town  was  not  represented,  but  that  there 
being  no  Members,  there  was  consequent!]^ 
no  Members*  plate  at  the  races.  He  knew 
not  whether  any  races  were  likely  to  occur 
between  this  and  February  at  Ipswich  to 
call  for  a  subscription  or  members'  plate, 
but  he  was  sure  that  no  other  inconvenience 
would  be  felt  in  the  meantime  but  the  ab- 
sence of  some  such  subscription.  He 
thoueht,  however,  that  the  House  would 
stultify  itself,  and  all  its  [iroceedings,  if 
they  now  issued  this  writ  in  the  face  of 
the  reports  which  had  been  made.  If  those 
reports  were  to  be  set  at  naught,  if  the 
House  was  not  to  pay  the  least  regard 
to  them,  no  doubt  the  House  would  be 
right  to  issue  the  writ :  but  if  these  com- 
mittees were  appointed  for  the  purpose 
of  trying  these  cases,  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
should  enter  into  these  investigations  and 
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make  their  reports  upon  their  oath,  and 
these  l)on.  Members  were  to  get  up  and 
say,  ''we  will  set  this  report  at  naught," 
he  thought  that  the  sooner  the  House 
parted  with  its  jurisdiction  in  these  mat- 
ters tlie  better.  This  was  the  first  com- 
mittee in  reference  to  which  he  had  heard 
complaints  made  so  openly,  and  he  would 
say,  so  indecently,  as  they  had  been 
made.  He  had  seen  them  in  the  public 
prints — he  had  heard  them  openly  made 
in  the  lobbies  about  the  House;  [Cheers ;] 
and  he  hoped  that  thehon.  Gentlemen  who 
so  loudly  cheered  him  would  state  the 
grounds  on  which  they  formed  their  opi- 
nion 8.  He  had  read  through  the  evi- 
dence, and  he  maintained  that  in  all  the 
cases  the  report  was  fully  sustained  by 
the  evidence.  He  would  not  weary  the 
House  by  going  into  the  evidence,  but  he 
would  leave  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  point  out  its  inconsistencies. 
Various  cases  of  bribery  were  made  out, 
and  he  believed  that  it  would  best  be- 
come the  House  to  take  it  into  their  se- 
rious consideration  to  make  an  example, 
instead  of  allowing  these  persons  to  re- 
peat the  offence  of  which  they  had  been 
found  guilty.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  as  an  amendment : — 

"  For  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  incapacitate 
Arthur  Bott  Cook;  Henry  Gallant  Bristo, 
Charles  Steward,  John  Downing,  Amos  Good- 
child,  William  Brown,  Ricliard  Bishop,  John 
Cockle,  Robert  Hines^  William  Fuller,  Henry 
Graves,  William  Blythe,  William  George  Cole, 
Edward  Franks,  William  Franks,  Joseph 
Barrett  Warren,  Robert  William  Baker,  Ema- 
nuel Baxter,  Thomas  Bowman,  William  Pack, 
senior,  and  Robert  Naunton,  from  voting  at 
elections  to  serve  in  Parliament,  and  for  pre- 
venting bribery  and  corruption  in  the  election 
of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the 
borough  of  Ipswich,  in  the  county  of  Suffolk.'' 

Mr.  Blacksione  was  ready  to  confess  that 
he  had  originally  intended  to  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  he 
thought,  after  reading  the  evidence  upon 
which  his  motion  was  founded,  which  he 
had  gone  through  most  carefully,  that  it 
did  not  authorize  the  conclusion  which 
had  been  arrived  at  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  was  somewhat  acquainted  with  the 
borough  of  Ipswich,  having  sat  on  a  com- 
mittee for  seven  weeks  in  the  year  1837, 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Renfrew- 
shire was  chairman,  and  he  roust  remark 
that  Mr.  Bristo  to  whom  the  hon.  Member 
had  alluded,  was  not  concerned  in  the 
transactions  of  1835,  for  at  that  time  he 


was  the  returning  oflBcer.  lo  reference  lo 
the  case  of  Arthur  Bott  Cook,  he  thought 
that  it  stood  on  very  different  grounds, 
and  having  looked  through  the  evideocep 
he  was  persuaded  that  it  did  not  afford 
grounds  for  his  future  disqualificatiou.  He 
had  come  to  the  same  conclusion  upon  the 
case  of  Amos  Goodchild,  and  indeed  the 
only  case  of  direct  bribery  which  he  c!oald 
discover  was  that  of  Downing.  He  could 
not  help  thinking,  however,  that  this  was 
not  an  opportunity  for  the  introduction  of 
a  measure  like  the  present;  for  he  thought 
that  after  the  case  of  Mr.  Rigby  Wason 
had  been  permitted  to  pass,  he  haring 
only  been  brought  into  Parliament  at  an 
expense  of  3,000/.,  that  of  Lord  Desart, 
who  had  spent  only  450/.  should  not  be 
opened.  He  agreed  that  these  were  cases 
to  be  referred  to  select  committees,  and  he 
begged  to  give  notice  that  early  next  Ses- 
sion he  should  take  an  opportunity  of 
moving  to  refer  the  evidence  in  the  Sud- 
bury case  to  a  committee,  and  on  the  re- 
port of  that  committee  he  should  ask  for  a 
legislative  enactment.  But  viewing  this 
as  a  partial  case,  he  could  not  vote  in 
favour  of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury. 

Captain  Fitiroy  thought  that  this  was  a 
case  which  called  for  the  expression  of  an 
opinion  by  every  independent  Member  of 
that  House,  for  he  thought  that  there 
never  had  been  a  more  wanton  decision 
arrived  at  than  that  which  had  been  come 
to  by  the  committee  in  the  Ipswich  case. 
He  saw  nothing  in  the  evidence  to  support 
the  inference  drawn  in  the  case  of  Arthur 
Bott  Cook.  He  knew  that  that  was  looked 
upon  as  a  strong  case  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite;  and  it  was  asked  why  was 
not  Cook  called  before  the  committee? 
But  he  contended  that  it  would  have  been 
the  very  height  of  injustice  for  the  legal 
adviser  of  the  sitting  members  to  have 
called  that  person,  because  on  his  first  en- 
tering the  committee-room  he  could  see 
that  his  case  was  prejudged.  He  main- 
tained that  the  first  division  that  took 
place  showed  ihe  feeling  and  bias  of  the 
commitiee.  They  differed  from  any  other 
election  committee  that  had  sat  this  Ses- 
sion as  to  their  proceedings.  The  question 
was  as  to  agents  being  present,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  moved  that  two 
persons  locally  connected  with  the  borough 
should  be  allowed  to  be  present  on  each 
side.  The  committee  divided,  when  tbe 
numbers  were  four  and  three,  so  Chat  Ihe 
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question  was  carried  by  the  casting  voice  of 
the  chairman.  This  division  alone  was 
sufficient  to  testify  to  the  agents  and 
counsel  for  the  sitting  Member  that  it  was 
useless  to  go  to  further  expense  to  defend 
the  return.  What  was  the  chief  case  of 
bribery  ?  Was  it  not  that  of  W.  Btythe, 
a  free  shipwright,  who  had  received  dOs. 
for  coming  from  Harwich  to  Ipswich  to 
vote,  and  who  had  to  pay  all  the  expenses 
of  going  and  returning,  as  well  as  losing  a 
day's  work,  and  who  had  been  turned 
away  by  his  patriotic  Whig  master  for 
baving  voted  in  the  way  in  which  he  did  ? 
He  was  asked — 

"  Did  you  know  before  you  voted  that  you 
would  be  paid  for  loss  of  time  ?— No,  I  did 
not,  but  I  expected.  Before  y5u  went  to  vote 
you  expected  to  be  paid  for  loss  of  time  ?— I 
knew  I  could  not  aflford  to  lose  my  time — I 
have  a  large  family— daily  labour  to  me  is 
only  daily  bread ;  I  could  not  lose  my  time." 

If  this  was  the  case— if  a  trifling  remu- 
neration of  this  kind  wa^  to  be  withheld — 
was  it  not  an  argument  for  raising  the 
franchise?  Was  it  not,  in  point  of  fact, 
saying,  that  no  man  should  have  the 
franchise  who  could  not  afford  to  lose  a 
day's  work  to  exercise  it  ?  He  did  not 
think  that  it  was  an  unreasonable  charge, 
and  he  did  not  conceive  that  the  com- 
mittee was  justifled  in  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  this  was  a  case  of  bribery. 
According  to  his  notion  of  the  matter — and 
he  had  studied  bribery  very  much — bribery 
involved  the  making  some  offer  of  a  place, 
or  giving  some  emolument  to  influence  a 
man*s  vote.  He  was  saiisfled,  that  by 
such  decisions  as  the  committee  had  ar- 
rived at,  they  held  out  an  inducement  to 
bribery  by  prejudging  the  case.  Lord 
Desart  and  Mr.  Gladstone  might  as  well 
have  spent  25,000/.  as  200/.,  if  such  ob- 
jections to  cases  as  were  adduced  were  to 
be  held  to  be  bribery.  He  admitted,  that 
in  principle  it  was  an  act  of  corruption  to 
give  even  small  sums  at  elections,  but  he 
believed  that  the  small  amount  that  had 
been  expended  at  this  election  had  not 
been  given  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
the  voters  or  anything  of  the  kind.  Were 
these  twenty  paltry  cases  which  had  been 
alluded  to  by  the  non.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  to  be  held  sufficient  to  justify  the 
proposition  that  he  had  made  ?  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  believe  any  fair  or 
candid  man  could  justify  the  passing  of 
such  a  bill  as  that  which  was  adopted  in 
the  Shoreham  case,  where  the  great  majo- 


rity of  the  voters  had  taken  bribes.  The 
hon.  Member,  although  he  stated  that 
twenty  cases  of  bribery  had  taken  place  at 
the  last  election,  in  his  motion  only  makes 
an  allegation  of  twelve  cases.  He  denied 
that  corruption  had  taken  place  at  the  last 
election  for  Ipswich,  and  contended,  that 
the  report  of  the  committee  was  most  un* 
fair,*^and  he  was  sure  that  but  for  that  late 
period  of  the  Session,  when  hon.  Members 
had  not  time  to  read  such  a  lengthened 
volume,  that  the  almost  universal  feeling 
of  the  House  would  be  with  him.  He  was 
satisfied,  that  if  hon.  Members  would  read 
the  report  and  the  evidence,  they  would 
say,  that  it  did  not  justify  the  resolutions 
come  to  by  the  committee,  and  that  the 
majority  of  that  body  had  prejudged  the 
case  before  they  heard  the  evidence.  He 
did  not  wish  to  say  anything  personal  in  that 
House,  but  he  must  observe,  that  if  he  was 
petitioned  against,  and  the  hon.  Member, 
the  chairman  of  this  committee  was  elected 
to  preside  in  his  case,  he  would  retire  from 
the  contest,  and  would  not  throw  away 
any  money.  He  contended  that  this  was 
a  case  that  touched  all  Members  who  sat 
for  cities  or  boroughs,  and  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  man  returned  for  a 
borough  to  defend  his  seat  if  decisions 
like  the  present  were  come  to,  and  more 
especially  when  bills  like  those  that  re- 
cently passed  the  House  had  been  adopted. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  most  anxious  to 
take  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
the  trial  of  all  election  cases,  and  the  bill 
which  had  just  passed  was  an  additional 
reason  in  his  mind  for  doing  so.  If  per- 
sons' property  and  character  were  to  be  at 
stake  who  represented  boroughs — for  the 
House  might  depend  upon  it  that  petitions 
would  be  presented  in  nearly  all  such 
cases — it  was  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  the  election  petitions  should  be  tried 
by  a  tribunal  which  possessed  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House,  which  the  present  did 
not.  It  was  of  the  utmost  consequence 
that  there  should  be  an  impartial  tribunal, 
and  he  was  perfectly  prepared  to  repeat, 
under  similar  circumstances,  all  that  he 
had  said  that  night  as  to  the  decisions  of 
the  committee  in  this  case.  He  had  read 
the  evidence  with  the  greatest  attention, 
and  he  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  understand 
on  what  ground  the  committee  could  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  bribery  had  taken 
place.  He  supposed  that  it  would  be 
said  on  the  other  side  that  bribery  had 
taken  place  in  the  case  of  Amos  Goodchild 
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by  Mr.  Arthur  Bolt  Cook,  but  it  appeared 
that  all  that  that  persoo  had  said  was  thai 
'*  That  was  rif^ht/'  and  I  then  saw  no 
proof  of  paying^  money  on  his  part.  He 
confessed  that  he  did  not  understand  t  he 
case  of  Downing,  but  it  appeared  to  in- 
volte  some  legal  question  as  to  the  release 
fro  ill  some  security  by  Mr.  Bristo.  He 
would  ask,  however,  what  proof  could  be 
adduced,  for  he  confessed  that  he  could 
not  conceive  of  there  being  agency  on  the 
parts  of  Mr.  Bristo  or  Mr.  Cook.  Mr. 
Hunt,  the  legal  agent  for  the  silting  Mem. 
bers,  distinctly  denied  that  they  were 
agents.     He  was  asked-^ 

**  Did  you  give  any  authority,  direct  or  in- 
direct, or  in  aoy  manner  whatever,  to  Mr. 
Bristo  to  act  for  you  in  the  manageraenat  of 
Ihe  election  ? — Certainly  not. 

'*  I  repeat  the  same  question  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Cook  ? — Certainly  not,  unless  it  may  be 
supposed  that  in  communicating  with  them 
upon  their  canvass,  or  giving  them  any  list, 
that  might  be  considered  a  direction." 

He  was  subsequently  asked ^ 

"  Was  the  communication  with  Mr.  Bristo 
In  the  least  degree  upon  the  footing  of  a  sub- 
agent  ? — Certainly  not ;  I  should  have  repu 
dialed  that  immediately,  if  1  had  heard   it 
suggested.'* 

He  would  not  trespass  further  on  the 
time  of  the  House,  but  should  give  his 
cordial  support  to  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  M,  J.  O'Connell  had  never  heard.'a 
speech  with  more  regret  than  that  which 
he  had  just  listened  to  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tli'man.  It  might  be  very  well  to  take  the 
jurisdiction  of  election  petitions  from  the 
House,  but  as  long  as  the  committee  was 
the  tribunal  to  which  the  decision  was  left 
he  thought  that  they  might  safely  leave 
the  matter  to  its  decision.  He  sincerely 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member,  in  his  cooler 
momentSi  if  he  had  any  such,  would  reflect 
on  the  language  that  he  had  used,  and  he 
had  little  doubt  but  that  be  would  regret 
the  terms  that  he  had  used.  It  had  often 
been  said  that  a  person  who  charged  all 
others  n round  him  with  corruption,  gene, 
rally  arrived  at  the  conclusion  from  the 
observations  of  bis  own  conduct.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  committee, 
beio}:  judges  in  this  case,  bad  prejudged 
the  matter.  The  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  he  bad  had  some  experience  in  the 
proceedini^s  of  election  committees,  and  if 
he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  was  not  very  much 
mistakeni  he  was  interested  in  one  before 


which  some  matters  of  a  curious  Datqiw 
came  out.  Now,  upoo  what  evidence  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman  arrived  at  such  a  conclu* 
sion  he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  said  that  the  reasoa  wby 
Mr.  Bristo^  and  Mr.  Arthur  BottCook  wm 
examined,  wa»,  that  the  counsel  and 
agents  had  no  conBdence  in  the  deciiioQ 
of  tbe  committee,  after  it  had  prejudged 
tbe  case  by  its  first  decision,  and  the  proof 
of  this  broad  assertion  was,  that  the  com* 
niittee  had  come  to  tbe  conclusion  as  lo 
whether  one  or  two  perwns  on  each  side 
locally  connected  with  the  place,  should 
remain  in  the  room  during  the  examio*- 
tion  of  witnesses.  Now  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  had  pointed  out  cases  where 
similar  conclusions  had  been  come  to  by 
election  committees  without  any  con* 
plaint  having  been  made.  He  was  safe, 
on  reflection,  that  the  boo.  Member 
opposite  would  regret  the  charge  that 
he  had  that  night  made  as  much  aa  any 
Members  who  had  beard  it.  The  hoe. 
Member  had  made  aome  allusions  aa  to 
tbe  supposed  reasons  why  Mr.  Cook  had 
not  been  examined;  now,  that  peraoe 
himself  had  stated  in  his  declaration  that 
the  reason  why  he  was  not  examined  was, 
because  he  was  prevented  by  the  legal  ad- 
visers of  the  late  Members.  Now  he  was 
well  aware  of  the  ability  and  learning  of  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  late  Members,  ^od 
the  hon.  Member  might  depend  opoo  il 
that  they  had  arrived  at  a  sound  conclu- 
sion, when  they  thought  it  safe  not  lo 
examine  Mr.  Cook.  The  hon.  Member 
complained  that  the  names  of  the  persons 
who  had  been  charged  with  briberv  at  the 
last  election  in  the  resolution  of  the  com* 
mittee  had  not  been  struck  off  the  poll ; 
now,  the  hon.  Member  roust  be  aware,  on 
reflection,  that  this  could  sol  be  done,  aa 
no  scrutiny  had  been  prayed.  In  the 
present  case,  as  regarded  thu  resolacioo, 
tbe  committee  had  completely  followed 
the  Sudbury  case.  He  hoped,  for  the 
sake  of  .the  character  of  the  House,  that 
charges  such  as  had  that  night  been  made 
would  not  be  made  in  the  reckless  way  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  indulged. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  aaid,  that  after 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lewes,  he  felt  called  upon  lo  aay  a  lev 
words,  with  the  view  of  showing  thai  tbe 
proceedings  of  the  committee  had  been 
grossly  maligned  by  the  hon.  Member. 
In  discharge  of  the  duty  which  devolted 
upoo  hiffl|  as  chairman  of  tht  aleotioa 
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eommitteey  and  in  vindication  of  iu  pro- 
caeding8»  be  would  appeal  lo  the  judge- 
ment of  the  House;  but  he  would  not 
appeal  to  the  judicial  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  for  he  differed  from  him  entirely 
at  to  what  were  the  duties  of  those  who 
aat  on  these  committees^-as  to  the  cor- 
roctneia  of  the  course  which  had  been 
puraacd  by  that  tribunal,  after  he  had 
shortly  narrated  the  proceedings  that  took 
place  before  it.  He  confessed  unhesita- 
tingly that  he  felt  himself  in  a  painful  si* 
tuation  in  presiding  over  that  committee, 
for  one  of  the  parties  interested  in  the 
case  waa  one  of  bis  oldest  friends-— he  al- 
luded to  Mr.  Gladstone ;  but  a  sense  of 
duly  alone  actuated  him  in  the  course 
which  he  had  felt  called  upon  to  pursue 
during  that  inquiry ;  and  if  it  had  been 
the  case  of  his  own  brother,  he  should 
haveoome  to  the  same  conclusion  in  every 
instance  that  he  had  come  to  on  the  com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  had  said  that 
the  decisions  of  the  committee  were  mon- 
strous. This  was  easily  said,  but  it  was 
not  easily  proved.  After  nine  days'  care- 
ful investigation  of  this  case,  he  would 
appeal.to  his  then  hon.  Colleagues  on  that 
committee  who  sat  opposite,  as  to  whether 
aoything  that  occurred  before  them  could 
justify  so  unfounded  a  charge  as  that 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  chosen  to 
make  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Wallingford, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Lewes,  both 
stated  that  the  cases  which  were  stated  in 
the  report  did  not  amount  to  bribery  or 
treating.  Now,  the  committee  who  had 
heard  the  evidence,  and  had  carefully 
considered  it,  came  to  a  different  conclu- 
aion  from  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  for  they 
were  unanimous  with  respect  to  treating 
having  been  carried  on  to  a  great  extent 
at  the  last  election,  and  also  as  lo  the  pre. 
valence  of  bribery.  The  only  point  on 
which  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
was,  not  as  to  actual  agency,  but  as  to  the 
degree  of  responsibility  of  the  principals 
for  the  conduct  of  their  agents.  The 
whole  argument  of  counsel  for  the  sitting 
Members  was,  to  show  that  there  was  no 
direct  agency,  for  there  appeared  to  be  no 
doubt  as  to  bribery  having  been  com- 
mitted. This  was  a  strong  ground  for 
the  committee  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion, 
sitting  as  it  was,  as  a  tribunal  to  do  jus- 
tice to  the  several  parties.  The  cases 
were  fully  gone  into  before  the  committee, 
and  the  whole  particulars  of  the  case  were 
fttUj  detailed  in  the  evidence.    He  would 


have  asked  the  hon.  Member  to  enlighten 
his  mind  by  reading  the  evidence  on  the 
subject,  but  after  the  monstrous  assertions 
and  exaggerations  which  he  had  been 
guilty  of,  he  feared  nothing  could  en- 
lighten such  a  mind.  He  had  no  wish  to 
detain  the  House,  but  he  felt  called  upon, 
in  justice  to  the  committee,  to  advert  to 
some  of  the  cases.  He  thought  that^  by 
reading  the  evidence  with  respect  to  most 
of  them,  they  would  speak  for  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  took  care  to  give  the 
go-by  to  the  chief  case,  for  he  declared 
that  he  did  not  understand  that  most  fla- 
gitious case  of  Downing.  If  the  decision 
that  had  been  come  to  with  respect  to 
bribery  were  wrong,  the  whole  committee 
were  wrong,  and  the  chairman  should  not 
again  be  made  the  subject  of  charge, 
and  be  visited  with  the  displeasure  of 
the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  case  of  Goodchild  was  ca- 
pable of  explanation;  but  it  was  clear 
that  this  explanation  was  an  after- 
thought of  Mr.  Arthur  Bott  Cook,  and 
which  he  had  put  into  his  declara- 
tion, if  the  case  was  capable  of  this 
defence,  why  was  not  Mr.  Cook  put  into 
the  witness  box  ?  The  hon.  Member  had 
expressed  his  surprise  that  the  counsel  for 
the  sitting  Member  had  not  produced  this 
person.  He  would  tell  the  hon.  Member 
why  they  did  not  do  so-^the  legal  advisers 
of  the  sitting  Members  did  not  do  so  be- 
cause they  believed  that  Mr.  Cook  would 
speak  the  truth,  and  the  whole  truth.  He 
had  intended  to  take  no  part  in  the  pro- 
ceeding, but  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, which  bad  been  so  often  adverted 
to,  he  trusted  that  he  should  be  allowed 
to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  for  a 
short  time  longer.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
asked,  how  they  could  connect  Goodchild 
with  Cook,  after  the  statement  in  the  de- 
claration of  the  latter?  His  reply  was, 
that  Cook  met  Goodchild  at  breakfast  at 
the  Waggon  and  Horses,  where  the  latter 
bad  the  promise  of  51, ;  and  he  states,  in 
his  evidence, — 

'*  We  were  all  going  off,  but  Mr.  Arthur 
Bott  Cook  called  out  to  Gooding  that  every- 
thing was  rigbt^  and  he  took  hold  of  my  arm, 
and  we  went  out  together  to  the  poll." 

The  witness  then  described  that  he  re- 
ceived 5/.,  with  which  he  paid  off  his 
arrear  of  rent.  If  this  statement  was  false, 
why  did  not  Mr.  Cook  go  into  the  witness 
box  to  contradict  it  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wallingford  admitted,  that  the  case  of 
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Richard  Bishop  was  rather  odd,  as  he  took 
8/.  for  the  detention  of  his  vessel,  when  it 
appeared  that  it  was  not  detained.  Now, 
this  case  also  was  managed,  and  the  money 
was  paid  by  Mr.  Cook,  ^gain,  it  was 
proved,  that  Mr.  Cook  paid  20Z.  for  a 
breakfast  at  one  public-house  for  voters 
on  the  day  of  polling.  The  whole  ques- 
tion turned  upon  agency.  Now,  there 
was  the  case  of  Henry  Graves,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  referred.  Why,  in 
the  case  of  this  person  it  was  proved  in 
evidence  that  he  had  applied  to  Mr.  Bristo 
for  ddr.,  in  return  for  his  vote ;  and  it  was 
shown,  that  30s,  was  actually  paid  by  Mr. 
Bristo  to  Graves's  son.  And  there  was 
the  case  of  Bligh,  which  was  very  much 
the  same.  He  (Mr.  Stewart)  did  not 
know  what  magnificent  ideas  the  hon. 
Crentleman  might  have  on  the  subject  of 
bribes;  but  this  he  knew,  that  the  law 
which  the  committee  had  to  guide  their 
conduct,  made  no  distinction  between  a 
bribe  of  5$,  and  a  bribe  of  50/.,  looking 
upon  the  one  as  equally  a  bribe  with  the 
other — as  equally  an  attempt  to  corrupt. 
Mr.  Stewart  stated,  that  he  had  paid 
twenty  voters  from  Harwich  and  that 
neighbourhood.  275.  each — no  very  great 
sum,  perhaps,  according  to  the  magnificent 
notions,  in  this  respect,  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lewes.  But  take  one  case.  Bligh, 
a  voter  from  Harwich,  received,  not  275., 
but  305.  ;  what  for  ?  His  fare  to  Ipswich 
was  6d.f  his  fare  back  to  Harwich,  6d. ; 
and  being  a  teetotaller,  all  his  other  ex- 
penses were  I5.  6d.  at  a  cofFee-house. 
What  was  the  difference  between  this 
amount  and  305.  given  for?  There  were 
many  such  cases  which  had  not  been  at 
all  denied  on  the  other  side;  and  he 
would  put  it  to  the  House  and  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  acted  in  so  straight- 
forward a  manner  in  the  attempt  which 
had  been  made  to  put  an  end  to  bribery, 
whether  the  case  of  Ipswich  was  not  one  to 
which  the  act  most  unequivocally  applied? 
There  was  Thomas  Bowman,  the  indivi- 
dual whom  Mr.  Austin  had  denounced  as 
utterly  unfit  to  be  entrusted  with  the 
franchise ;  this  Thomas  Bowman  received 
3O5.,  not  for  playing,  but  for  being  en- 
gaged on  the  band,  while  Mr.  Howgego 
received  305.  for  playing  for  half  an  hour. 
If  this  were  not  bribery,  it  looked  very  like 
it.  The  House  must  not  be  misled  by  the 
small  amount  of  the  sums  paid.  The 
same  purposes  for  which  thousands  upon 
housands  had  been  expended  at  Notting- 


ham and  Lewes,  had  been  effected  in  Ips- 
wich, cowed  and  fearful  after  its  so  receol 
conviction,  for  shillings.  He  was  quite 
ready  to  admit,  that  there  bad  been  no 
evidence  to  inculpate  the  late  Members 
for  Ipswich,  but  certain  be  was,  that  no 
man  could  read  the  statute  of  George  2nd, 
and  the  evidence  before  the  Ipswich  com- 
mittee, with  a  fair  and  impartial  attention, 
and  say  the  men  charged  with  bribery  had 
not  been  guilty  of  it;  and,  admitting 
this,  he  would  ask  how  could  they  get  rid 
of  the  liability  of  principals,  on  the  ground 
of  the  culpability  of  agents  ?  No  man  was 
mad  enough  to  give  a  direct  commiiaion  of 
agency  to  persons  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
The  fact  must  be  arrived  at  by  infeience 
and  corroborative  evidence;  and  as  to 
Bristo,  the  evidence  showed  that  he  was 
actively  engaged  as  agent ;  attending 
committee-rooms,  issuing  circulars,  en- 
gaging men,  canvassing,  and  so  oo. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  would,  doubt- 
less, not  fail  to  state  to  the  House  thdr 
impression  on  these  points,  as  they  had 
stated  to  the  committee.  Mr.  Stewart,  it 
was  admitted,  was  an  agent ;  and  it  wai 
admitted  that  he  had  done  certain  things; 
but  then,  it  was  contended  he  was  a  spe- 
cial messenger,  who  had  eiceeded  his  in- 
structions, and  therefore  his  principal  was 
not  liable  for  his  improper  proceedings. 
He  would  repeat,  that  no  man  who  read 
the  act  and  the  evidence  fairly  and  impar« 
tialiy,  would  say,  that  the  committee  had 
come  to  its  decision  unjustifiably.  He 
could  safely  say,  that  he  had  decided  upon 
every  point  most  conscientiously  and  ia« 
partially,  without  prejudging  any  man  or 
any  circumstances,  and  be  was  well  con- 
vinced, that  there  was  no  court  of  jnitioe 
that  would  not  say  the  finding  of  the  com* 
mittee  was  strictly  just  and  legal.  It  was 
not  denied,  indeed,  that  bribery  had  been 
committed,  and  as  to  treating,  that  wont 
species  of  bribery,  as  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net  opposite  had  designated  it,  it  had  been 
practised  at  Ipswich  to  a  very  great  extent* 
No  fewer  than  twelve  or  fourteen  bonaes 
had  been  thrown  open,  under  the  piesid* 
ing  care  of. Mr.  Howgego;  and,  amoof 
the  other  items  brought  before  the  com* 
mittee,  was  one  for  a  horse  and  cart,  a 
mysterious  item  which  even  Mr.  Cbarks 
Stewart  could  not  give  a  reason  for, 
though  he  did  not  quite  think  it  was 
kept  at  work  for  the  purpose  of  carrymg 
about  the  drunken  voten.    One  bill  waa 
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20/.  for  breakfasts,  and  all  Ihe  witnesses 
stated^  that  these  fourteen  houses  and 
many  more,  were  thrown  open,  not  merely 
on  the  day  of  election,  but  on  the  day  of 
nomination,  and  that  they  were  full  of 
persona  who  were  eating  and  drinking, 
and  paying  nothing  for  it.  It  was  per- 
fectly clear,  that  Bristo,  Stewart,  and 
Cook,  had  acted  as  agents,  and  the 
whole  efidence  had  shown  this,  as  well 
as  that  bribery  had  been  committed,  and 
it  was  therefore  most  preposterous  that  he 
should  be  maligned  in  this  unprecedented 
manner,  for  having  done  his  duty  as 
chairman  of  the  committee.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  seemed  to  regard  with 
very  scornful  eyes  the  small  amount  of 
the  bribery  in  this  case,  but  he  made 
no  reference  to  the  Evesham  case,  where- 
in Mr.  Peter  Borthwick  had  been  con- 
victed of  bribery,  personally,  and  not 
through  his  agents,  on  the  ground  of  one 
silver  snuff  box  and  an  undertaking  to  pay 
a  small  amount  of  rent.  He  would  repeat 
that  he  had  never,  throughout  the  whole 
course  of  the  committee,  made  a  sugges* 
tion,  or  given  a  decision  but  from  the  most 
conscientious  and  impartial  motives ;  and 
he  could  say  this  the  more  safely,  because 
he  could  say  at  the  same  time  most  truly, 
that  it  had  been  with  deep  personal  regret 
he  had  found  himself  compelled  to  co- 
operate in  a  measure  which  unseated  his 
old  friend  Mr.  Gladstone.  Thanking  the 
House  for  the  kind  attentk>n  the^  had  af- 
forded him,  he  would  conclude  with  point- 
ing out  to  them  that  their  votes  now  would 
be  a  direct  test  of  the  sincerity  of  their 
professed  desire  to  put  an  end  to  bribery. 
Let  it  be  recollected,  that  since  1820,  there 
had  been  nine  petitions  against  returns  for 
Ipswich,  and  that  in  seven  out  of  these 
cases  the  sitting  Members  had  been  un- 
seated. He  trusted,  that  the  House  would 
not,  by  their  decision  that  night,  set  the 
old  practitioners  of  Ipswich  at  their  nefa- 
rious tricks  again.  If  they  did,  they  might 
rest  assured  that  they  would  be  lending  a 
marked  sanction  to  the  suspicion  and  dis- 
favour in  which  the  prevalence  of  bribery 
and  corruption  had  invdived  that  House 
in  the  opinion  of  the  public. 

Mr.  H.  Stuart  said,  that  he  stated  in 
the  committee  and  he  still  believed  that  in 
the  particular  case  of  John  Downing  there 
had  been  a  corrupt  contract  entered  into, 
and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  evidence 
proved,  without  doubt,  that  Bristo  was 
the  person  who  entered  into  that  contract. 


With  respect  to  treating,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  6d.  and  Ss.  tickets  were 
issued ;  and  that  breakfasts  were  also 
given  to  a  large  number  of  voters.  There 
was  evidence,  likewise,  to  prove  that  the 
then  sitting  Members  had  done  everything 
in  their  power  to  prevent  those  breakfasts 
being  given,  and  had  desired  their  agents 
not  to  allow  them.  The  whole  question, 
as  the  hon.  Member  said,  appeared  to 
turn  on  the  agency.  There  was  no  proof, 
to  his  mind,  of  the  agency  of  Bristo  and 
Cook ;  but  he  was  ready  to  admit  that  the 
agency  of  Steward  had  been  most  clearly 
established.  Still,  the  reason  why  he  dis- 
agreed from  the  hon.  Chairman  of  the 
committee  was,  because  he  did  not  consi- 
der the  payments  made  by  Steward  illegal 
payments,  at  least,  there  was  {a  doubt  on 
the  point.  He  could  not  but  regret  that 
so  much  personality  had  been  indulged  in 
on  the  present  occasion.  However  party 
feeling  might  guide  hon.  Gentlemen,  he 
did  not  think  there  was  sufficient  reason 
for  the  strong  expression  of  feeling  which 
he  had  heard  that  evening.  He  claimed 
for  himself  the  right  which  he  allowed  to 
others,  of  forming  his  opinion  according 
to  the  evidence  before  him ;  and  he  would 
not  impugn  the  decision  of  the  committee 
on  the  ground  that  it  had  been  come  to 
from  improper  motives.  He  was  opposed 
to  the  proposed  bill.  The  hon.  Member 
said  he  would  not  disfranchise  the  borough, 
but  his  whole  argument  tended  more  to 
that  end  than  to  the  disfranchisement  of 
particular  individuals.  Neither  could  he 
agree  to  Steward  being  included  in  the 
list  of  disfranchisement.  As  to  Good- 
child,  Brown,  and  several  others,  he  should 
certainly  be  glad  to  see  the  whole  of  that 
race  swept  away  from  the  constituency. 

Mr.  Lefroy  felt  bound  to  say,  that  the 
hon.  chairman  of  the  committee  placed 
every  case  fairly  and  properly  before  it, 
and  did  not  attempt  to  exercise  any  influ- 
ence unbecoming  a  chairman.  At  the 
same  time  it  would  be  recollected  that  the 
committee  divided  three  to  four,  and  the 
chairman's  voice  was  the  casting  vote. 
He  did  not  impugn  the  motives  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  he  was  fully  convinced 
that  the  hon.  Member  gave  his  vote  as 
conscientiously  as  he  (Mr.  Lefroy)  did. 
The  votes  in  the  committee  were  most  sa- 
tisfactorily given,  because  every  individual 
Member  expressed  his  opinions.  He  felt 
that  the  hon.  chairman  had  not  altogether 
stated  the  sentiments  which  he  (Mr.  Le- 
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froy)  expressed  before  the  committee. 
Without  going  ipto  the  evidence,  he  ad- 
mitted before  the  committee,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  strict  reading  of  the  act,  there 
were  individual  eases  of  what  might  be 
Renominated  bribery,  and  still  more  cases 
of  treating}  but  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
consider  the  hands  through  which  the 
money  passed.  He  believed  that  Mr. 
Hunt  Wft9  the  appointed  agent  of  Lord 
Peiart  and  Mr,  Gladstone,  but  there  was 
not  a  shadow  of  evidence  to  fix  the  agency 
on  Bristo  and  Cobbold.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  Steward  was,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, en  agent;  but  be  was  a  special 
^gent,  constituted  for  a  particular  pur- 
pose,  and  could  not  bind  his  principal  by 
any  act  which  exceeded  bis  authority. 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Abbott  had  told  a  jury 
that  where  an  agsnt  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  canvassing  promised  money 
without  the  knowledge  and  approbation  of 
his  prineipals,  they  were  not  bound  by  bis 
acts.  On  these  grounds  he  fairly  and 
caodidly  admitted  that  he  did  state  in  the 
coipmiUee  that  he  could  not  think  a  reso- 
lution oould  be  justified  which  should  go 
to  the  extent  of  depriving  the  Members  of 
their  seats.  The  proposition  now  before 
the  House  was,  in  his  opinion,  altogether 
unnecessary.  If  these  parties  had  been 
guilty  of  bribery,  they  might  be  indicted, 
and  thus  deprived  of  their  power  to  vote 
again.  Why  should  a  bill  be  brought 
forward  to  accomplish  irregularly  that 
which  the  ordinary  course  of  the  law 
could  easily  reach  ? 

Mr.  Williami,  as  one  of  the  committee, 
vindicated  its  decisions  from  the  unjustifi- 
able attacks  which  had  been  made  upon 
tbem  by  the  bon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Lewes.  The  imputations  which  had  been 
cast  on  their  motives  and  conduct  were 
altogether  without  foundation,  and  quite 
unwarrantable.  Not  only  treating,  but 
bribery  had  prevailed  at  the  last  election 
for  fpswichi  and»  as  agency  had  in  his 
opinion  also  been  established,  the  commit- 
tee could  not  do  otherwise  than,  unseat 
the  Members. 

Tht  AUamey-General  said,  the  quea- 
tion  which  the  House  bad  now  to  discuss 
was  not  whether  the  parties  named  in  the 
motion  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Fiosbury 
ought  to  be  disfranchised  or  prosecuted. 
That  might  be  proper  or  not ;  but  what 
had  the  disfranchising  of  these  persons  to 
do  with  the  issuing  of  the  writ  i  Would 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  oppose 


the  issuing  of  the  writ  ?    [Mr.  T.  Dun* 
combe  said,    *' Until  the    bill    passes.**] 
Weil,  but  if  the  hon.  Member  would  agree 
to  issue  it  then,  he  said  it  ought  to  be 
issued  now.     He  thought  it  would  be  very 
great  injustice  that  the  whole  of  a  eonati. 
tuency    consisting   of    1,200    or    1,400 
persons   should    be    debarred   from   the 
exercise  of  their  rights  because  twenty* 
one  of  their  number  were  sttspected  to 
have   been  guilty  of  oomiption;   unleaa 
for  the    purpose    of    disfranchising    tbn 
borough,   or  amending  the    law  of   re* 
presentation,  the  writ  ought  not  to  be 
refused.      He   had   beard  much  of  the 
present  discussion  with  pain,  for  he  depre* 
cated  the  imputation  of  improper  motivae 
which  had  been  thrown  on  the  commit* 
tee.     He  thought  the  House  ought  always 
to  receive  the  reports  of  its  comnbittees 
with  respect ;  he,  for  one,  had  always  been 
disposed  to  pay  all  respect  and  deferenen 
to  the  decisions  of  tribunals  aud  the  ver* 
diets  of  juries,  even  where  be  might  qnee* 
tion  the  accuracy  of  the  judgment.    Wiib 
respect  to  the  culpability  of  individuals, 
there  were  one  or  two  cases  of  bribery  de- 
tailed in  the  report  of  the  committee  which 
might  go  before  a  jury ;  but  there  waa  by 
no  means  a  ease  of  bribery  against  all  the 
persons  included  in  the  motion  of  the  hoe. 
Member    for  Finsbury.    The   boo.    and 
learned  Gentleman  then  referred  to  the 
case  of  Fuller,  and  went  through  the  evi- 
dence to  show  that  it  could  not  be  consi* 
dered  an  instance  of  bribery,  as  it  appeared 
that  no  more  had  been  allowed  than  should 
be  construed  into  fair  expenses.    Theie 
was  another  case,   in  which  a  man  had 
been  allowed   30s.  for  three  days,  and 
that  person  voted  in  opposition  to  his 
master,  by  whom  he  was  dismissed  for  so 
doing,  and  knowing  at  the  time  of  leeoid* 
ing  his  vote  that  Ins  dismissal  would  be 
the  consequence.    That  surely  could  not 
be  considered  a  case  of  bribery,  more  e»> 
pecially  when  it  appeared  in  evidence  that 
the  man  spent  more  than  be  had  iiceived* 
There  was  also  the  ease  of  Hinea,  wboee 
wife  it  was  alleged  had  received  3t  for  the 
hire  of  a  bedstM,  but  then  it  waa  aol 
shewn  that  Hines  himself  was  aware  ef  the 
transaction.    There  were  five  or  six  other 
cases  similar  to  this,  to  which  the  chaige 
of  corruptioo  might  perhaps  have  been 
brought  home  had  the  commillee  sifted 
the  question  to  the  bottom,  but  that  bed 
not  been  done,  and  the  charge  could  eot 
therefore  be  considered  aa  ealahliahed. 
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He  did  not  coosider  ihat  the  case  alleged 
agaipst  these  individual  voters  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  even  if  proved, 
would  justify  the  disfranchisement  of  the 
whole  constituency  of  Ipswich,  and  he 
therefore  should  vote  most  cordially  for 
the  molioD  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford. 

Mr.  C  BuUbt  thought  If  the  committee 
wanted  any  ezeuse  for  their  proceedings, 
they  would  best  find  it  in  the  speech  of 
the  hoD.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lewes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Renfrewshire,  in  his 
capacity  of  chairman  of  the  committee^ 
deserved,  in  his  opinion,  the  thanks  of  the 
House  and  the  public  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  exposed  the  miserable  pre- 
texts of  one  sort  or  other  under  which 
bribery  was  attempted  to  be  cloaked. 
With  regard  to  the  motioo  of  the  hon. 
Member  tor  Finsbury,  he  must  say,  that 
he  did  not  approve  of  motions  for  the  sus- 
pension of  writs,  unless  that  suspension 
were  necessary  with  a  view  to  ulterior  ob- 
jects. In  the  present  case  it  was  sought 
to  disfranchise  a  whole  constituency,  be- 
cause of  the  faults  of  a  few— a  proceeding 
to  wbieh  he  was  adverse,  because  he 
thought  that  the  vengeance  of  Parliament 
ought  rather  to  tie  directed  towards  those 
who  gave  bribes  than  towards  those  who 
took  them.  He  objected  also  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unfair  to  punish  all  for 
the  faults  of  a  few.  It  appeared  that 
since  the  Reform  Bill  Ipswich  had  more 
frequently  thao  almost  any  other  place  had 
its  representatites  unseated  for  bribery; 
but  it  also  appeared  that  in  oo  instance 
had  it  been  shown  that  any  large  portion 
of  the  constituency  were  bribed.  The 
largest  number  or  persons  accused  of 
bribery  at  Ipswich  appeared  to  have  been 
about  seventy,  and  of  these  not  more  than 
thirty,  as  far  as  he  could  judge  from  those 
best  acquaiated  with  the  place,  had  been 
proved  to  be  guilty. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  undoubtedly  there  was 
a  leaning  in  his  mind  in  favour  of  deci- 
sions of  committees ;  and  when  be  heard 
so  mueh  said  about  the  dissatisfaction 
generally  expressed  respecting  those  deci- 
sions, he  was  persuaded  that  any  other 
tribunal  that  might  be  selected  for  the 
trial  of  election  petitions  would  be  equally 
exposed  to  cMnplaints.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  relioquishing  the  jurisdiction  over 
contested  elections — virtually  declaring, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  would  not 
trust  its  Member!  even  under  the  sgnctioo 


of  oaths  to  administer  justice— would  be  ^ 
fatal  blow  to  the  authority  of  the  House. 
Wliat  other  tribunal  coiild  be  framed  ? 
What  rules  should  it  adopt  ?  How  were 
the  judges  to  be  appointed  ?  Where  was 
the  judge  to  be  found  who  would  be  free 
from  all  suspicion,  uuinvplved  in  Ques- 
tions such  as,  ''  What  Minister  appointeid 
him  ?  or  what  way  used  he  to  vote  V*  and 
so  on.  If  they  were  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, what  would  the  Opposition  say  ? 
If  by  the  House,  what  would  the  minority 
say  ?  Were  strict  rules  of  law  to  be  adopted 
respecting  evidence  ?  If  so,  there  need  be 
no  apprehension  of  peculiarly  severe  re- 
ports. If  there  were  a  latitude  of  judg- 
ment, the  reproaches  that  were  now  circu- 
lated would  be  repeated  against  the  '*  pew 
tribunal,"  whatever  it  was.  It  mieht  be 
all  well  for  some  who,  being  Members  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  felt  some  little  jea- 
lousy of  the  Commons'  jurisdiction — it 
might  be  well  for  them  to  talk  of  the  Com- 
mons giving  up  the  jurisdiction  over  the 
returns  of  their  own  Members,  which  the 
Upper  House  would  retain.  But,  for  his 
own  part,  he  earnestly  deprecated  the 
withdrawal  from  the  House  of  this  juris- 
diction; and,  with  that  feeling,  he  was 
disposed  to  receive  with  respect  and  credit 
the  report  of  every  committee.  Admit, 
ting,  however,  the  whole  case  made  in  the 
report,  allowing  that  out  of  a  constituency 
of  1,600,  some  thirty  were  bribed,  the 
question  yet  remained  whether  the  rights 
of  the  entire  constituency  should  be  sus- 
pended, and  that  question  be  answered  in 
the  negative.  In  the  cases  of  Nottingham 
and  Southampton,  where  some  exteut  of 
bribery  had  certainly  been  proved,  the 
writs  had  nevertheless  been  issued.  Yet 
if  he  were  asked,  if  in  Nottingham,  for  in- 
stance, there  were  thirty  persons  sus- 
ceptible of  electioneering  corruption,  he 
should  be  bound  to  confess  his  belief  that 
not  merely  thirty,  but  perhaps  many  more, 
would  be  willing  to  accept  bribes  offered 
in  a  proper  and  beoomiog  way.  But  it 
would  be  monstrous  to  disfranchise  a  bo- 
rough for  the  faults  of  a  few.  The  inflict- 
ing of  these  pains  and  penalties  on  entire 
constituencies  ought  not  to  be  resorted  to 
in  such  cases.  Neither  did  he  recom- 
mend delay  for  the  purposes  of  inquiry. 
If  they  were  not  to  issue  the  writ  until  they 
could  inquire  next  year  into  the  imputed 
bribery,  what  vexation  would  be  occasion- 
ed !  In  saying  this,  however,  let  him 
not  be  misunderstood  as  io  any  way  de« 
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fending  corruption.  The  two  Members 
who  were  unseated  were, he  firmly  believed, 
as  honourable  men  as  ever  sat  in  that 
House,  and  he  did  not,  for  one  moment, 
suspect  them  of  the  foul  design  of  going 
down  to  Ipswich  with  tlie  determination 
of  corrupting  the  electors.  Such  being 
his  estimation  of  them,  he  felt  more  than 
ordinary  indignation  at  the  conduct  of 
those  parties  who  had  made  them  their 
victims.  He  felt  that  his  hon.  Friends 
had  been  sacrificed  by  the  wickedness  of 
others ;  and  he  must  say,  that  if  it  had 
been  carried  that  his  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney-general  should  prosecute  those 
parties,  he  should,  on  his  own  part,  have 
offered  no  objection  to  such  a  proposition. 
Upon  the  whole,  however,  seeing  the 
warning  those  local  corruptionists  had  re- 
ceived— seeing  that  there  were  but  twelve 
persons  whose  conduct  was  impugned,  and 
that  the  public  would  scarcely  admit  that 
the  rights  of  1,500  should  be  sacrificed 
for  the  faults  of  those  twelve,  and  seeing, 
too,  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
himself  was  not  prepared,  as  he  under- 
stood, to  vote  for  the  suspension  of  the 
writy— he  could  not  consent  to  defeat  the 
writ  by  taking  the  course  proposed,  and 
he  should,  therefore,  vote  for  the  original 
motion,  under  the  conviction  that  the  writ 
ought  to  be  issued.  Another  considera- 
tion which  induced  him  so  to  vote  was, 
that  he  firmly  believed,  after  the  expe- 
rience and  the  warning  the  public  had 
had,  no  candidate  would  again  trust  him- 
self in  Ipswich  without  the  most  distinct 
understanding  that  freedom  of  election 
should  be  preserved.  The  last  election 
was,  decidedly,  more  pure  than  most  of 
its  precursors.  Subsequent  proceedings 
would  have  operated  as  a  salutary  lesson, 
and  it  was,  he  repeated,  his  firm  belief 
that  they  would  shortly  be  found  to  have 
had  their  fall  and  beneficial  effect. 

Mr.  Tttjnell  said,  that  having  beenfor  a 
short  time  one  of  the  representatives  of 
this  unfortunate  town,  he  might,  perhaps, 
be  permitted  to  express  his  belief  that  a 
more  honourable  and  upright  set  of  men 
than  the  majority  of  the  electors  on  both 
sides  did  not  exist  in  any  constituency. 
The  fault  of  Ipswich  was  that  there  was 
a  small  body  of  corrupt  electors,  unfor- 
tunately sufficient  to  turn  the  scale,  and 
unless  some  of  them  were  disfranchised, 
he  greatly  feared  that  they  would  be  as 
distant  from  purity  of  election  in  Ipswich 
as  ever  they  were. 


The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  question :— -Ayes  86 ;  Noes  32 : 
Majority  54. 

List  of  ike  Atbs. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
Antrobus,  £. 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bateson,  R. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blackstone^  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Botfield,  B. 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Burrell,  Sir  G.  M. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
CockburD,rt.bn.  SirG. 
Corry,  right  hon.  H. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Famharo,  £.  B. 
Fittroy,  Capt. 
Filzroy,  hon.  II. 
Fleming,  J.  W. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  lion.  G.C.W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  rt.hn.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulbum^  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Greene,  T. 


Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Uarcourt,  G.  6. 
Uardinge^  rt.  hn.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbttll^rt  Jin.Sir  S 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lincoln,  Eari  of 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Marsham,  Visct 
Masterman,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Newry,  ViscL 
Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
PolhiU,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Round,  J. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  boo.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  P.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vemer,  CoU 
Walter,  J. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TSLLBBS. 

F^emantk,  Sir  T. 
Pringle,  A. 


List  qfthe  NoKs. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotherton,  J. 
BuUer,  C. 
Cobden,  R. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Duncan,  G. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Fitzrmr,  Lord  C. 
Gill,  T. 
Hume,  J 
Uutt,  W. 


Jecvis,  J* 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Brien,  J. 
0*ConDell,  M.  J. 
Pechell  CapL 
PhiUp^  M. 
Plumridge,  Capl. 
Ponsonl)y,boo«C.F.C» 
Pfotheroe,  £• 
Pryse,  P. 
ScholefieldyJ. 
SnithyB. 
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Stewart,  P.  M.  Wood|  B. 

TafnelU  H. 

Viliieni^  hon.  C.  tellers. 

AVilde^  Sir  T.  Duncombe,  T. 

Williams,  W.  Wyse,  T. 

Writ  ordered  to  be  iasaed. 

Slave  Trade -»  Portuguese  Ves- 
sels.] Sir  B.  Peel  asked  perroissiou  to 
briDg^  in  a  bill  without  notice,  under  rather 
peculiar  circumstances.  A  bill  had  been 
sent  from  the  House  of  Lords  repealing;  so 
much  of  the  act  that  was  passed  in  1839 
as  enabled  our  ships  of  war  to  seize  Portu- 
guese vessels  concerned  in  carrying;  on 
the  slave-trade.  At  the  time  the  bill  was 
introduced  the  Government  had  the  most 
confident  expectation  of  receiving;  a  rati- 
fication of  the  treaty  lately  concluded 
with  Portugal,  under  which  she  under- 
took to  effect  that  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  former  negotiation  and  to  de- 
clare the  carrying  on  of  the  slave  trade 
to  be  an  act  of  piracy.  The  ratification 
not  having  arrived  as  was  expected,  an 
act  was  brought  in  giving  her  Majesty 
in  Council  the  power  of  suspending  that 
part  of  the  law  to  which  he  had  referred  ; 
subsequently,  however,  the  ratification  of 
the  treaty  had  been  received ;  Portugal 
bad  fulfilled  all  her  stipulations ;  and 
the  bill  which  he  now  proposed,  instead 
of  giving  her  Majesty  the  power  to  sus* 
pend  that  part  of  the  law,  was  to  re- 
peal it. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in,  read  a  first  and  second 
time. 

Ordered  to  be  committed. 

House  adjourned  at  half-pastone  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Tuesday,  August  9, 1842. 

MiHvrBB.]    BiLU.    A1MI0.— !■•  8]iT«TFide(Poitiifu 
V«Mli) ;  Boioi^glH  Inaorpontioni  Covtatry  Bouadiry* 
S*-  NirfcunrtlMd. 

CommUled  mud  Mtported^-^Em^  India  Biiliopts  Ifu- 
ehfflilHr,  BlnnliiglMm«  and  BoKion  PoUoe ;  EccteiintigJ 
Corporatloai (  f tmlwf  CanioUdafted  Fund;  Exdiequflr 
Billit  Cnadft  Lon ;  Laatlo  Afylums  (Irdand)  i  Ifav* 
ifalfn  (Inland). 

8*-  and  paaad  t— BiilMry  at  ElaeCinns  (No.  t) ;  Slavery 
(Ka«  Indifli)!  Dc^sn*  Copyright  i  Totaeeo  RcguU- 
tknai  Skva  Tiada Snnmaion;  MiUUa  Pay  (  Municipal 


DiT 

Pnrinoira  PnaanwrnK  Fvam  Cape  Town.  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  far  e  RcpnaantatiTe  GoTanmcnt  Ibr  Oat  Coilany. 
FMMn  Sflhoohnailinw  oTEaaler,  Roaif  Abertonr»  Lodi- 
neban,  Annan,  and  Olafgow,  Ibr  the  amdloiatloaof  ttidr 
Condition.— Prom  Jamct  MiHIgao,  to  adopt  Measnxci  ftir 
the  Reeof  try  of  Wt  Childnn  detained  at  Rome. 


Singing  Classbs.J  In  answer  to  a 
question  from  the  Earl  of  Radnor, 

The  Earl  of  2?tpofi  said,  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  make  any  grant  of  money  this 
year  in  aid  of  the  singing  classes  at  Exeter- 
hall.  When  the  GoFernment  intended  to 
grant  any  aid  for  that  purpose  it  would  be 
by  a  specific  TOte. 

Treaties  with  Portugal.]  The  Earl 
of  Aberdeen  (by  command  of  her  Ma- 
jesty) laid  on  the  Table  a  copy  of  a  treaty 
of  Commerce  and  Navigation  between  her 
Majesty  and  the  Queen  of  Portugal,  and 
also  a  copy  of  a  treaty  between  the  same 
sovereigns  for  the  more  effectual  suppres. 
sion  of  the  slave-trade.  It  would  be  recol- 
lected by  their  Lordships,  that  on  a  former 
evening  he  had  brought  in  a  bill  to  enable 
her  Majesty,  by  an  Order  in  Council,  to 
suspend  the  operation  of  so  much  of  that 
treaty  as  related  to  Portuguese  shins,  and 
he  on  that  occasion  stated,  that  if  the  rati- 
fication of  these  two  treaties  could  be 
expected  to  arrive  before  the  close  of  the 
Session,  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal 
the  Srd  of  Victoria.  The  ratifications 
had  since  arrived,  a  bill  to  the  effect  he 
had  just  stated,  had  been  brought  up  liom 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  of  which 
he  begged  to  move  the  first  reading. 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 

Newfoundland.]]  The  Earl  of 
Ripon  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Newfoundland  Bill,  and  briefly  explained 
its  provisions. 

Lord  Camvbell  said,  that  he  could  not 
approve  of  tne  bill,  although  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  offer  any  opposition  to  it. 
He  certainly  did  not  approve  of  the  present 
constitution  of  Newfoundland,  he  thought 
it  required  amendment;  but  the  reform 
ought  to  have  been  carried  into  effect  with 
due  deliberation,  and  the  constituent  body 
of  the  colony  should  have  heen  heard  upon 
the  subject.  The  present  constitution  was 
perhaps  of  too  democratic  a  character,  but 
the  one  proposed  to  be  established  under 
this  bill  erred  in  the  opposite  direction. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  nominees  of 
the  Crown  would  completely  predominate 
in  the  new  assembly.  The  manner  in 
which  the  qualification  was  deslt  with  by 
the  bill  appeared  to  be  objectionable.  The 
qualification  was  not  fixed  directly,  bat 
power  was  given  to  the  Crown  to  fix  it. 
This  might  be  drawn  into  a  precedent, 
and  ought  not  to  be  sanctioned. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  explained  that  it  was 
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seoesaaiy  to  pursue  the  ooune  obiected  to  I 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  with  respect 
to  the  qualification,  because  the  constitu- 
tion baring  been  originally  granted  by  the 
Crown,  the  Crown  could  not  alter  the  qua- 
lification witbout  the  intervention  of  Par- 
liament. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  bilU  but 
he  really  must  remark  upon  the  period  at 
which  It  came  up  to  the  House,  He 
thought  it  strange  that  nobody  had  erer 
said  anything  respecting  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Newfoundland  on  the  subject. 
It  was  the  first  time  that  the  House  had 
erer  legislated  on  such  a  matter,  without 
eren  the  slightest  inquiry  as  to  the  feelings 
of  the  people  whom  the  measure  would  so 
particulartv  affect. 

Bill  raaJ  a  second  time. 

House  in  committee  on  the 

Marriaob  Law— (Ibeland).]  Lord 
LyndhuTMt  mored  that  this  bill  be  reoom- 
mitted.  He  said  he  should  move  next 
Session  the  reappointment  of  the  com- 
mittee which  sat  on  this  subject,  so  that 
the  whole  question  might  be  investigated. 

Lord  Brougham  was  anxious  that  the 
impression  should  not  go  abroad  that  this 
bill  had  any  effect  in  preventing  Pvesbvte- 
rian  clergymen  from  celebrating  these 
marriages.  It  merely  declared  the  mar- 
ria^  which  had  already  taken  place 
valid. 

Lord  Campbell:  Mr.  Henry  and  Dr. 
Montgomery  were  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  they  had  a  dear  rif(ht  to  solemnise 
these  marriages.  This  bill  threw  a  doubt 
on  the  subject  by  rendering  such  marriages 
legal  only  under  the  sanction  of  this  act  of 
Parliament. 

Lntd  BrmiMham  :  The  clergymen  would 
act  impropeny  if  tbey  solemnlaed  these 
marriages  after  the  decisions  of  the  courts 
in  Ireland ;  but  this  bill  made  no  differ- 
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Lord  CoHenham :  This  bill  was  intended 
merely  to  cure  an  existing  evil  of  great 
extent ;  as  it  appeared  that  many  persons 
were  breaking  those  marriages  now.  As 
soon  as  the  legal  question  was  decided  next 
Session,  these  marriages  must  be  declared 
good  or  bad  by  Parliament.  If  the  former, 
then  this  bill  would  be  merely  confirmed. 
If  the  latter,  then  he  apprehended  that  the 
marriages  legalised  by  this  act  would  be 
still  pronounced  good. 

Bill  went  through  committee. 

House  adjourn^. 


No  S) ;  CauDty  Goaitk 


MlHUTCB.]     BXLU. 

Stove  Tnde  (FortngiMK  V« 
lUported, — Imolvciit  Debton. 

5*-  and  piMBJ;— Slave  Tirlr  f Pntfii jnfw  Vevek  No. 
f);  Covotfry  Boondaiy. 
Parrnom  PaaaaaTSD.  By  CoL  T.  Wood,  fton 
of  Britiih  Swimmioc  Sodcty,  Ibr  providhv  ^^^ 
opBnimTio>1etioo.-^Prom  ^|**"****_^*^****fiiii!f*|'*"''*j  Unoote 
md  SusdcriMM,  fbf  AUownett  oT  DnCjr  on  Slock  oC 
Wine  in  IUnd.--FRiai  Liielw,  mH  to  aUov 
Casks  to  be  dbtrained  Sir  the  Rent  of  their 
From  Minlrten  and  Elden  of 
Canada,  tat  Abotttlan  oT  Chuich 
Mcetii«  oT  InhafaitaniB  of  Umdoa  and  Wc 
the  AboUtioa  of  the  Spy  SyMam.— From  Lambeth,  for 
amendment  of  Law  rdathsf  to  BbHphemy. — By  Mr.  Oob> 
dMi,  fton  Gao^fB  OIB,  and  Joi^h 
the  Election  ibr  Nottfaighan. 


Bankrupt  L4ws  Amendmbnt.]  The 
Banbruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill  was  re- 
ported and  the  amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  M,  Fhilips  said,  it  was  his  inten- 
tion, in  consequence  of  representations  that 
had  been  made  to  him  on  the  subject  by 
indiriduals  who  were  much  interested  in 
this  measnre,  to  more  a  clause,  by  which 
it  should  be  provided,  that  instead  of  ap- 
plication being  made  for  the  fiat  in  London, 
in  all  cases,  howerer  remote  from  the  me* 
tropolis,  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  the 
country,  or  the  place  where  any  oommis* 
sioner  of  bankruptcy  might  sit,  should  be 
deemed  places  where  matters  connected 
with  bankruptcy,  the  ralidity  of  tbe  act  of 
bankruptcy,  &c.,  might  be  inquired  into, 
and  tbe  party  dedar^  liable  to  the  bask* 
rapt  laws,  as  if  a  fiat  in  bankruptcy  had 
issued  against  him.  This  woola  sate  a 
great  deal  of  expense  and  delay*  which  was 
unaroidable,  when  the  appUcatioo  Ibr  the 
fiat  must  be  made  in  London.  The  hon. 
Member  moved  the  following  di 


^That  it  shall  not  be  aeosssaiy  to  strike  a 
docket,  or  sue  out  or  prosecate  any  fiat  in 
bankruptcy  against  any  person  subject  to  the 
bankrupt  lawa,  to  authorise  the  Coon  of 
Bankruptcy,  or  any  conniasiooer  thereof,  to 
hear  evidence  and  proceed  to  adjudge  aay 
person  so  liable  a  bankrupt,  but  it  shall  be 
Lawful  for  such  court  or  commissioner  to  pro- 
ceed to  hear  evidence,  and  adjudge  and  de- 
clare any  person  liable  to  the  bankrapt  laws  a 
bankrupt  in  tbe  same  way  and  manner  as 
though  a  fiat  in  bankruptcy  had  been  issued 
against  such  person.** 

Clause  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  question  that  it  be  read  a  aeoood 
time. 

The  SolieUor-General  said,  tbe  proeaas 
was. regulated  by  a  former  act  of  Plsrlia- 
ment,  and  could  not  be  altered  by  the 
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dause  proposed  by  the  hen.  Member.  If 
tbey  did  away  with  the  clause  pointed  out 
by  the  hoD.  Member,  and  permitted  by  this 
new  dauae  the  commissioDers  in  the  coun- 
try to  proceed  at  once  with  cases  of  bank« 
niptcy^  very  great  irregularities  might 
take  place. '  There  would  be  no  one  au- 
thority having  a  controlling  power,  as  at 
present,  over  these  proceedings.  The  be- 
nefit that  was  derired  from  8ome  one  re« 
sponsible  party  taking  the  initiatory  in 
such  proceedings  was  manifest ;  but  if  the 
dause  of  the  hon.  Member  were  agreed  to, 
there  would  be  an  end  to  that  controlling 
authority,  and  rarious  applications  might 
be  made  in  bankruptcy  cases  in  every  part 
of  the  country  without  the  knowledge  of 
those  who  were  most  interested  in  them. 
Upon  reflection,  the  hon.  Member  would 
perceive  that  the  alteration  which  he  pro- 
posed would  not  be  useful  either  in  lessen- 
ing the  expense  or  in  avoiding  delay. 

Sir  T.  Wiide  said,  the  object  of  the 
proposed  clause  was  two-fold«->to  avoid  de- 
lay, and  to  diminish  expense  in  bankruptcy 
cases.  Formerly  1/.  was  paid  to  each  of 
three  commissioners  at  eacn  meeting,  and 
1/.  on  executing  the  commission.  In  the 
country  an  additional  fee  was  given,  and 
pretty  generally,  until  lately,  travelling 
expenses  were  paid.  The  first  alteration 
of  the  bankropt  laws  annihilated  these  fees 
in  London,  and,  in  lieu  of  them,  a  salary 
was  granted,  which  was  paid  by  the  public. 
It  was  afterwards  thought  right  that  the 
public  should  not  bear  the  expense,  and  the 
estate  was  diarged  with  it  That  which 
was  formerly  payable  by  the  public  was 
now  discontinued.  The  question  then  was 
whether  it  were  proper  that  this  sum  should 
be  paid  by  persons  availing  themselves  of 
the  law,  anil  who  as  part  of  the  public, 
had  been  rdieved  from  the  expenses 
formerly  incuned?  Whether  the  fiat 
was  sued  out  in  town  or  country,  the  ques- 
tion remained  the  same.  In  either  case 
the  estate  could  not  be  relieved  from  this 
charge;  and  he  did  not  think  it  was  at  all 
unjust  that  a  small  fund  should  be  appro- 
priated out  of  the  estate  to  meet  those 
expenses,  whether  the  fiat  was  sued  out  in 
London  or  in  the  country.  Now,  what 
was  the  fiat  ?  It  was  a  supposed  consent 
to  an  application  to  declare  an  individual 
bankrupt,  which  was  regularly  entered  in 
a  book,  to  which  access  might  easily  be 
had.  Surely  such  an  important  proceed- 
ing, which  stripped  a  man  of  all  control 
over  his  property,  should  not  be  efiected  in 
secret.    It  ought  not  to  take  place  in  an 


inn  before  a  countrj"  commissioner,  as 
might  be  the  case,  if  this  clause  were 
agreed  to.  How,  then,  with  reference  to 
publidty,  could  a  more  proper  place  be 
found  than  London  for  issuing  a  fiat,  de- 
daring  a  trader  bankrupt  .>  It  was  cer- 
tainly the  most  accessible  point — the  point 
where  information  was  most  easily  attain- 
able — ^for  all  parties.  He  was  sorry  to 
hear  that  the  bond,  in  cases  of  fiat,  was  to 
be  dispensed  with.  When  a  charge  was 
made  against  a  man — ^a  charge  of  insd- 
vency — ^by  which,  if  it  were  unfounded,  he 
might  be  ruined,  surely  something  in  the 
way  of  security  should  be  exacted  from  the 
individual  who  initiated  such  a  proceed- 
ing, in  order  to  render  parties  cautious. 
Therefore  it  was  proposed  that  a  bond  of 
200/.  should  be  demanded,  and  the  person 
applying  for  a  fiat  was  bound  in  that  sum 
to  prove  an  act  of  bankruptcy  against  him 
whom  he  sought  to  deprive  of  all  control 
over  his  property.  Such  a  provision  ought 
not,  in  his  opinion,  to  have  been  aban- 
doned. As  to  the  delay  which  was  to  be 
avdded,  it  was  only  the  delay  of  posting 
up  and  posting  down.  Any  individual 
might  leave  that  House,  and  m  the  course 
of  two  hours  initiate  proceedings  in  bank- 
ruptcy, which  could  be  speedily  be  trans- 
mitted to  any  part  of  the  country.  The 
balance  of  inconvenience  which  a  ww  indi- 
viduals might  be  exposed  to  was  nothing 
when  wdf^ed  against  the  inoonvenienoe 
which  the  public  generally  would  sustain, 
if  they  were  deprived  of  those  means  of 
information  with  respect  to  bankruptcy 
cases  which  they  now  possessed,  in  conse* 
quence  of  the  initiatory  process  being  re- 
stricted to  London*  In  London,  the  dif- 
ferent cases  were  entered  in  a  book,  from 
which  all  who  made  inquiry  reorived  the 
necessary  information,  and  learned  atonoe 
who  were  bankrupts.  It  was,  be  condved, 
absolutely  necessair  that  a  public  record 
should  be  kept»  m  the  most  acoeasible 
place  in  the  kingdom,  of  all  initiatory  pro- 
cesses in  cases  of  bankruptcy.  There  was 
no  necessity  for  such  a  clause,  dther  with 
reference  to  delay  or  to  expense. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  begged  leave,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Solid  tor-general  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Worces- 
ter, he  would  not  press  the  dause. 

Second  reading  negatived.  Report  with 
amendments  adopted. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

CovKTY  Covvrs.]    On  the   order  of 


1183 


County  Courts, 


{COMMONS} 


County  Courii, 


1184 


the  day  (or  goin^  into  committee  on  the 
County  Courts  Bill, 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  after  the  great  time 
which  had  been  consumed  by  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment 
Bill,  however  anxious  he  might  be  to  bring 
this  measure  on  in  the  present  Session,  he 
did  not  think  he  would  be  acting  in  con- 
formity with  the  opinions  expressed  upon 
it  by  both  sides  of  the  House  if  he  per- 
sisted in  passing  it  this  Session.  He  at- 
tached the  greatest  importance  to  the 
measure*  and  entertained  very  strong 
opinions  of  the  great  advantage  its  pro- 
visions would  have  in  circulating  justice 
through  the  country  from  Westminster- 
hall  and  back  again.  There  would  be  the 
utmost  advantage  in  the  arrangements 
which  secured  that  judges  in  the  local 
Courts  should  not  be  resident,  but  should 
go  circuit,  and  be  practically  acquainted 
with  the  law  as  administered  in  West- 
minster-hall. He  hoped  it  would  be  his 
fortune,  at  a  future.  Session,  and  at  a  very 
early  period  of  it,  to  bring  this  measure 
before  the  House.  It  was  a  bill  of  great 
interest  to  the  community  at  large,  and 
he  abandoned  it  for  the  present  Session 
with  the  greatest  reluctance.  It  had 
come  down  from  the  Lords,  on  the  sanc- 
tion of,  if  not  the  undivided  opinion  of, 
the  great  legal  authorities  in  that  House, 
and  the  majority  of  their  Lordships.  It 
had  been  thought  necessary  to  postpone  it 
to  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  which  was  consi- 
dered of  more  immediate  importance  to  be 
pressed;  and  even  though  this  bill  had 
come  down  from  the  other  House  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  have  brought  it 
forward  sooner  than  it  had  been.  He  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  had  lost  no  opportunity  to 
push  it  through  its  sta|;es,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  acquit  him  of  any  neg- 
ligence with  respect  to  it.  He  now 
yielded  to  the  wish  expressed  by  both  sides 
of  the  House,  and  he  should  move  that  the 
bill  be  committed  pro  formd,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  amendments  according  to 
the  rules  of  the  House,  and  of  circulating 
it  through  the  country  during  the  recess 
in  the  precise  form  in  which  it  would  be 
proposed  in  the  early  part  of  next  Session 
by  the  Government. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  that  this  bill  had 
been  sent  down  to  that  House  from  the 
Lords  at  too  late  a  period  of  the  Session  to 
give  it  that  consideration  which  it  re- 
quired, and  in  its  present  shape  it  could 
never  produce  the  advantages  for  which  it 


was  intended  in  the  administratioQ  of 
justice.  The  bill  professed,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  stated,  to  give  fadlities 
for  the  circulation  of  justice  throughout 
the  country  from  the  great  fountain  of 
Westminster-hall,  but  the  machinery  of 
the  measure  was  not  at  all  calculated  to 
attain  that  end.  He  did  not  Uame  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  for  the  delay  in  sending 
down  the  bill ;  that  rested  elsewhere ;  but 
it  would  be  impossible,  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  to  consider  the  alterations  and 
amendments  that  would  be  required  to 
make  it  a  useful  working  measure. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  one  ^reat  defect  in 
the  bill  was,  that  it  left  altogether  un- 
touched the  300  Courts  of  Requests 
thoughout  the  country,  in  which  the  mode 
of  dispensing  what  was  called  justice  was 
of  the  worst  description.  The  measure 
ought  to  have  been  a  universal  one^  and 
the  Government  were  bound  to  engraft 
upon  the  present  bill,  provisions  that 
would  extend  over  the  whole  country. 
Another  great  objection  to  the  bill  was, 
that  it  prevented  the  employment  of  ad- 
vocates by  the  parties  to  a  suit.  Now 
this  was  most  unjust,  and  could  not  fail 
to  work  injustice.  Suppose  a  gentle* 
man  in  the  countrv,  who  might  have  been 
a  practitioner  at  the  bar,  one  of  the  par* 
ties,  he  as  a  practised  advocate  could  plead 
his  own  cause  against  an  unlearned  person, 
probably  his  opponent.  What  chance  could 
the  latter  have  in  impressing  his  case  upon 
the  jury,  unless  he  were  permitted  to  em- 
ploy an  advocate.  Upon  this  ground,  if 
there  were  no  other,  the  bill  was  so  defec- 
tive that  it  was  impossible  for  the  House 
to  adopt  it. 

Mr.  Bemalmdy  that  the  state  in  which 
the  bill  had  been  sent  down  to  that  House 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  was  as  mudi  to 
be  complained  of  as  the  late  period  of  the 
Session  at  which  it  had  been  sufiered  to 
come  before  them.  The  present  bill  was 
even  more  imperfect  than  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill ;  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  give  to 
it  the  consideration  it  reouired  in  the  time 
that  remained  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  T,  Buncombe  said,  that  no  measnie 
of  this  nature  could  ever  give  satisfaction 
so  long  as  the  county  court  of  Middlesex 
was  exempted  from  its  operation.  That 
court,  at  the  head  of  whidi  was  Mi;  Ser* 
geant  Heath  and  his  son,  was  one  sink  of 
iniquity,  oppression,  tyranny,  ioinstioe^ 
and  extortion.  By  the  retoms  made  from 
that  court,  it  appeared  that  Mr.  SeigeanC 
Heath  derived  5,530/.  a-year  from  fess 
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collected  from  the  vice  and  misery  of  the 
very  dregs  of  society  in  this  metropolitan 
county,  and  that  thousands  of  shoeless 
wretches  were  annually  sent  to  Whitecross- 
street  prison  under  its  decrees.  In  the 
year  1838,  no  lees  than  25,961  summonses 
were  issued  from  this  court,  of  which 
15iOOO  were  heard,  and  not  unfrequently 
300  cases  were  disposed  of  in  as  many 
minutes.  These  facts  were  proved  in  evi- 
dence before  a  committee  of  that  House  in 
1838.  It  was  impossible  that  justice  could 
be  administered  under  such  a  system,  or  so 
long  as  such  an  extortion  of  fees  was  per- 
mitted. Poor  wretches  were  sued  in  this 
court  for  sums  varying  from  Is.  to  405., 
and  in  default  of  payment  were  sent  for 
three  months  to  Whitecross^treet  prison. 
It  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  call  the  attention  of  Parliament  to 
the  state  of  this  court  in  the  next  Session, 
so  that  any  measure  proposed  should  in- 
clude this  sink  of  iniquity. 

Sir  T.  fVilde  said,  that  havine  already 
expressed  his  opinion  of  the  bill,  he  merely 
rose  to  say  a  word  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Ser- 
seant  Heath,  who  had  been  charged  by  the 
Eon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  with 
such  improper  conduct.  It  must  surely  be 
seen  by  the  hon.  Member  that  Sergeant 
Heath  had  done  no  more,  aud  could  do  no 
more,  than  was  his  duty  as  the  judge  of  the 
court.  If  parties  applied  for  summonses, 
the  judge  must  grant  them,  and  if  the 
proceedings  were  followed  up,  the  law  must 
take  its  course  in  that  court  as  in  all  others. 
As  well  might  his  hon.  Friend  find  fault 
with  the  judge  of  any  court  in  Westmin- 
ster-hall ror  carrying  the  law  into  effect  in 
the  regular  course.  He  must  say,  that  his 
hon.  Friend  was  bound  to  be  more  parti- 
cular in  making  charges  of  so  severe  a 
nature.  A  general  accusation  of  this  sort 
was  not  fair,  and  he  was  sorry  his  hon. 
Friend  had  attacked  the  character  of  a 
respectable  Gentleman  as  he  had  done, 
witoout  producing  any  one  single  specific 
charge  to  warrant  that  attack.  Sergeant 
Heath  had  always  borne  the  character  of  an 
honourable  man,  and  acted  as  such,  and 
he  (Sir  T.  Wilde)  was  happy  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  able  to  produce  a  single 
fact  derogatory  to  that  Gentleman's  cha- 
racter for  the  upwards  of  twenty  years 
that  he  presided  m  that  court. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  in  explanation,  said 
that  the  statements  he  had  made  were 
founded  on  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
committee  that  sat  up  stairs  upon  the  sub- 
ject in  1838.  Then  all  the  facts  he  asserted 
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were  proved,  and  it  appeared  also  that  Ser- 
geant Heath,  who  derived  such  a  large  in- 
come from  this  court,  never  sat  there  al  all, 
but  acted  by  his  deputy,  a  Mr.  Dubois, 
who  conducted  the  whole  of  the  business  of 
the  court,  where  300  causes  were  often  dis« 
posed  of  in  the  same  number  of  minutes. 

The  j4UorneV'General  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  in  the  com- 
mencement of  his  observations,  mentioned 
Sergeant  Heath  and  his  son  as  presiding 
in  the  court,  but  had  since  confined  them 
to  Sergeant  Heath  himself,  against  whom 
^the  hon.  Member  had  made  very  serious 
charges.  He  wished  that  the  report  of  the 
committee  had  been  printed,  and  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  and  it  would  be  found 
that  it  did  not  warrant  those  charges. 
The  hon.  Member  was  bound  to  be  more 
specific  in  his  accusations.  Sergeant 
Heath  had  all  through  life  shown  him- 
self  an  honourable,  able,  and  learned  man, 
and  in  every  respect  unobjectionable. 
Mr.  Dubois  also  was  a  very  superior 
man,  far  above  the  station  he  filled,  pos- 
sessed of  great  talent,  and  esteemed  by 
all  who  knew  him  in  private  life.  He  (the 
Attorney-general)  thought,  that  the  hon. 
Member,  after  the  statement  he  had  made, 
was  himself  bound  to  move,  that  the  evi- 
dence and  report  of  the  committee  be 
printed. 

Mr.  M.  Philips  said,  that  in  no  part  of 
the  country  could  the  administration  of 
justice  in  these  small  courts  be  worse  than 
in  Manchester.  He  had  received  a  number 
of  letters,  praying  that  something  might  be 
done  to  remedy  the  evil.  The  poorest  class 
of  the  people  were  the  most  dreadful  suf- 
ferers by  having  actions  brought  against 
them  for  6d,  and  1;. 

Mr.  ViUiers  said,  that  the  present  bill, 
imperfect  even  as  it  was,  would  prove  a 
great  improvement  on  the  existing  state  of 
those  courts,  and  he  regretted  that  it  had 
been  sent  down  to  that  House  at  a  period 
of  the  Session  that  rendered  it  impossible 
to  pass  it.  He  regretted  this  the  more 
because  he  was  sure  that  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion there  would  be  so  much  opposition 
given  to  it  by  parties  interested,  that  it 
would  never  be  suffered  to  pass. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  he  knew  many  in- 
stances where  the  present  county  courts 
wer^  found  to  work  very  well,  and  where 
the  administration  of  justice  was  so  satis- 
factory to  the  suitors  that  no  alteration 
was  wished  for. 

Bill  passed  through  committee  oro^/brma, 
reported  to  the  House.     To  oe  further 
2Q 
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considered  in  two  months.  Bill  as  amended 
to  be  printed. 

Forged  Exchequer  Bills.]  Mr.  C. 
Buller  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  course  the  Government  intended  to 
take  with  respect  to  the  different  classes 
of  owners  of  Exchequer-bills,  whose  cases 
had  been  stated  in  the  report  of  the  com- 
missioners appointed  to  investigate  the 
subject. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  since  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  last 
asked  him  this  question^  he  had  devoted 
the  few  hours  which  he  had  been  enabled 
to  spare  from  his  duties  in  that  House, 
and  from  his  official  duties,  to  a  cursory 
perusal  of  that  report,  and  of  the  evidence 
upon  which  it  was  founded.  The  result 
of  that  cursory  perusal  was  to  produce 
upon  his  mind  a  general  impression ;  in 
fact,  he  felt,  on  the  consideration  of  the 
circumstances  stated  in  that  report,  that 
undoubtedly  there  existed  an  equitable 
claim  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  holders  of 
these  Exchequer-bills,  on  the  consideration 
of  the  Government ;  and  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
Crown  to  submit  to  the  House  such  mea- 
sures as  they  might  think  necessary  to 
afford  relief  to  such  persons  as  might  be 
entitled  to  their  consideration.  There  were 
other  parties  to  whose  cases  further  consi- 
deration must  be  given,  and  it  was  evident 
that  there  was  a  considerable  difference 
between  the  several  cases  which  had  been 
investigated  by  the  committee.  He  felt 
that  the  Government  was  not,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  in  a  situation  to  give  the 
House  a  definite  idea  of  the  course  which 
it  might  be  requisite  to  pursue.  He  was 
the  only  Member  of  the  Government  who 
had  read  the  report.     It  had  only  been 

? laced  in  the  hands  of  the  Members  of  the 
louse  that  day,  and  he  doubted,  in  fact 
he  felt  assured,  that  no  Member  of  that 
House  could  have  considered  the  subject 
with  a  sufficient  degree  of  attention  to  be 
enabled  to  form  a  correct  judgment  with 
regard  to  its  contents.  The  question  was 
of  considerable  importance,  and  could  not 
be  decided  without  the  House  being  fully 
masters  of  the  report  and  the  evidence,  al- 
though he  should  have  been  glad  if  the 
report  had  been  presented  in  time  for  the 
House  to  have  made  a  final  settlement  of 
the  question  this  Session.  Yet,  consi- 
dering the  present  state  of  public  business, 
considering  the  situation  in   which  they 


then  stood,  the  Committee  of  Supply  haviDg 
closed,  he  had  to  regret  that  during  the 
present  Session  it  was  impossible  the  Houae 
could  take  that  report  into  its  coDsideim- 
tion  with  the  prospect  of  any  beneficial 
result  to  the  parties  concerned,  or  with 
justice  to  the  public  interest.  He  begged 
leave,  however,  to  say  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  cast  any  blame  on  the  commis- 
sioners, who  ha^  conducted  their  inquiry 
with  the  utmost  diligence,  and  investigated 
the  transaction  in  the  way  best  calculated 
to  throw  light  upon  it.  It  was  not  his 
intention  in  any  arrangement  that  might 
be  made  to  stand  upon  anv  technical  point, 
in  order  to  avoid  giving  the  subject  a  fm 
consideration  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Government  would  require  that  any  claim 
should  be  strictly  investigated. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  that  the  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  certainlj 
explicit ;  but  at  the  same  time  it  would 
be  very  unsatisfactory  to  those  whose  for- 
tunes depended  on  the  course  the  GoTem- 
ment  might  take  upon  the  subject.  He 
did  not  know  on  whom  the  blame  of  the 
delay  which  had  occurred  should  be  cast. 
But  he  knew  that  the  sufferers  were  deoily 
interested  in  the  matter,  and  he  therefore 
would  avail  himself  of  any  opportunity 
which  might  arise  in  the  course  of  tfaie 
evening  of  submitting  the  question  to  the 
House. 

Commutation  of  Sentence.}  Mr. 
Hume  rose  for  the  purpose  of  asktog  a 
question  of  the  right  non.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  DeparUneot,  to 
relation  to  a  case  which  was  at  that  no- 
ment  occupying  much  public  attention.  It 
appeared  by  the  report,  that  a  gentleman 
of  the  name  of  Johnston  had  been  indicted, 
tried,  and  found  guilty  of  an  indeoeot 
assault  on  a  young  woman  living  as  a  ser- 
vant in  the  house  in  which  the  gentleomi 
who  committed  the  assault  oocopied  chsra* 
hers.  Mr.  Johnston  was  found  guil^of 
the  assault,  and  was  sentenced  to  uree 
months'  imprisonment.  That  gentlemao 
had  since  bc«n  set  at  large  on  the  panneni 
of  30/.  He  wished  to  be  informed  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  what  had  been  sag* 
gested  to  him  since  the  trial,  to  induce 
him  to  commute  the  sentence. 

Sir  J.  Graham  expressed  his  obligstaons 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  ror  bis 
courtesy  in  giring  him  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  a  question  in 
relation  to  this  case,  as  well  as  for  bringing 
the  matter  under  hi^  notice.     He  thought 
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that  the  question  was  one  well  worthy  of 
reply,  id  order  to  viodicato  the  impartial 
admioistratioD  of  jostioe.  The  case  was 
first  brought  under  his  notice  by  a  gentle- 
man who  held  the  office  of  Under-Secretary 
of  State,  Mr.  Phillipps,  a  gentleman  in 
every  way  qualified  to  give  an  opinion  and 
advice  on  the  subject.  After  the  first 
representation  of  the  case  to  him»  consi- 
dering Mr.  Johnston's  education  and  su- 
perior condition  of  life,  and  ail  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  transaction,  he 
(Sir  J,  Graham)  felt  great  hesitation  iu 
acting,  and  doubted  the  propriety  of  enter- 
taining any  proposal  for  a  remission  of 
the  sentence.  Entertaining  these  doubts, 
he  referred  the  case  back  to  Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Adams,  before  whom  the  case  was 
tried,  for  his  opinion.  The  best  course 
for  him  to  pursue  was  to  refer  to 
the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Serjeant 
Adams,  on  which  he  acted.  The  allega- 
tioo  made  against  this  gentleman  were, 
that  he  had  made  a  violent  assault  upon  a 
female  whom  he  found  in  his  chambers,  and 
that  the  assault  was  committed  with  cri- 
minal intentions.  That  was  the  indict- 
ment against  Mr.  Johnston.  He  was  tried 
and  found  guilty  of  the  as-^ault.  Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Adams  tried  the  case,  and  after  the 
trial  circumstances  came  to  the  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Seijeant  Adams  which  made  him 
doubt  whether  the  case  had  been  properly 
brought  before  the  court.  As  he  hesitated 
in  taking  any  step  in  the  matter,  he  re- 
ferred the  case  to  Mr.  Serjeant  Adams  for 
his  consideration  and  opinion,  and  the 
letter  which  it  was  his  intention  to  read  to 
the  House  was  from  Mr.  Serjeant  Adams 
to  him,  and  which  communication  hud  in- 
duoed  him  (Sir  J.  Graham)  to  commute 
the  sentence,  the  party  having  already 
been  imprisoned  fiir  a  period  of  seven  dayst 
The  sentence  was  remitted  on  the  pay- 
ment of  a  fine  of  30/.  to  the  Crown  :— 


€€ 


No,  i,  Sefjami$''ifm,  July  20. 

**  Sir, — In  reference  to  your  communication 
respecting  J,  C.Johnston,  I  beg  to  inform  you 
that  I  have  conferred  with  the  police  magis- 
trate, Mr.  Maltby,  and  examinea  E.  Richard- 
son, referred  to  in  Mr.  H.  Johnston's  letter.  I 
enelose  her  examination,  by  which  it  appears 
that  she  does  not  confirm  in  some  important 
particulars  the  statement  therein  made,  and  it 
does  not  appear  that  the  prosecutrix  at  any 
time  charged  Mr.  Johnston  with  beating  her 
with  a  stick,  or  an  attempt  to  violate  her  per- 
son, but  only  to  take  indecent  liberties. 

^  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  prosecutrix 
from  the  first  complained  that  defendant  threw 
hsr  on  the  sofa,  but  the  witnesses  did  not 


think  she  meant  thereby  to  accuse  him  of  an 
attempt  to  take  indecent  liberties,  because  of 
their  knowledge  of  his  irritable  temper,  and 
the  great  dislike  he  had  expressed  of  the  pro- 
secutrix. 

^  The  universal  impression  in  court  from  the 
line  of  defence  taken,  the  demeanour  of  the 
witnesses,  and  the  testimony  they  gave,  was 
thit  he  had  used  the  woman  extremely  ill,  had 
taken  grossly  indecent  liberties  with  her,  and 
that  he  had  brought  forward  the  porter  and  his 
wife  unjustly  to  assail  her  character  and  falsify 
her  testimony,  in  which  attempt  they  had 
failed. 

*'  1  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  from  my  confer- 
ence with  Mr.  Malthy,  and  the  evidence  now 
before  me,  that  such  impression  was  erroneous, 
and  that  tliere  is  not  any  reason  to  believe  that 
tiie  defendant  intended  to  take  any  indecent 
liberty  with  her. 

**  The  real  state  of  the  case  I  believe  to  be  as 
follows: — That  Mr.  Johnston  is  an  irritable 
man,  particularly  harsh  with  servants,  and 
having  taken  a  strong  dislike  to  the  prosecu- 
trix, and  coming  into  his  room  and  finding  her 
there  at  a  later  hour  than  he  expected,  he  an- 
grily and  sharply  struck  her  on  the  back  and 
desired  her  to  leave  the  room,  that  she  refused 
to  do  so,  and  that  he  then  seized  her  by  botli^ 
her  arms  (which  it  is  not  denied  were  seriously 
pinched  and  bruised)  and  entered  into  a  most 
unseemly  contest  with  her,  pulling  her  and 
dragging  her  about  the  room,  on  the  sofa,  &c., 
until  he  bruised  and  hurt  her,  she  resisting  his 
endeavours  to  remove  her. 

''The  Court  would  not  undoubtedly  have 
visited  this  offence  with  imprisonment  for  three 
calendar  months.  I  think  they  would  not 
have  imprisoned  the  defendant  at  all,  but  have 
inflicted  upon  him  a  serious  fine,  such  a  fine  as 
a  gentleman  of  large  fortune  who  so  forgets 
himself  and  strikes  and  attacks  a  female  ought 
to  pay ;  but  the  sentence  having  been  passed, 
I  do  not  think  the  justice  of  the  case  would  be 
met  by  an  immediate  discharge,  unless  accom- 
panied by  some  fine,  and  I  would  recommend 
that  he  be  disoharged  from  custody  at  the  ex- 
piration of  one  calendar  month  of  the  term, 
unless  an  immediate  discharge  with  a  fine  of 
20/.  or  30/.,  could  be  substituted.  I  have  the 
honour  to  be,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

**  John  .\dams." 

<'  The  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  Graham,  Bart,  &c." 

He  had  received  other  letters  and  docu- 
ments relative  to  the  case,  but  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  read  them  to  the 
House.  He  had  received  information  in 
consequence  of  his  inquiries  which  had 
quite  satisfied  him  as  to  the  character  of 
the  prosecutrix  $  but,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, considering  that  the  assault 
was  not  committed  with  any  criminal  in- 
tent— that  the  party  had  suffered  one 
week's  imprisonment,  and  acting  upon  the 
advice  of  the  judge  who  tried  the  case,  he 
2Q2 


119£  licnumenti  to 

Jamei  Snumaret  received  the  (hRoki  of 
ParliameDt  for  hii  conduct  in  five  great 
aotions.  The  lail  case  to  which  he  hail 
to  call  the  aiienttoQ  of  the  Hodk  was  the 
*  case  of  Lord  Eimouth,  and  here,  as  in  the 
case  of  Sir  Sydney  Smith,  it  was  only 
neceuar;  for  him  lo  refer  to  what  Lord 
Exoiouth  had  accompliihed.  When  he 
mentioned  the  aiege  of  Algiers  he  thought 
he  need  lay  no  more.  He  had  referred  to 
the  testimony  of  gallant  ofBceri  in  thecaie 
of  Sir  James  Saumarez,  and  he  hud  also 
referred  to  the  leitimony  of  naval  ofBrers 
in  the  case  of  Sir  8ydnej  Smirh,  and  he 
could  not  help  referring  with  a  feeling  of 
tatisfactioii  lo  the  testimony  borne  by  an 
officer  who  certainly  stood  as  highly  dis- 
tinguished  in  tlie  naval  service  of  ihta 
rounlry  tn  the  merits  of  Lord  Exmouth. 
The  Earl  of  Dundonald,  then  Lord  Coch- 
rane, in  fpeaking  of  the  conduct  of  Lord 
Exmouth,  aaid,  that  he  deserved  all  the 
praiws  which  he  had  received,  lliat  the 
atieclc  was  a  noble  achievement,  and  thai 
he  had  never  heard  of  a  mure  gallant 
exploit  than  that  in  which  Lord  Exmouth 
led  his  ships  against  the  Algcrine  hulks. 
To  him  there  was  soinelhing  refreshing  in 
the  way  in  wliich  one  gallant  officer  had 
borne  lestimnny  lo  Ihe  services  of  ano- 
ther; be  had  read  the  testimony  of  Lord 
Nelson  and  of  Lord  Cochrane,  and  he 
Ihouglit  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
in  thiokin";,  ihai  it  was  en  elot^uent  testi- 
mony of  the  merits  of  their  competitors. 
Wiib  respect  to  Lord  Exmouih,  his  life 
had  been  one  continued  course  of  disiinc- 
lion  in  the  naval  service  ;  the  very  day  on 
which  he  fought  the  battle  of  Algiers,  LonI 
Exmouth  had  completed  a  public  service  of 
forty  years.  He  began  his  service  in  1 776 ; 
at  the  commencement  of  the  American 
war  be  commanded  the  Spartan,  and  he 
began  his  career  in  a  way  prophetic  of  his 
future  reuown.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  addressed  a  letter  tn  him  ap- 
proving of  his  services  as  a  midshipman 
onboard  of  a  sloop  of  war  on  Lake  Cham- 
plain,  and  slating  that  he  would  take  the 
brat  0|>portunity  to  promoie  him,  in  con- 
sequence of  his  gallant  conduct  on  ibe 
lakes  during  the  American  war;  he  was 
raised  to  the  rank  of  a  lieulenaat,  but  at 
the  time  that  letter  was  addressed  to  bim, 
he  bad  not  attained  the  age  of  ninet"" 
Reflecting,  then,  on  the  life  of  Lon' 
mouth— on  the  gallantry  be  con 
displ-iyed  in  action^^n  bis  long  i 
tu  tbia  couniry— Dot  awrtly  in  I 
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struclion  of  human  life,  but  in  lating 
it — reflecting  also  on  the  energy  of  hie 
character,  and  on  that  which  ha,  p«- 
haps,  ought  not  now  lo  allude  to— 
his  private  virtues — he  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  to  find  any  tnan  who  had 
a  greater  claim  on  the  gratitude  of  lh« 
public  than  Lord  Exmouth  had.  ThoM 
were  the  three  cases  to  which  he  wtsbMl 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Ho«M, 
for  the  purpose  of  having  the  aerviess  of 
these  individuals  acknowledged  by  sonte 
public  record.  He  had  already  stated  that 
the  late  Government  had  inquired  into  the 
claims  of  the  difTerent  naval  officer*,  and 
they  had  thought  proper  to  confine  ib« 
selection  to  the  three  individuala  naaaed. 
He  also  had  made  inquiry,  and  he  nust 
say  that  the  discrimination  exercised  br 
the  late  Government  was  a  wise  one,  and 
it  was  in  consequence  of  his  own  judgment 
coinciding  with  theirs  thai  he  now  brought 
forward  the  propositions.  It  would  not 
be  necessary  to  ask  for  a  large  grant  of 
mooey.  The  value  of  anrh  muaameala 
did  not  altogether  consist  in  thoir  being 
splendid  works  of  art ;  it  consisted  in  Ihe 
incription  on  the  monument,  recording  the 
services  of  the  individual  to  whom  it  was 
erected,  and  stitaulating  others  to  sinilar 
exertions.  He  trusted,  at  the  sane  tiM«, 
Ihat  works  of  this  kind  might  be  made 
aubaervient,  by  a  proper  selection  of  anisia, 
to  the  encouragement  of  art ;  bat  he  waa 
sure  that  the  House  would  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  erect  monuments  of  an  et- 
pensive  kind.  On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
the  public  would  more  readily  acknow- 
ledge the  merits  of  ibete  indivtduaU,  tf 
they  found  that  their  monainenis  had 
cost  a  moderate  suns,  and  he  theiefbrc 
trusted  the  House  would  cbeerftitly  and 
unanimously  consent  to  the  motion  pro 
poted.  The  bon.  Member  for  Lamheth 
bad  given  notice  of  what  he  would  a«  call 
an  amendment  to  the  mottoo,  bat  of  an 
addition  to  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ia. 
tended  lo  take  the  preaent  opponunilj  of 
inviting  the  House  to  lake  into  consiiKTa- 
tion  the  services  rendered  to  humanity  by 
eminent  men  in  science.  He  hoped  Ibe 
hon.  Gentleioaii  would  not  presa  ibat 
ameodnent.  The  sobjacl  waa  one  whidi 
deserved  their  serioue  constdcration,  bet 

■n  His  OfHoior  r  11 


1197 


MoHumenii  to 


{Aug.  9} 


Naval  Officwt. 


1198 


naval  merit.  The  hon.  Gentleroao  bad 
■elected  three  distingaished  names,  but  if 
moB omenta  were  to  be  erected  to  men  f^f 
flctence,  be  would  infinitely  prefer  any  mo- 
tion lo  that  effect  to  stand  alone,  a  d 
opon  its  own  merits.  He  begged,  how- 
ever, to  be  understood  as  pronouncing  no 
opinion  adverse  to  the  proposition  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite. 
Much  might  be  said  in  favour  of  erecting 
monuments  not  merely  to  men  eminent  in 
civil  or  political  life,  but  also  to  those 
eminent  scientific  and  literary  men  who 
had  deserved  well  of  the  public. 

"  Quisque  sui  meroores  alias  fecere  merendo.'' 

But,  though  he  did  not  say  that  all  such 
benefactora  of  humanity  were  entitled  to 
the  gratitude  of  the  public,  he  nevertheless 
thought  that  any  proposal  for  a  monument 
to  them  should  not  be  connected  with  a 
motion  like  the  present.      He    trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member,  in  order 
that  he  might  give  an  additional  value  to 
the  subject,  would  withdraw  his  motion 
ibr  the  pcesent,  and  take  another  oppor- 
tanity  of  bringing  it  forward  on  its  own 
intrinsic  merits,  for  he  felt  sure  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  best  consult  the 
interests  of  science  if  he  should  take  that 
course,  rather  than  make  such  a  motion 
by  vay  of  amendment  to  another.    The 
subject  of  these  naval   monuments  had 
been  before  the  House  for  two  Sessions ; 
the  jnatice  of  the  principle,  and  the  dis- 
crimination made,  had  been   taken  into 
consideration   by  two    distinct    Govern- 
ments;   and  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
n«w  proposed  to  add  the  names  of  Hers- 
ch^.  Watt,  and  Davy,  he  ought  to  recoU 
leci  that  a  spontaneous  burst  of  gratitude 
had  raised  to  one  of  these  individuals  a 
roort  splendid  monument — more  splendid 
if  thty  estimated  splendour  by  popularity 
— 4hui  those  which  they  proposed  to  raise 
to  coamemorate  the  merits  of  these  three 
individuals  he  had  named.    But  should 
the  Hsttse  adopt  the  principle  contended 
for  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  it 
was  of  the  utmost  consequence  that  a  pro* 
per  sekctioo  should  be  made ;  and  under 
all  thest  circumstances  he  trusted  the  hon. 
Gentleaao  would  withdraw  his  amend- 
asent,  in  order  that  the  House  might  give 
its  unaninous  consent  to  the  proposition 
which  he  had  made,  and  reserve  for  their 
future  GOtskieration  the  claims  of  those  of 
whoas  tht  hon.  Gentleman  stood  forward 
as  the  adfocate.    He  thought  the  three 


officers  he  had  named  had  peculiar  claims 
on  the  House  for  a  recognition  of  their 
services,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
House,  by  consenting  to  the  present  pro- 
posal, would  be  showing  any  indifference 
(o  the  claim  which  scientific  men  had 
upon  the  gratitude  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  concluded  by  moving 
the  first  of  the  three  following  resolu- 
tions : — 

**  1.  Resolved^  That  an  bumble  address  be 
presented  to  her  Majesty,  that  her  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  directions 
that  a  monumeDt  be  erected  to  the  memory  of 
Admiral  Lord  Viscouut  Exmouth,  in  the  Ca- 
thedral Church  of  St.  Paul's,  with  an  inscrip- 
tion expressive  of  the  public  sense  of  his  great 
and  meritorious  services,  in  the  course  ^of  a 
long  and  distinguished  life ;  and  in  particular, 
of  bis  able  and  gallant  conduct  in  the  success^ 
ful  and  decisive  attack  on  the  batteries  and 
naval  force  of  Algiers,  on  the  27th  of  August^ 
1816;  and  to  assure  her  Majesty  that  this 
House  will  make  good  the  expenses  attending 
the  same, 

"  2.  Raolved,  That  an  humble  address  be 
presented  to  her  Majesty,  that  her  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  directions 
that  a  monument  be  erected  to  the  memory  of 
Admiral  Lord  de  Saumares,  with  an  inscrip- 
tion expressive  of  the  public  sense  of  bis  great 
and  meritorious  services,  in  the  course  of  a 
long  and  distinguished  life ;  and  particularly 
of  the  valour,  promptitude,  and  ability  which 
he  displayed,  in  successfully  attacking  a  supe- 
rior squadron  of  French  and  Spanish  ships  in 
the  Streigbts  of  Gibraltar,  on  the  12lh  and 
13th  days  of  July,  1801 :  and  to  assure  her 
Majesty  that  this  House  will  make  good  the 
expenses  attending  the  same. 

^  3.  RtMolved,  That  an  humble  address  be 
presented  to  her  Majesty,  that  her  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  directions 
that  a  monument  bie  erected  to  the  memory  of 
Admiral  Sir  Sydney  Smith,  with  an  inscription 
expressive  of  the  public  sense  of  his  great  and 
meritorious  services,  in  the  course  of  a  long 
and  distinguished  life ;  and  in  particular,  of 
the  valour  and  ability  which  he  displayed 
daring  the  whole  period  of  the  important 
operations,  with  the  conduct  of  which  he  was 
intrusted,  on  the  coast  of  Egypt ;  and  espe- 
cially in  the  gallant  and  heroic  defence  of  the 
fortress  of  Acre ;  and  to  assure  her  Majesty 
that  this  House  will  make  good  the  expenses 
attending  the  same.'' 

Mr.  Hawes  assured  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  he  had  no  wish«  by  the  amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice,  to 
disparage  the  honour  or  glory  of  those 
services  which  had  been  rendered  to  the 
country  by  the  gallant  men  referred  to  in 
the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
He  had,  however,  felt— in  common,  he 
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believed,  with   hon.   Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House — that  while  gorgeous 
monuments  had^  from  time  to  time,  been 
erected   to  the  memory  of  military  and 
naval   heroes,  they  had   overlooked   the 
claims  of  those  who  had  rendered  most 
important  services  to  the  country,  though 
those  services  might  be  less  striking  and 
brilliant  than  those  of  a  naval  or  military 
character.     If  he  thought  that  the  amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice  tended 
in  any  degree   to  dim  the   lustre  which 
justly  distinguished  the  names  of  those 
gallant  men  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  alluded,  he  would  at  once  defer 
to  the  opinion  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  bring  forward  on  a  future 
occasion   the   motion  of  which    he  had 
given  noticed     The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said  that  some  principle  of  selection  ought 
*  to  be  adopted  with  regard  to  those  to 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  erect  monuments 
at  the  public  expense.     He  (Mr.  Hawes) 
conceived  he  had  adopted  a  fair  principle 
of  selection^ — one  most  intelligible  and 
justiBable ;  for  he  had  selected  three  co- 
temporaries  of  Lord  de  Saumarez,  Lord 
Exmouth,  and  Sir  Sydney  Smith,  who 
were  distinguished  for  important  scientific 
discoveries,  which  had  been  productive  of 
great  practical  benefits  to  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
these  monuments  were  the  cheap  defence 
of  nations — that  they  afforded  a  stimulus 
to  noble  deeds.     He  conceived,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  if  they  adopted  a  course 
which  would  stimulate  men   to  emulate 
the  deeds  of  Herschell,  of  Watt,  and  of 
Davy,  they  achieved  for  this  country  the 
highest  glory  among  all  the  nations  of  the 
world.      He  thought  by  associating  the 
names  of  the  eminent  men  \o  whom  his 
motion  referred  with  the  names  of  the  gal- 
lant officers  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  alluded,  those  gallant  men  were 
placed  in  a  higher  position,  for  they  might 
be  regarded  as  benefactors  to  their  species. 
After  what  had  fallen,  however,  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  should  pause  before 
he  pressed  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  gone  rather  further  than  he  had 
done — if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   had 
said  that,  regarding  this  as  a  question  of 
considerable  importance,  he  would  consi- 
der during  the  recess  whether,  as  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  he  could  agree  to 
the  suggestion,  he  should  have  been  per- 
ectly  willing  to  leave  the  consideration  of 


the  matter  and  the  selection  of  names  in 
the  hands  of   the  right    hon.  Baronet. 
When  he  referred  to  the  list  of  names  of 
those  persons  to  whom  public  monuments 
had  been  erected,  he  was  surprised  to  find 
how  small  a  proportion   of   the  public 
money  had  been  devoted  to  commemorate 
the  services  of  scientific  men  and  of  civil 
officers.      He  found  that  out  of  a  sana 
of  132,000/.  which  had  been  devoted  to 
the  erection  of  public  monuments,  onlj 
14,000/.  had  been   appropriated  to  the 
commemoration  of  civil  services.     Oot  of 
forty  public  monuments  which  bad  been 
erected,  four  only  could  be  considered  as 
monuments  for  civil  services.    The  first 
was  that  in  memory  of  Lord  Chatham,  the 
next  was  that  to  William  Pitt,  the  third 
was  that  erected  to  Mr.  Spencer  Perce- 
val, and  the  fourth  that  to  Captain  Cook* 
He  had  placed  the  name  of  Captain  Cook 
in  the  list  because  he  conceived  the  ser- 
vices of  that  gentleman  were  of  a  scientific 
character.      He  should  have  felt  mach 
gratified  had  this  list  included  the  names 
of  other  distinguished  men  who  were  emi- 
nent   for    their  scientific  services.      He 
might  have  mentioned  the  names  of  othfr 
individuals  besides  those  to  whom  the  mo* 
tion  of  which  he  had  given  notice  refemd; 
but  he  had  selected  the  names  of  men  vho 
were  cotemporaries  of  the  gallant  officen 
to  whom  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  al« 
luded^  and  who  were  distinguished   for 
great  and  original  scientific  discoTeries. 
Dr.  Herschell  had  added  to  our  knowledge 
nearly  one  half  of  the  solar  system;  Watt 
he  thought,  might  be  regarded  not  meiel/ 
as  the  improver  of  the  steam-engine,  bit 
as  the  originator  of  many  most  importsni 
improvements;   he  might  be  considered 
almost  in  the  light  of  an  original  inventor, 
and  entitled  to  the  especial  gratitaceof 
the  country ;  and  with  respect  to  the  im* 
portant    discoveries    of    Davy,  bat  one 
opinion  was  entertained  throogbou:  Ea- 
rope.     He  might  have  cited  to  the  doose 
many  laudatory  opinions  from  the  works 
of  foreign  authors  as  to  the  discovtfies  of 
this  eminent  man.     He  was  not.  hcwever, 
insensible  to  the  concessions  whbh  bad 
been  made — or  rather,  to  the  coiicidenoe 
of  opinion  which  had  been  manirested— - 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
He  was,  therefore,  inclined  to  .<eave  the 
subject  in  the  hands  of  the  rgfat  boo. 
Baronet,  than  whom  no  one  iras  more 
competent    to   deal  with    the  qoestioo^ 
and  to  select  the  names  of  ibe  indivi* 
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duals  whose  memories  it  was  proposed  to 
honour. 

Sir  22.  Inglis  considered  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  done  himself  honour  by 
proposing  this  motion.  He  concurred  in 
the  obserrations  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  assent  of 
the  House  would  be  cordially  given  to  the 
proposition.  He  must,  however,  be  al- 
lowed to  express  his  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  determined,  by  his 
resolution,  the  place  in  which  the  monu- 
ments should  be  erected.  He  knew  the 
value  which  was  attached  to  the  distinc- 
tion of  a  public  funeral,  or  to  the  erec- 
tion of  a  public  monument,  in  one  of 
the  great  cathedrals  of  this  country ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  have  been  better  had 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  reserved  for  fu- 
ture consideration  the  determination  of 
he  place  in  which  the  monuments  to  the 
gallant  officers  named  in  his  motion 
should  be  erected.  Various  suggestions 
were  made  to  the  committees  on  na- 
tional monuments  and  on  the  fine  arts 
with  respect  to  the  erection  of  monu- 
ments to  eminent  men.  In  the  com- 
mittee on  national  monuments  which  sat 
last  year,  Mr.  Barry  was  asked  whether, 
crowded  as  Westminster  Abbey  now  is 
by  monuments,  it  would  not  be  advan- 
tageous to  remove  some  of  those  monu- 
ments, especially  such  as  bore  no  reference 
to  the  place  where  the  party  was  buried,  to 
some  other  place,  such  as  the  new  Houses 
of  Parliament  or  Westminster  Hall.  He  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  to  one  monument  in  West- 
minster Abbey,  that  erected  to  the  memory 
of  Mr.  Watt — and  he  would  say,  that 
however  admirable  that  monument  might 
be  as  a  work  of  art,  and  however  credit- 
able to  the  sculptor,  Mr.  Chantrey,  it  was 
not  in  consonance  with  the  character  of 
the  edifice  in  which  it  was  placed.  Mr. 
Barry,  who  was  examined  before  the  com- 
mittee on  the  fine  arts,  was  questioned  on 
this  subject,  and  he  stated,  that  he  con- 
sidered it  most  desirable  that  the  statues 
erected  in  memory  of  eminent  men  should 
be  placed  in  Westminster-hall.  This  sug- 
gestion of  Mr.  Barry  was,  he  presumed, 
confined  to  those  monuments  which  had 
been  erected  by  order  of  Parliament.  He 
might  be  allowed  to  offer  a  suggestion 
with  respect  to  the  ornamenting  of  public 
places  in  the  metropolis.  Many  of  the 
public  places  in  London  were  ornamented 
by  monuments  which  bad  been  erected  by 


the  liberality  of  the  families  or  friends  of 
deceased  individuals  ;  but  he  thought  there 
was  ample  opportunity  for  carrying  this 
principle  still  further.  It  was,  he  believed, 
almost  impossible  to  place  any  more  monu- 
ments in  Westminster  Abbey ;  and  he  did 
not  consider  it  desirable  to  render  the 
cathedral  of  St.  Paul's  a  mere  depository 
for  monuments,  which  might  not  be  in 
consonance  with  the  religious  nature  of 
that  edifice.  He  thought  that  in  the  place 
in  which  persons  were  actually  buried 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  the  erection 
of  monuments;  but  he  entertained  a  dif- 
ferent opinion  with  regard  to  mere  com- 
memorative monuments.  He  confessed 
that  he  regretted  the  delay  which  had 
taken  place  in  paying  due  honour  to  the 
eminent  men  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  referred,  when  he  compared 
the  date  at  which  their  exploits  were  per- 
formed with  the  date  when  those  exploits 
were  recognised.  It  appeared  as  if  the 
old  principle  of  canonization  had  been 
adopted — that  a  certain  number  of  years 
should  be  allowed  to  elapse  before  a  monu- 
ment was  erected  to  commemorate  the 
public  services  of  an  individual.  He  had 
looked  over  the  list  of  persons  in  whose 
memory,  during  the  last  sixty  years,  Par- 
liament had  directed  the  erection  of  public 
monuments.  He  would  not  read  that  list 
to  the  House,  for  it  might  be  deemed  in- 
vidious were  he  to  do  so ;  but  he  would 
observe,  that  there  were  in  the  list  the 
names  of  twenty-eight  individuals,  of 
whose  services  no  record  was  found  in 
the  history  of  this  country  to  entitle  them 
to  the  distinction  conferred  upon  them. 
He  thought  that  no  individuals  ought  to 
receive  public  funerals,  or  to  have  public 
monuments  erected  to  their  memory,  if 
their  services  did  not  afford  them  a  strong 
and  decided  claim  to  the  honour.  In  1815 
a  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  House 
that  a  public  monument  should  be  erected 
to  the  memory  of  every  major-general 
who  was  killed  in  action.  The  war  ter- 
minated soon  after  this  resolution  was 
adopted  ;  and  consequently,  it  had  not 
been  acted  upon ;  but,  he  would  ask,  was 
the  House  prepared  to  carry  out  such  a 
resolution,  and  to  award  a  public  monu- 
ment in  memory  of  every  major-general 
killed  in  action,  whatever  might  be  his 
character  or  the  nature  of  his  services  ? 
He  thought  that  these  honours  were  de- 
graded by  being  made  so  general.  Al- 
though considerable  delay  had  taken  place 
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in  the  public  cominenioratioii  of  the  ex- 
ploits of  the  gallant  officers  to  whom  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet  had  referred,  they 
were  now,  at  a  distance  of  time,  enabled 
to  look  back  opon  their  achievements, 
and  to  judee  how  eminently  they  were  en- 
titled to  this  distinction ;  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  House  was  about  to 
confer  upon  them,  he  would  not  say  a 
tardy,  but  a  well-considered  honour.  He 
bad  purposely  abstained  from  alluding  to 
the  case  of  civilians,  whose  public  services 
rotgl)t  entitle  them  to  a  similar  mark  of 
distinction ;  and  he  thou|^ht  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  had  exercised  a 
sound  discretion  in  leaving  that  subject 
to  the  consideration  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. He  hoped  a  future  opportu- 
nity would  be  afforded  of  considering 
that  question,  and  that  the  recognition  of 
eminent  public  services  would  not  be  con- 
fined to  naval  or  military  heroes. 

Sir  R,  Peel  begged  to  state,  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  fetter  the  discretion  of  the 
Crown  as  to  the  place  in  which  public 
monuments  should  be  erected. 

Mr.  Hume:  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  will  not  alter  his  motion. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  the  Crown  ought 
to  possess  the  discretionary  power  of  se- 
lecting the  place  in  which  these  monu- 
ments should  be  erected .  He  would,  there- 
fore, omit  from  his  motion  the  words,  "  in 
the  cathedral  church  of  St.  Paul.** 

Sir  O.  Cockbum  begged,  on  the  part  of 
the  navy,  to  assure  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  the  House,  that  this  handsome  and 
spontaneous  mark  of  their  approval,  by 
the  honour  bestowed  on  the  memory  of 
these  distinguished  officers,  would  afford 
extreme  gratification  to  that  branch  of  the 
public  service.  It  would  be  idle  for  him 
to  address  the  House  at  length  on  this 
subject,  aAer  the  excellent  speech  which 
they  had  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet;  but  he  might  be  excused  for 
referring  to  the  feelings  of  the  navy  with 
regard  to  the  exploits  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  referred.  He  ootdd 
assure  the  House,  that  when  the  accouot 
of  the  defence  of  Acre  reached  the  Beet, 
in  the  Medittrranean,  the  greatest  aslo- 
aishment  was  felt  at  that  glorious  aebieve- 
iQent.  He  night  say,  that  it  was  owing 
almost  wholly  to  the  personal  ability  and 
valour  of  Sir  Sydney  Smith,  aided  by 
portions  of  the  crews  of  only  two  line-of- 
battle  ships,  that — ^although  a  complete 
bieadi  was  eflected«-the  town  waa  aac- 


cessfully  defended  against  the  veteran 
army  of  Bonaparte.  The  breach  was 
stormed  three  or  four  diflerent  timeS|  and 
each  time  the  troops  of  the  enemy  were 
met  by  that  gallant  officer,  with  his  small 
band  of  British  sailors,  and  each  time  the 
enemv  was  driven  back.  That  was  a  ser- 
vice different  from  that  which  naval  offi- 
cers were  usually  called  on  to  perforn^ 
and  therefore  the  achievement  was  more 
signal.  It  insured  the  approbation  of  tlie 
country,  and  exemplified  the  character  of 
the  British  navy,  which  never  left  it.  They 
found  Sir  Sydney  Smith  afterwards  lead- 
ing the  British  fleet,  and  showing  deeds  of 
darioe  on  every  occasion,  and  he  tboogfal, 
thereK>re,  that  the  memory  of  that  gaflaat 
officer  was  very  properly  and  justly  selected 
by  Government  for  this  distinction ;  and* 
though  late,  it  was  not  too  late  to  do  ho^ 
nour  to  a  hero.  On  the  part  of  the  navj 
he  had  also  to  say,  that  the  Ooverament 
could  not  have  made  a  better  selectioQ 
than  in  choosing  for  this  distinguished 
honour  the  memory  of  Lord  Exmootb.  la 
addition  to  the  valour  he  had  displayed  ia 
the  first  American  war,  he  had  fought  the 
first  brilliant  actk>n  in  the  last  American 
war  as  he  had  fought  before.  In  the  finl 
battle  in  the  last  war  he  had  fought  bat 
ship,  taken  his  antagonist  a  priaei  and 
brought  her  in.  The  action  of  Algiefli 
showed  vast  determination,  and  extraor- 
dinary efforts  were  made.  The  baitarics 
opposed  to  his  fleet  were,  he  might  say. 
almost  terrific;  but  the  walls  had  bcea 
battered  down,  and  the  first  victory  over 
slavery  (if  he  might  so  express  it)  was  ob- 
tained. But  he  must  note  another  deed, 
which  would  mark  the  man.  A  ship,  full 
of  passengers,  was  wrecked  off  Plymosth ; 
Lord  Exmouth,  then  Captain  Pollew,  waa 
passing:  he  got  a  rope  pot  round  bias, 
and  himself  placed  on  this  wreek,  and  did 
not  leave  it  till  every  person  safely  es- 
caped. That  act  asarked  the  man,  and 
the  navy  felt  grateful  to  the  Ooteraawt 
and  to  the  House  for  marking  tbck  ap* 

grobalkm  of  such  a  man,  Speakiag  of 
ir  James  Saansaras,  afler  the  aocba  of 
Algesiras,  where  he  lao  on  a  ahoal  aadar 
the  batteries,  and  where  for  want  of 
wind  one  ship  got  agrouad  and  coaM  aol 
be  relieved,  and  the  enterprise  at  last  van 
obliged  to  be  relinqnisbed— ^o  i^allia^ 
into  Gibraltar  he  fbaod  the  maeta  of  \m 
ships  crippled  in  ewry  way  froos  tba  fiaa 
of  the  batteries,  when  he  noeived  iatalb- 
genca  of  a  Fraaoh  aad  Spaaisb  aywdi^ 
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eoming.  The  moment  the  seamen  heard 
that,  they  begged  they  might  work  night 
and  day  in  refitting  and  repairing  the  da- 
mage. The  officers  set  the  eTample,  and 
when  the  French  and  Spanish  fleet  hove 
in  si^ht  the  English  ships  were  towed  out, 
puttmg  up  their  rigging  as  they  were 
going  on,  and  In  the  action  that  ensued 
they  took  three  ships  out  of  ten,  blowing 
up  two  Spanish  ships  and  tsking  a  French 
ship  a  prize.  It  required  the  energy  and 
determination  of  that  commanding  officer 
to  attempt  such  a  thing.  The  attempt 
showed  the  character  of  the  officer  in 
command;  the  carrying  out  of  that  at- 
tempt into  execution  was  what  he  trusted 
the  British  sailor  always  did — to  run  at 
the  enemy  wherever  he  saw  him^  and 
trust  to  his  own  valour  for  a  victorious 
result.  He  trusted  that  this  public  me- 
morial, in  commemoration  of  the  serrices 
of  these  gallant  men,  would  excite  others 
to  imitate  their  acts  when  the  country 
should  require  it.  He  did  not  doubt  but 
that  it  would  have  the  best  effect.  In  the 
name  of  the  navy  he  returned  his  thanks 
to  the  House  for  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  received  the  proposition. 

Mr.  Humt  could  assure  the  House  that 
be  did  not  intend  to  oppose  this  propo- 
sition. On  the  contrary,  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  return  which  he  had  moved  for  in 
1838,  giving  a  list  of  all  public  monu- 
ments erected  by  Parliamentary  grants. 
His  object  in  moving  for  this  return  had 
been  twofold  ;  first,  to  show  that  the  gra- 
titude of  the  country  to  their  defenders 
had  been  as  it  were  kept  a  secret,  that  the 
public  had  been  excluded  from  the  op- 
portunity of  being  reminded  of  these 
marke  of  gratitude  shown  to  merit.  Their 
influence  and  effect  on  the  people  were^ 
therefore!  lost.  In  his  opinion  these  mo* 
Auments  ought  to  be  placed  in  some  pub- 
lic building,  such  as  the  monument  pro- 
posed in  commemoration  of  the  battle  of 
Wnterloo,  for  whieh  that  House  had 
voted  300y000{.;  and,  undoubtedly,  tf 
such  a  building  had  been  erected,  nothing 
was  so  proper  as  to  place  all  those  monu- 
meole  in  such  a  building.  His  second 
object  had  been  to  show  that  public  gra- 
titude aeemed  to  be  entirely  devoted  to 
military  men,  since  men  of  science  seemed 
to  be  mrgotten.  Depending  so  much  as 
England  did  on  science,  it  was  surprising 
tofind'thatnoConescienttficman  had  been 
rewarded.  Although  he  was  satisfied  that 
it  would  be  nicKaidW  to  refuse  this  ho- 


nour, still  he  thought  these  rewards  were 
too  much  narrowed  to  military  and  naval 
men.  He  recommended  the  hall  at  Green- 
wich Hospital  as  a  fit  place  for  the  erec- 
tion of  naval  monuments.  He  would  have 
all  these  monuments  removed  from  West- 
minster Abbey  and  St.  Paul's,  and  placed 
in  Greenwich-hall.  He  hoped  that  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  St.  Paul's  and 
Westminster  Abbey  would  exhibit  a  more 
liberal  spirit;  at  present  the  monuments 
of  Watt,  of  Davy,  and  of  Newton  and 
Locke,  intead  of  being  open  to  the  public, 
were  hidden  from  them.  Not  one  person 
in  600  in  the  country  knew  that  there 
were  these  monuments.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  use  his  influence 
in  getting  these  public  buildings  opened 
to  the  public.  He  found  that  the  Arch- 
bishop of  York  had  shown  a  most  praise- 
worthy spirit  of  liberality  in  this  respect. 
These  feelings  of  sympathy  with  the  pub- 
lic, and  these  indulgences  and  grants — 
boons  if  they  pleated— were  recollected 
with  gratitude,  and  were  also  highly  use- 
ful in  tending  to  direct  the  thoughts  of 
rising  generations  to  objects  of  enterprise 
and  honour.  The  whole  sum  expended 
in  public  monuments,  since  the  monu- 
ment of  Wolf,  which  was  the  first,  in 
1764,  had  been  but  132,000/.  There 
was  no  one  but  would  say  that  this 
was  a  very  niggardly  amount.  He  be- 
lieved that  in  France  a  rule  was  laid  down 
that  the  propriety  of  erecting  public  mo- 
numents should  not  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration till  ten  years  after  the  decease  of 
the  individual.  He  thought  that  a  very 
proper  rule,  and  it  conferred  a  greater  ho- 
nour on  the  memory  of  the  individual 
chosen  for  such  a  mark  of  respect.  He 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
take  into  consideration  the  propriety  of 
promoting  the  arts  in  the  monuments  to 
be  chosen. 

Mr.  Wyse  thought  this  selection  of  In- 
dividuals for  this  honour  from  one  branch 
of  the  public  service  placed  the  other 
branch  in  a  most  invidious  position.  He 
thought  the  other  branch  of  the  service 
had  equal  claims.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lambeth  would  be  of  use,  inaamuch  aa 
it  would  bring  the  subject,  during  the  in* 
terval  which  would  elapse  between  thn 
present  and  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, under  the  consideration  not  only  of 
hon.  Members  of  that  House,  but  also  of 
the  oountry  generally*     The  naosea  bk 
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hon.  Friend  had  chosen  he  thought  had 
been  well  selected,  though  this  was  not  the 
time  to  enter  into  the  discussion  of  the 
separate  and  individual  merits  of  the  dis- 
tinguished individuals  thus  brought  under 
renewed  notice  and  attention.  He  must, 
however,  observe  that  foreigners  visiting 
this  country  were  much  struck  that  while 
almost  every  regard  had  been  had  to  the 
memories  of  this  country's  heroes,  both 
military  and  naval,  it  had  so  little  distin- 
guished itself  for  paying  such  a  compli- 
ment to  the  departed  worth  of  the  many 
eminent  persons  who  had  adorned  litera- 
ture, science,  and  the  arts.  With  regard 
to  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  he  felt  the  force  of  the  objection 
which  had  been  taken  to  St.  Paul's  being 
the  locality.  That  point,  however,  had 
been  abandoned  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  he  trusted  that  whenever  the  proposed 
statues  were  erected,  sufficient  attention 
would  be  paid  in  the  choice,  and  that  none 
of  the  strange  inconsistencies  which  cha- 
racterized both  Westminster  Abbey  and 
St.  Paul's  would  attach  to  the  locality 
which  might  be  determined  upon  for  their 
reception. 

Sir  F.  Burdett  said,  that  without  mean- 
ing the  slightest  invidious  feeling  towards 
those  eminent  men,  Admiral  Sir  James 
Saumarez  and  Lord  Exroouth,  whose 
names  had  been  introduced  into  this  mo- 
tion, yet,  with  all  respect  for  those  persons 
to  whose  merits  sucn  valuable  testimony 
had  been  borne,  he  must  say  that  it  did 
appear  to  him  that  the  particular  merits  of 
Sir  Sydney  Smith — his  whole  career  indeed 
-^deserved  individual  distinction.  His 
exploits  in  the  defence  of  the  fortress  of 
Acre,  which  was  thought  by  all  to  be  in- 
defensible, produced  results  of  incalculable 
bene6t  to  the  country.  He  should  be 
glad  if  all  public  monuments  were  made 
matter  of  individual  consideration.  He 
did  not  think  it  a  good  thing  to  mix  up 
merits  of  various  kinds,  however  vast  those 
merits  might  be.  He  would  content  him- 
self, however,  with  mentioning  one  or  two 
traits  in  Sir  Sydney  Smith's  character, 
which  would  illustrate  the  spirit  that  go* 
Terned  him  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
brilliant  career.  His  humanity  was  equal 
to  his  bravery,  and  bis  generosity  towards 
a  subdued  enemy  exceeded  his  valour  and 
his  humanity,  and  that  trait  of  his,  in  giv- 
ing life  to  those  who  had  been  left  by 
Bonaparte  in  the  flight  of  bis  army,  was 
not  the  least  worthy  of  mention,    oona* 


parte  was  obliged  to  make  the  most  rapid 
retreat  he  could,  and,  in  doing  so,  he  left 
his  sick  and  wounded  behind.  It  was 
something  monstrous  for  men,  nnabla  to 
walk,  to  be  left  in  boats,  without  anybody 
to  navigate  them,  and  entirely  destitote 
of  stores  or  any  kind  of  provision.  These 
men,  found  in  this  situation,  were  steered 
to  an  English  port,  the  men  trusting  to 
the  generosity  of  the  British.  In  that 
they  were  not  disappointed.  Sir  Sidney 
Smith  did  everything  in  his  power  to 
assuage  the  sufferings  of  the  people,  and 
his  eiertions  to  relieve  officers  and  men  in 
their  distresses  brought  down  upon  bis 
head  the  blessings  of  all  those  persons. 
His  imperturbable  spirit  upon  every  occn- 
sion,  his  resources  under  every  distressing 
circumstance,  never  being  at  a  loss  in  the 
most  trying  exigencies,  and  always  acting 
under  a  conBdence  of  final  success,  ren- 
dered his  character  as  dutinguished  for 
individual  power,  as  the  devotion  of  his 
mind  and  energies  to  the  cause  of  bia 
country  was  great  and  unequalled.  The 
hon.  Baronet  paid  a  warm  tribute  to  the 
Marines,  to  the  greatness  of  their  claims, 
and  to  the  modesty  with  which  they 
brought  them  before  the  public;  and 
having  gone  over  all  the  main  features  of 
the  siege  of  Acre,  and  pronounced  a 
eulogium  on  Sir  Sidney  Smith,  he  con- 
cluded by  expressing  his  hearty  concur* 
rence  in  the  motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet. 

Mr.  Brotherton  did  not  wish  to  dispa- 
rage the  merits  of  those  who  had  distin- 
guished themselves  in  arms ;  bat  he 
thought  the  country  was  too  much  dis- 
posed to  war,  and  too  little  to  the  encou- 
ragement of  the  arts  of  peace,  and  that  it 
was  considered  that  military  and  naval 
heroes  conferred  greater  benefits  on  the 
country  than  those  men  who  had  by  their 
inventions  done  so  much  for  the  welfare 
of  mankind.  The  best  means  to  promote 
the  happiness  of  nations  was  to  promote 
a  good  understanding  between  them,  so 
that  they  mi^ht  find  delight  in  serving, 
instead  of  injuring  each  other.  He  be> 
lieved,  that  if  France  and  England  wonld 
unite  together,  and  proclaim  to  the  world 
that  they  would  not  settle  any  differences 
by  war,  but  by  common  sense  and  jnttioet 
war  would  cease.  He  should  wish,  then, 
to  see  honours  conferred  upon  those  who 
were  eager  to  save  life,  rather  than  in 
destroy  it.  Abonl  two  tears  ago,  a  Cap« 
tain  Gk ggy  of  Liferpool,  saved  the  lifea 
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of  110  penons,  at  the  risk  of  his  own. 
He  was  so  mach  struck  with  the  act,  that 
he  put  a  rooiion  on  the  books  of  the 
House,  for  the  Government  to  confer 
some  dignity  upon  that  individual,  but 
Lord  J.  Russell  requested  him  to  with- 
draw his  motion,  saying  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  it  into  their  considera- 
tion. He  accordingly  did  so,  and  some 
dignity  was  to  have  been  conferred  on 
Captain  Glegg,  but  he  was  absent  from 
the  country  at  the  time,  and  before 
his  return,  a  change  of  Ministry  took 
place,  and  he  never  received  the  honours 
intended  for  him.  He  put  it,  then,  to  the 
Government,  whether  it  would  not  be  of 
service  to  the  country  to  have  some  honour 
or  medal  to  confer  upon  those  who  should 
display  humanity  in  such  a  way  as  must 
be  giatifying  to  the  feelings  of  the  nation. 
He  cordially  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Lambeth,  as  to  conferring 
honours  upon  men  of  science ;  but  he  dif- 
fered from  him  in  this — his  hon.  Friend 
would  confer  them  upon  those  individuals 
who  had  already  been  rewarded,  but  he 
could  point  to  men  of  genius  who  had 
contributed  largely  to  the  welfare  of  this 
country  by  tbeir  inventions,  as,  for  exam- 
ple, the  inventor  of  the  mule-jenny,  whose 
descendants  were  now  in  a  state  of  indi- 
gence. He  thought,  that  those  were  the 
men  upon  whom  honours  should  be  con- 
ferred. 

Sir  /.  Duke  said,  that  having  had  the 
honour  to  serve  under  Lord  Exmouth,  and 
to  act  as  his  private  secretary,  during  two 
years  that  he  was  in  the  Caledonia,  he 
had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  the  merits 
of  that  gallant  officer;  and  he  (Sir  J. 
Duke)  ought  to  express  his  grateful 
thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  hav- 
ing in  a  manner  so  creditable  to  himself 
and  the  country,  brought  forward  the  ser- 
vices of  that  distinguished  individual. 
He  was  sure,  that  the  navy  would  be 
grateful  to  the  right  hem.  Baronet  and  to 
that  House,  and  from  the  feelings  of  all 
around  him,  he  was  satisfied  the  coun- 
try would  feel  grateful  also.  There  was 
one  peculiar  characteristic  of  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord.  No  gallant  officer  was 
so  constantly  employed  during  the  late 
war,  as  the  noble  Lord.  From  the  time 
the  first  ship,  the  Cleopatra,  was  captured, 
to  the  close  of  the  battle  of  Algiers,  Lord 
Esmouth  was  only  on  shore  for  a  very  few 
months.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
alluded  to  his  having  upon  one  occasion 


saved  600  lives  at  the  risk  of  his  own. 
It  was  for  that  he  received  the  honour  of 
a  baronetcy,  and  not  for  the  capture  of 
the  French  frigate.  At  the  early  part  of 
the  war,  ourcommercesufiiered  much  from 
French  privateers  at  the  entrance  of  the 
Channel.  Lord  Exmouth  was  then  ap- 
pointed to  the  Arethusa  oneof  the  squadron, 
and  sent  against  those  privateers,  and  never 
once  was  he  under  any  other  command 
than  his  own.  He  was  always  detached.  It 
was  in  commemoration  of  his  gallant  ser- 
vices, that  the  well-known  song  was  com- 
posed and  sung  throughout  the  navy. 
When  he  was  in  company,  too,  with 
Admiral  Reynolds,  on  board  the  frigate, 
the  Amazon,  they  met  with  a  large  French 
ship  of  eighty  guns ;  they  attacked  her, 
and  drove  her  ashore,  at  their  own  immi- 
nent peril.  Lord  Exmouth  was  always 
ready  on  a  great  emergency,  and  when 
the  ship  was  driven  ashore,  it  being  neces- 
sary to  shorten  sail,  and  being  a  danger- 
ous thing  to  accomplish.  Lord  Exmouth 
himself  went  to  the  yard-arm,  and  set  the 
first  reef,  and  then  said — ''Go,  men,  and 
follow  my  example.  I  do  not  wish  my 
men  to  do  anything  I  cannot  do  myself." 
Off  Toulon,  too,  he  nearly  brought  on  an 
engagement  with  the  French  fleet,  and  if 
he  had  come  to  an  action  he  would  have 
given  as  good  an  account  of  himself  after- 
wards as  Lord  Nelson  at  Trafalgar.  He 
begged,  then,  to  tender  his  personal 
thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  hav- 
ing brought  forward  this  subject ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  would  suggest,  that 
such  men  as  the  late  Lord  Camden  ought 
not  to  pass  unnoticed.  Hon.  Members 
were  the  guardians  of  the  public  purse, 
and  they  ought  not  to  pass  over  unnoticed 
an  individual  who,  in  the  most  disinter- 
ested manner,  had  given  up  to  the  public 
nearly  half  a  million  of  money. 

Dr.  Bowring  said,  that  concurring  cor- 
dially as  he  did  in  the  sentiments  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Salford,  he 
should  be  sorry  not  to  say  upon  this  occa- 
sion, that  he  did  not  think  the  country  had 
done  justice  to  those  men  who  had  done 
honour  to  the  arts  of  peace,  and  had  ren- 
dered interminable  benefits  upon  man- 
kind. He  might  mention  that  at  this 
moment  the  descendants  of  Taylor,  who, 
he  believed,  introduced  his  invention  of 
steam  navigation  into  this  country  before 
Fulton  did  so  in  Americai  were  now  in  a 
state  of  indigence. 

Captain  Plumridge  said,  that  having 
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served  under  Lord  Exmoutb,  Lord  De 
Saumarez,  and  Sir  Sydney  Smith,  he  could 
not  give  a  silent  vote  upon  this  occasion. 
He  could  not  but  tender  bis  thanks  to  the 
right  bon.  Baronet  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  brought  forward  this  motion 
and  be  should  now  sit  down  contented 
when  be  saw  these  monuments  erected, 
be  they  at  Greenwich  or  at  St.  Paul's, 

Address  agreed  to. 

CovEHTBY  BouwDABY.]  Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Co- 
ventry Boundary  Bill. 

Sir  C.  Douglas  said,  that  he  thought 
that  proceeding  this  Session  with  this  bill 
could  not  be  justified,  even  if  its  provisions 
were  good  in  themselves ;  and  sorry,  as  he 
was  to  oppose  any  measure  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government,  he  should  feel 
that  he  did  not  perform  his  duty  if  he 
did  not  record  his  opinion,  and  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. When  his  right  bon.  Friend  intro- 
duced the  bill,  he  undertook  not  to  pro- 
ceed with  it,  unless  the  magistrates  of  the 
county  should  agree  to  its  becoming  law. 
It  had  been  named  to  them  in  an  irregular 
manner, — their  answer  had  been  that  they 
could  not  give  any  opinion  upon  it,  with- 
out having  time  to  consider  the  matters 
in  question.  The  county  Members,  on 
Fridav  last,  had  protested  against  going 
on  with  the  bill ;  and  if  his  right  bon. 
Friend  refused  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  meet 
the  necessity  of  the  case,  namely,  a  bill 
merely  to  define  tlie  boundary,  he  would 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  rejecting 
this  measure  for  the  present  Session,  it 
would  place  a  heavy  burthen  on  the  county 
rate*  payers.  His  constituents  were,  there- 
fore, much  interested  in  the  matter;  it 
would  take  away  the  sessions  and  assizes 
from  Warwick.  The  sherifT,  grand  jury, 
magistrates,  and  rate-payers,  were  all 
taken  by  surprise ;  and  altbouj;h,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  he  might  stand 
alone,  he  would  not  in  any  way  consent 
to  the  passing  of  this  measure;  and, 
therefore,  he  should  move  that  this  bill  be 
read  a  third  time  that  day  three  months. 

Sir  J.  Orakam  supported  the  bill  on 
public  grounds.  In  the  present  state  of 
the  disputed  boundaries  of  the  city  of 
Coventry,  the  greatest  inconvenience 
arose.  He  felt  it  bis  duty  to  put  an  end 
to  that  inconvenience,  and  be  thought  his 
measure  calculated  to   accomplish    that 


object,  and  he  looked  upon  it  as  a  fair  and 
just  measure  to  all  parties  concerned. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  seconded  the  amend- 
ment. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  now  stand  part  of  the  queitioD. 
--Ayes  47 ;  Noes  3 :  Majority  44. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aldaro,  W. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bodkin,  W.H. 
Boldero,H.  G. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
BuUer,  C. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cockbum,rt.hn.  SirG. 
Corry,  rt.  bon.  H. 
Darby,  G. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Goulburn,  rt  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hawei,  B 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hume,  J» 


Jermyn,  Earl. 
Jones,  Capt. 

Knatchboil.rt.hn.SirB 
Lincoln,  Barl  of 
Mastenaan,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morris,  D. 
NicboU,  right  hon.  J. 
Palmer,  G. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Polhill,  P. 
Priogle,  A. 
Ramsbottoro,  J. 
Scboiefield,  J. 
Taylor,  T.  K. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Yorfce,  H.  R. 

TBLLaas. 
Fremaotle  Sir  T. 
Sutioo,  hon.  H.  M. 


Liit  ofilie  Nobs. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
Hodgson,  R. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 


TELLSBS. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Philips,  M. 


Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Limitation  or  Actions  (Ibeland).] 
Lord  Eliot  moved,  that  the  report  of  tbe 
Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland*  Bill  be 
received. 

Mr.  Hawts  asked  the  objec  of  the  men* 
sure. 

Lord  Eliot  stated  that  it  was  to  asaimi* 
late  the  law  on  the  subject  in  Ireland  to 
that  which  prevailed  in  England.  There 
had  arisen,  moreover,  particular  necessity 
for  the  measure  in  some  superfluous  litiga- 
tion between  an  Irish  prelate  and  the  Irish 
Society  of  London  respecting  certain  ad* 
vowsons. 

Sir  T.  WiUe  said,  he  had  heaid  the 
city  of  London  was  satisfied  with  the 
measure  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  Howes  said,  however,  that  he 
thought  a  fair  opportunity  woold  not  be 
afforded  to  all  parties  affected,  for  coosi* 
dering  this  bill,  the  report  on  wbidi  he 
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therefore  moved  be  brought  up  that  day 
•ix  months. 

Sir  A.  Peel  said,  that  it  was  admitted 
to  be  desirable  to  apply  the  same  princi- 
ples of  legislation  to  England  and  Ireland. 
A  bill  similar  to  this  had  passed  for  Eng- 
land in  1833,  and  it  was  now  proposed  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  that  l^w  to  Ire- 
land. This  bill  had  met  the  approbation 
and  support  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
Lord  Campbell,  who  had  been  for  a  short 
time  Lord  Chancellor,  and  he  believed 
that  it  generally  met  the  concurrence  of 
the  parties  interested. 

Lord  EUoi  said,  that  the  bill  had  been 
discussed  on  three  different  occasions  in 
the  Lords,  of  which  the  parties  interested 
had  had  full  cognizance. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connellt  although  not 
prepared  to  oppose  the  bill,  would  vote  for 
the  amendment  on  the  ground  that  a 
more  ample  opportunity  of  discussing  it 
ought  to  bsve  been  afforded. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  said,  that  during  the  dis- 
cussion he  had  read  the  Bill,  and  his  be- 
lief now  was,  that  if  it  had  been  properly 
explained  little  opposition  would  have 
arisen.  The  only  real  objection  he  saw 
to  the  Bill  was,  that  the  parties  interested 
had  not  sufficient  notice  of  its  introduc* 
tion. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  con« 
tended  that  the  parties  had  sufficient  no- 
tice, seeing  that  three  discussions  had 
taken  place  on  the  bill  in  the  House  of 
Lords. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question 
that  "  now  "  stand  part  of  the  question,— 
Ayes  41  ;  Noes  15    Majority  26. 

Liii  of  the  Ates. 


TEuaas. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
Aldaro,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
fiateson,  R. 
Bentinck,  Lord  O. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
BorthwicV,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Cockbuni,rt  .hon  .Si  rG. 
Corry,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Oaiby,  G. 
Eltot,  Lord 
Efoott,  B. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Goulburo,  rt.  hon.  H . 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  Sir  A.  C. 
Greene,.  T. 


Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.Sir  H. 
Henley,  J.  W, 
Hodgson,  R. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Knatchbull,rt.bn.Sir£ 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Masterman,  J. 
Meynetl,  Capt. 
Nicholl,  right  hon.  J. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Polbill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F,  W. 
Trotter,  J. 


Bowring,  Dr. 
Cobden,  R. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Hume,  J. 
Morris,  D. 
O'Coonell,  M.  J. 
Palmer,  G. 
Philips,  M. 


Wood,B. 
Young,  J. 

Utt  of  the  Noss. 

Ramsbottom,  J. 
Scholeiield,J. 
Tuffnell,  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

BuUer,  C. 
Hawes,  B. 

The  original  motion  being  again  put, 
Mr.  Hawes  said,  that  he  entertained 
such  strong  objections  to  the  bill,  and 
considered  it  likely  to  be  attended  with 
such  serious  consequences,  that  he  should 
move  by  way  of  amendment,  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 
House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 

Wednesday,  August  10,  1842. 

MiHoni.]   BuLfl.   S**    Boranglif  IncBipciratteni   Stevt 
Txad«  (PMtiifiMM  Vcaalf)}  CoTtntry  Boundary. 
CowMwiftofc— NewfoundJand. 

S*-  md  pHMd  t~>BMC  India  BUIio|«  ;  Cntd*  Loan ; 
LunaUe  Asylums  (Ireland)  i  Mani$gm  (InlaBd)  i  Cstla. 
•«»^|^«i  Ooiporatlons  LossIik* 

Recehud  the  Jloyol  Assem, — Boodad  Com  (No.  S); 
MUda  Pay;  Brftary  at  BbeUons  (ffo.  9)i  Prtoonsi 
MlniB  and  ColUsiks  t  Tobaow  R^pilationBt  Muaialpal 
Corporations;  Double  Costs;  Designs  Copyrights  Ord- 
nance  Scnrioes ;  Court  of  Chnoery  OOoes ;  Slave  Trade 
Suppwsslon;  SlaTery  (BHt  Indies)  i  DialQage  (Inl^Mn ; 
flshsrtas  <Iraland)}  Dublin  Bouadailsit  Four  Couite 
Marriialssa  (DubUn). 

f  Hisiffc    Cowmfcwd^^JaMMon  ■  DIvoiae* 
JbMiserf  Me  B«f^  .dMMl.— lanperlsl  Bank  of  B^lMd  t 
CauTln's  Estate;  Hels^  Cbartty  (Lame*)  Estate;  Street's 
Divoioe;  Seweirs  DWoiee. 

ParmoMs  Paaaaimo.  Pram  Paetory  Ldxmmi  of  Tod* 
nrarden,  Ibr  limiting  the  numbsr  of  Hours  of  Attandaose 
in  Factorial— By  Lord  CampbeU,  tnm  Wm.  Oevy,  to 
be  heard  by  Counsel,  as  agent  ftu  the  IVewftnmdland 
House  at  AmaaMj,  ^abist  the  Newfoundland  BUL— 
FWMn  SelMohnaatwi  oT  Lewis,  Sk  btUig  Bamnsamton. 

Adj  I  *     d. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMON Si^ 
Wednesday,  August  lO,  1842. 

IffNOTis.]  New  M amaaa.  For  SouthampCoa,  H.  St 
John  MlUmay,  and  O.  W.  Hope,  Bsqn,  vie*  Load  Biuee 
■id  C.  C.  Ilallin*  Esq* 

Buxa.    PmAOc— !•■  fUgistcstion  of  Votsn ;  MediaolCha* 
rlties  (Ireland). 
9**  and  paswd  t—  Insolvent  Debtoia. 

pBTinoife  FaaaKHTaD.  By  Mr.  S.  Wortley,  ftom  Hask- 
ney.  ftv  RsgulaUng  Buildhigs  in  Towns.— Fram  Kintyre. 
fbr  Improvliv  the  oondltlon  at  Sehoofanasters  (SeoUand). 
->PMm  CWmeals  on  Dsnmaik.  Sk  Radtess.  PwiM 
Stoekpect,  not  to  aBow  Brewert*  CaAa  to  be  distalaad 
for  the  Rent  of  thdr  Customats.— By  Mr.  T.  Dunoomba, 
fknmChainaanoraneetlag  of  tbt  Wattonal  Asioslaiksi. 
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te  th«  Dtoehnge  of  John  M aioii  and  othon.— Fkom 
Loivnao  Savona,  Ibr  Redxcfi.^From  If  ulliiigar,  Sligo« 
and  Wafixd,  to  Rq^olate  the  boun  of  Bakeis  Work. 

Bakk&uptct Law  Amendment.]  Sir 
J.  Graham  ino?ed  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  Hawes  mored  that  the  following 
clause  be  added  as  rider  to  the  bill : — 

*'  And  he  it  enacted,  that  fourteen  days 
before  a  final  dividend  shall  be  advertised 
under  any  bankrupt's  estate,  there  shall  be 
sent  by  the  official  assignee  to  each  creditor's 
assignee  of  such  estate  a  debtor  and  creditor 
account  between  the  official  assignee  and  such 
estate,  showing  also  the  monies  remaining 
uncollected  under  such  estate,  and  the  cause 
of  such  monies  remaining  uncollected,  a  copy 
of  which  account  shall  be  delivered  to  any 
creditor  who  shall  apply  for  the  same  and  have 
proved  or  claimed  a  debt  onder  such  fiat,  upon 
nis  applying  for  the  same  to  the  official  as- 
signee, and  paying  such  sum,  not  exceeding 
one  shilling,  as  shall  be  settled  by  the  court 
authorised  to  act  in  the  prosecution  of  such 
fiat." 

Mr.  fV.  Scott  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
creditors  ought  to  receive  every  informa- 
tioo  relative  to  a  bankrupt's  estate  without 
paying  a  shilling  fee. 

Mr.  Hawes  thought  tbat  it  was  fair  to 
make  a  small  charge  for  a  document 
from  whicb  much  valuable  information  was 
likely  to  be  obtained. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  said,  it  might  be  impor- 
tant, in  many  cases,  that  parties  who  were 
not  creditors  should  be  allowed  to  possess 
themselves  of  such  an  account  as  the 
clause  specified,  on  payment  of  a  certain 
fee,  ana  moved  an  amendment  to  effect 
that  object. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  approved  of  the  propo* 
sition. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  said,  that  when  the  cre- 
ditors of  an  estate  were  numerous.  Is. 
would  be  found  suflBcieiit  to  defray  the 
expense  of  printing,  but  that  sum  would 
be  insufficient  where  the  creditors  were 
few.  A  fee  of  2s.  6d,  would,  however, 
be  amply  sufficient  in  all  cases  to  meet 
the  expense. 

Clanse  agreed  to  with  verbal  amend- 
ments. 

Bill  passed. 

Insoltint  Debtors  —  Millbank 
Pbnitsktiart.]  Sir  J.  Oraham  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third  reading 
of  the  Insolvent  Debtors  Bill. 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe  rose,  pursuant  to  no- 


tice, to  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon* 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  to 
the  contentsf  of  a  petition  which  he  had 
presented  last  week,  complaining  that 
great  and  unusual  mortality  prevailed  io 
the  Millbank  Penitentiary  during  the  pre- 
sent year.  William  Gellen,  the  petitioner, 
bad  been  considerably  above  two  years  a 
warder  of  the  Penitentiary,  and  spoke  only 
of  that  which  he  had  himself  witnened. 
He  knew  that  whenever  an  individual 
came  and  made  a  complaint  lo  that 
House  against  any  person,  it  was  custo* 
mary  to  blacken  the  petitioner's  character, 
and  to  impute  improper  motives  to  him, 
particularly  if  the  party  complained  of 
held  any  high  official  situation.  He, 
therefore,  to  meet  any  allegation  of  that 
nature  against  Mr.  Gellen,  would  read  the 
character  which  he  had  received  on  the 
dOth  of  June  last  from  the  governor  aod 
the  chaplain  of  the  Millbank  Penitentiary. 
It  appeared,  that  Mr.  Oellen  had  been  a 
warder  since  February,  1840  ;  but  in  ooo- 
sequence  of  a  dispute  with  some  of  the 
officers  of  the  establishment,  he  had  re* 
signed  his  situation.  In  the  certificate  of 
character,  the  governor  said, — 

**  Mr.  Gellen  is  a  man  of  much  intelli|(eaee* 
His  honesty  and  sobriety  are  nnquestiooed* 
I  cannot,  however,  commend  him  oo  the 
ground  of  subordination." 

Thus,  he  was  admitted  to  be  intelligent, 
honest,  and  sober,  but  inclined  at  timet  to 
assert  his  own  opinion.  It  appeared  from 
the  petitioner's  statement,  tbat  since  Ja- 
nuary, 1842,  fourteen  deaths  had  occurred 
in  the  Penitentiary,  that  twenty-eiffht  per- 
sons had  been  removed  on  medical  certifi* 
cates  to  other  places,  and  that  five  or  aix 
had  been  sent  to  different  asylums  in  a 
state  of  hopeless  insanity.  It  appeared, 
that  in  1839,  the  deaths  in  the  Peniten- 
tiary were  five;  in  1840,  five;  and  in 
1841,  seven.  In  1840,  the  cases  of  in- 
sanity were  five;  and  in  1841,  nine. 
Looking,  therefore,  to  the  half-year  end- 
ing in  June  last,  it  was  evident  that  an 
alarming  increase  of  mortality  and  of  in- 
sanity had  occurred.  No  doubt,  the  situa- 
tion of  the  Penitentiary  was  extremely  an- 
healthy;  that  was  admitted  by  meiiical 
men ;  and  to  that  source  it  was  hot  lair 
to  attribute  a  part  of  the  illness.  Bat 
great  complaints  were  made  against  the 
system  which  was  adopted  in  the  prison, 
especially  with  reference  to  the  waat  of  a 
resident  medical  practitioner.  Two  cmm 
were  pointed  out  in  the  petition  as  hafiag 
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occurred  this  year,  the  one  of  a  woman 
who  expired  in  a  fit,  the  other  of  a  man 
who  had  been  taken  ill  suddenly  and  died, 
no  medical  person  having  been  present  in 
either  case.  Further,  it  appeared,  that  a 
number  of  persons  in  a  dreadful  state  of 
debility,  brought  on  by  the  discipline  of 
the  prison,  were  removed,  in  the  last  stage 
of  existence,  to  St.  Bartholomew's  and 
other  hospitals,  where  they  soon  after- 
wards died.  Those  deaths  did  not  appear 
on  the  books  of  the  Penitentiary.  If  they 
had*,  they  would  have  greatly  increased  the 
number  of  deaths  connected  with  the  es- 
tablishment. It  appeared,  that  these  re- 
movals took  place  too  late  to  be  of  any 
benefit.  In  one  instance  it  was  stated, 
that  Dr.  Bayley,  the  medical  gentleman 
attached  to  the  Penitentiary,  had  paid  the 
funeral  expenses  of  a  man  who  had  been 
removed  from  that  prison,  and  had  died 
in  the  hospital.  The  inference  dtawn 
from  this  was,  that  Dr.  Bayley  felt  that 
this  person  ought  to  have  been  removed 
before,  and  that  the  funeral  expenses  were 
paid  as  a  sortof  compensation  to  the  friends 
and  relatives  of  the  deceased.  The  peti- 
tioner referred  to  the  case  of  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Evan  Evans,  who  was  found  in  his 
cell  in  a  state  of  stupor.  He  had  been 
treated  for  some  time  for  consumption  ; 
stimulants  and  several  leeches  were  applied 
to  his  temples  for  the  purpose  of  restoring 
him  but  without  effect.  He  was  after* 
wards  visited  by  the  governor  and  Dr. 
Bayley.  They  declared  that  he  was  an 
impostor,  and  ordered  him  to  be  drenched 
with  cold  water.  A  case  more  outrageous 
than  this  could  not  be  found  in  the  annals 
of  cruelty.  The  order  was  executed  by 
the  infirmary  assistants.  One  held  his 
heady  while  another  poured  three  or  four 
buckets  of  water  over  him.  The  governor 
called  him  an  old  fool,— asked  him  was  he 
not  ashamed  of  himself?  and  said,  "  Give 
him  another  bucket  full,"  which  was  ac- 
cordingly dooe.  He  was  ultimately  car- 
ried away  still  insensible,  blood  streaming 
from  his  temples.  This  man  died  two  days 
afterwards.  Surely,  when  such  things  were 
declared  to  have  taken  place,  inquiry  into 
the  facts  should  be  instituted  by  that  House 
or  by  the  Government.  He  was  the  more 
anxious  to  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House,  because  a  bill  had  recently  passed 
without  discussion  for  the  establishment 
of  what  was  called  a  model  prison.  In 
the  early  part  of  this  Session  he  had 
asked  the  House  for  a  committee  of  in- 
VOL.LXV.    {2-2j 


quiry  into  the  state  of  our  prisons ;  the 
House  would  not  grant  that  inquiry,  but 
left  the  matter  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  and  the  In- 
spectors of  Prisons.  Now,  when  they  con- 
sidered what  had  occurred  in  the  Millbank 
Penitentiary,  and  when  they  called  to  mind 
that  the  model  prison  was  to  be  established 
if  possible  on  a  more  severe  principle,  it  was 
proper  that  the  House  should  be  put  in  pos- 
session of  these  facts,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  warned  as  to  what  might 
take  place  in  the  model  prison  when  it  was 
opened.  He  had  read  the  names  of  the 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  who  were  to 
superintend  this  new  model  prison :  in 
private  life  no  men  could  be  found  more 
excellent  or  amiable ;  but,  as  practical 
men,  or  men  who  could  command  time  to 
superintend  an  establishment  of  this  kind, 
he  certainly  thought  that  a  more  judicious 
selection  might  have  been  made.  It  was 
impossible,  he  conceived,  considering  who 
these  parties  were,  that  they  could  give  up 
their  time  to  such  an  occupation.  He 
found,  in  the  first  place,  the  Duke  of 
Richmond,  the  Earl  of  Chichester,  the 
Earl  of  Devon,  Lord  Wharnclifiie,  Lord 
J.  Russell,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Now,  he  would  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Speaker) 
whether  his  time  was  not  at  present  suffi-i 
ciently  occupied,  without  being  called  on 
to  visit  the  model  prison  ?  Then  he  saw 
the  names  of  Sir  B.  Brodie  and  Dr.  Fer- 
gusson.  He  would  ask,  was  not  the  time 
of  these  Gentlemen  fully  occupied  by  their 
professional  duties  ?  Dr.  Fergusson  was, 
he  believed,  a  very  eminent  practitioner  in 
his  line^-that  of  an  accoucheur  ;  but,  as 
this  was  to  be  a  prison  for  males,  he  did 
not  see  that  the  services  of  Dr.  Fergusson 
were  likely  to  be  required.  Next,  he  ob- 
served the  names  of  Major  Jebb,  the  Rev. 
Wriothesley  Russell,  and  Mr.  Crawford. 
Now,  these  persons,  acting  as  commis- 
sioners, might  make  what  rules  and  orders 
they  pleased  ;  and  he  objected  to  their 
reporting  to  Parliament  on  their  own  acts 
and  proceedings.  Some  of  them  were 
advocates  of  the  most  stringent  solitary 
and  silent  confinement.  Captain  Wil- 
liams, another  of  the  commissioners,  dif- 
fered from  them  on  this  point,  as  he  pre- 
ferred the  separate  system  with  asso- 
ciated labour.  Government  were  now 
about  to  make  a  very  dreadful  and  alarm- 
ing experiment,  with  respect  to  the  soli- 
tary system.  An  attempt  had  been  made 
2R 
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to  draw  a  Dice  distinction  between  the 
separate  and    solitary  system — just   as 
if  separation  was  not  solitude.    By  the 
solitary  system,  a  man  was  placed  by  him^ 
self  in  a  dark  hole  ;  by  the  separate  sys- 
tero»  be  was  kept  by  himself  in  a  light 
room.    That  was  all  the  difference.     Mr. 
Chester,  the  governor  of  the  Coldbath- 
fields'  prison,  an  observant  and  most  intel- 
ligent man,  declared  it  to  be  his  opinion, 
that  the  separate  and  solitary  systems  were 
calculated  to  produce  sickness  and  in- 
sanity.   He  approved  of  the  silent  system, 
connected  with  proper  labour.    The  hon. 
Member  also  adverted  to  the  case  of  Samuel 
Holberry,  the  severity  of  whose  treatment 
in    Northallerton    House    of    Correction 
brought  on  illness,  which  soon  afterwards 
occasioned    his  death    in   York  Castle, 
whither  he  had  been  removed  by  order 
of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department ;    and    also  referred  to  the 
pitiable  situation  of  a  man  named  Mor- 
gan Jenkins,  one  of   the   persons  who 
was  engaged  in  the  riots  at  Newport,  who 
was  now  confined  in  the  Millbank  Peni* 
tentiary,  and   who,   he  understood,  was 
dying  by  inches,  in  consequence  of  the 
niiserable  diet  of  the  prison.    The  bon. 
Member  concluded  by  asking  whether  the 
right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  made  any  inquiry  as  to  the  alle- 
gations contained  in  Mr.  Gellen's  petition  ? 
whether,   if  he  had  not,  he  intended  to 
make  such  an  inquiry?  and  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  recommend  to  tiie  commis- 
sioners of  the  model  prison,  and  to  recom- 
mend also  with  respect  to  the  Millbank 
Penitentiary,  that  a  medical  man  should 
be  constantly  resident  within  the  walls? 

Sir  J.  GraAam  said,  he  was  prepared  for 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  by  the 
inquiries  he  had  made  when  the  petition 
was  first  presented.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  now  taken  a  much  wider  range, 
and  had  indulged  himself  in  a  sort  of 
roving  commission  through  all  the  prisons. 
The  model  prison,  as  he  had  before  stated 
was  an  experiment,  and  an  experiment 
well  worth  making.  With  regard  to  the 
committee  of  management,  he  thought,  it 
was  well  qualified  to  conduct  the  inquiry, 
having  conducted  one  in  the  House  of 
Lords;  and  the  same  might  be  said  of 
Lord  Chichester.  He  might  add,  that 
the  propositions  of  the  Dnke  of  Rich- 
mond, as  to  the  separate  and  silent  sys- 
tem, were  very  much  in  unison  with  those 


of  the  hon.  Gentleman.    He  had  askad 
Lord  John  Russell  to  be  so  obliging  at  to 
consent  to  suffer  bis  name  to  be  placed  on 
the  commission  appointed  to  superintend 
the  experiment,  and  the  noble  Lord  bad 
been  so  kind  as  to  promiae  that  be  woo  Id 
undertake  to  devote  a  considerable  portion 
of  his  leisure  time  to  the  superintendence 
of  the  experiment.  He  had  also  requested 
the  Speaker  to  be  so  kind  as  to  suffer  hit 
name  to  be  joined  to  the  other  commis* 
sioners,  and  the  Speaker  had  been  kind 
enough  to  say,  that  he  woald  devote  hit 
leisure  time  to  his  duties  at  a  commis* 
sioner.     He  bad  also  appointed  Sir  Ben* 
jamin  Brodie,  a  high  medical  authority, 
and  Dr.  Burnett,  who  also  held  a  high 
rank  in  the  medical  profession,  as  comsais- 
sioners.     Major  J  ebb,  an  officer  of  engi* 
neers,  who  had  devoted  considerable  ai« 
tention  to  the  subject  of  building  pritoos, 
was  also  a  commissioner.    These  were  all 
checks  upon  the  prejudices  of  other  per* 
sons*     Knowing  that  Mr.  Grordon  bed 
devoted  his  attention  to  the  subject  of 
prison  discipline  ;    that  he   bad  visited 
almost  all  the  gaols  of  Europe  and  Ame* 
rica,    and  that    he  had  introduced  the 
separate  system  of  prison  discipline,  be 
thought  that  he  ought  to  be  appointed  lo 
superintend  the  experiment.    If  be  had 
appointed  Mr.  Gordon  alone  to  superin* 
tend  the  experiment,  be  should  have  been 
to  blame,  but  he  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
excluded   from   the  commission.     With 
reference  to  the  case  of  Holberry,  he  wat 
bound  to  say  that  that  case  had  given  hiin 
great  pain.    He  had  been  informed  last 
autumn    that    the    health    of   Holberry 
was  sufferiug,  and  he  had  directed  that 
he  should   be   removed    from    Noribal* 
lerton  to  York  Castle,  where  the  ditei- 
pline  was  less  severe,  and  he  had  directed, 
that  report  should  be  made  to  him  at  lo 
the  state  of  Holberry 's  health.     He  had 
not  for  some  time  receiTed  those  reports, 
until  shortly  before  Holberry *s  deaths  when 
he  had  received  information,  that  unlest 
he  were  liberated,  his  health  wovld  suffer 
so  severely  that  he  could  not  recover.    He 
had  directed  his  liberation  within  forty- 
eight  hours  of  the  time  he  had  received 
that  information.    Now,  with  regard  to 
the  Penitentianr,  it  should  be  reooTlected, 
that  the  hon.  (Sentleman  was  impogniiig 
the  discipline  of  that  establishmeot  on  the 
testimony  of  a  discarded  servant.     [Mr. 
T.  DuHcombe  :    No.]     He  had  lieen  per* 
mitted   to  resign,  at  least  such  wet  the 
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report  of  the  gofernor.  He  would  admit, 
that  during  the  course  of  the  last  spring 
an  epidemic  had  prevailed  in  the  Peoiten- 
tiary,  and  many  deaths  had  ensued,  but 
that  had  not  been  occasioned  either  by 
the  diet  or  discipline ;  for  a  more  generous 
diet  had  been  adopted,  and  a  relaxation 
of  the  aeverity  of  the  discipline  had  taken 
place,  on  the  recommendation  of  Dr. 
Bailey,  before  the  epidemic  had  made  irs 
appearance.  That  epidemic  had  been 
attributed  to  various  causes,  some  persons 
imagining  that  the  situation  was  unhealthy; 
he  did  not  agree  in  that  opinion,  but  he 
had  directed  Dr.  Bailey  to  institute  inquiry 
into  the  health  of  priaon«  similarly  situ- 
ated, and  to  report  on  the  subject  He 
waa  also  happy  to  state,  that  cases  of 
insanity  in  that  prison  were  less  frequent 
than  formerly.  With  respect  to  the  man 
who  died  in  Bartholomew  s  Hospital,  and 
whose  funeral  e^cpenses  it  had  been  said 
Dr.  Bailey  had  undertaken  to  pay  before 
they  would  admit  him,  he  begged  to  say, 
that  they  invariably  refused  to  admit  a 
patient  unless  some  person  was  answerable 
for  hii  funeral  expenses.  With  respect  to 
the  other  cuse  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
roan  bad  simulated  stupor,  but  he  could 
not  altogether  approve  of  the  treatment  to 
which  that  man  had  been  subjected.  With 
respect  to  the  general  superintendence  of 
the  prison  |t  was  under  a  commi9sion,  the 
membera  of  which  were  above  suspicion ; 
and  he  heard  a  short  time  since  from  a 

Grson  who  had  attended  a  roan  who  had 
en  a  prisoner  in  that  institution,  and 
who  in  his  dying  moments  stated  that  the 
Penitentiary  was  the  best  institution  in  the 
world,  and  in  his  dying  moments  had  di- 
rected his  thanks  to  pe  returned  to  the 
officers  of  that  establishment  for  the  kind- 
ness with  which  he  had  been  treated, 

Mr,  Hufne  objected  tp  the  intervention 
of  commissionera  to  screen  the  governors 
of  prisons  and  the  Secretary  of  State  from 
responsibility.  The  experiment  of  the 
Penitentiary  had  completely  failed.  It 
was  situated  in  a  bog,  and  must  be  un- 
healthy. He  objected  still  more  to  the 
mitnageinent ;  it  ought  to  be  under  the 
n^anagement  of  ^  responsible  governor, 
and  subjected  to  vigilant  inspection,  the 
Secretary  of  State  being  responsible  for 
the  general  management  qf  ail  cases.  A 
plan  of  that  sort  had  been  adopted  on  the 
CotMinent,  and  found  to  answer.  And 
until  some  such  plan  had  been  adopted  in 


this  country,  all  attempts  at  prison  dis- 
cipline would  be  failures.  They  had  prisons 
ill  the  Isle  of  Wight,  prisons  in  Pentonville 
— the  whole  country  was  full  of  prisons ; 
and  yet  they  could  not  agree  to  any  cffi. 
cient  system.  He  had  called  the  attention 
of  the  Secretrry  of  Slate  to  the  case  of 
William  Penny,  whose  health  was  sufiering 
from  imprisonment  in  Northallerton  gaol. 
No  attention  had  been  paid  to  it,  and  he 
supposed,  that  not  until  the  man  was 
within  twenty-four  hours  of  his  death 
would  any  order  be  issued  for  his  release. 

Mr.  Hawes  defended  the  appointment  of 
the  commissioners.  If  these  commissioners 
had  not  been  appointed,  an  outcry  would 
have  been  raised  against  centralisation, 
and  it  would  have  been  said  that  the  peo- 
ple would  hove  been  excluded  from  the 
management  of  their  own  concerns,  and 
all  local  authority  ovrrthrown.  He  did 
not  think  that  there  had  been  a  case  of 
abuse  established.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Montrose,  said,  that  the 
Chartists  had  been  treated  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment with  cruelty.  Of  course  that 
applied  to  certain  meut  and  of  course 
came  down  to  the  late  Secretary  of  State. 
Well,  be  (Mr,  Hawes)  would  say,  there 
never  was  a  more  unjust  charge.  In  the 
first  place,  the  law  was  not  violated  by 
that  Government.  With  respect  to  the 
wisdom  of  that  prosecution  ne  gave  no 
opinion  ;  that  was  no  part  of  the  charge. 
He  had  his  own  opinion  upon  it.  The 
charge  was,  that  they  were  treated  with 
cruelty,  There  was  certainly  a  hardship 
done  in  placing  the  political  offenders  witti 
those  persons  who  had  committed  felony; 
but  the  moment  the  subject  was  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  an 
act  was  introduced,  providing  that  politi 
cal  offenders  shoqld  not  be  placed  with 
persons  charged  with  felony.  He  should 
say,  that  taking  the  present  prison  system 
altogether,  although,  perhaps,  not  the  best, 
it  was  one  that  would  improve,  and  would 
obtain  additional  confidence  from  the 
public,  and  additional  power  to  repress 
crime. 

Mr.  Greene,  as  one  of  the  commissioners 
of  the  Millbank  Penitentiary,  wished  to 
^ay  a  few  words  in  reply  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon .  Member  for  Montrose.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  said,  that  the  whole 
weight  and  responsibility  ought  to  rest 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  time 
being.  The  Secretary  of  State  was  re- 
sponsible now,  and  was  also  responsible 
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for  the  appointments  made  while  he  was 
in  office. 

Mr.  Ewart  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth,  that  the  present 
system  of  prison  discipline  was  improving, 
and  had  been  for  some  time,  and  he  felt 
convinced  would  continue  to  do  so ;  but 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, that  the  responsibility  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  was  not  at  all  defined,  but 
was  in  a  state  of  uncertainty. 

Mr.  Aglionhy  said,  that  so  far  from  the 
political  offenders  in  the  time  of  the  late 
Government  having  been  treated  with  hu- 
manity, they  had  been  treated  with  so 
much  harshness  that  the  subject  forced 
itself  on  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
would  refer  to  the  case  of  the  prisoners  in 
Warwick  Castle.  Where  could  there  be  a 
case  of  greater  hardship.  That  case  was 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  and  the  mitigation 
of  the  punishment  was  not  obtained  from 
the  Home-office  of  that  day  until  the  sub- 
ject was  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House. 

Sir  /.  Graham  rose  to  order.  The  hon. 
Member  had  made  his  motion  upon  an 
Order  of  the  Day,  to  which  it  in  no  way 
referred,  and  that  was  contrary  to  a  recent 
motion  of  the  House.  This  discussion 
might  take  ^vq  or  six  hours,  and  as  it  was 
interrupting  the  business  of  the  House,  he 
thought  he  had  a  right  to  rise  to  order. 

The  Speaker  said,  he  was  exceedingly 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  point. 
It  was  his  (the  Speaker's  intention  to  have 
done  so  previous  to  putting  the  motion 
that  the  bill  before  the  House  be  read  a 
third  time.  The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the 
third  reading  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors 
Bill  had  been  read ;  the  question  was 
that  he  bill  be  read  a  third  time.  There- 
fore, according  to  a  rule  of  the  House,  no 
hon.  Member  could  move  an  amendment 
not  strictly  relevant  to  the  matter  before 
the  House.  He  hoped  that  in  another 
Session  that  rule  would  be  more  strictly 
adhered  to. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Further  proceedings  postponed  till  a 
later  period,  when  the  bill  with  additional 
clauses  was  passed. 

Remonstrances— PuBLicDisTRESs.] 
Mr.  Thomas  Duncomhe  begged  to  present 
to  the  House  fourteen  documents,  which, 
strictly  speaking,  were  not  petitions,  but 


remonstrances,  or  protests  against  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,  signed  by  the 
chairman  of  different  public  meetings  at 
Bury,  Bradford,  Hythe,  Dundee,  Halifax, 
Aberdeen,  Woodside,  Sheffield,  and  oiber 
considerable  towns.  These  remonstrances 
were  all  couched  in  the  same  terms,  and 
represented  the  feelings  of  nearly  1 ,000,000 
of  the  working  classes.  What  they  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  labouring  people 
of  this  country  were  suffering  from  desti* 
tution  and  misery,  to  an  extent  hitherto 
unknown ;  and  after  setting  forth  their 
grievances  in  language  perfectly  respectful 
and  becoming,  they  went  on  to  express 
their  deep  regret,  that  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, when  a  petition  was  presented  from 
3,500,000  of  the  labouring  class,  request- 
ing to  be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  that  House, 
the  House  had  refused  to  accede  to  their 
prayer;  and  they  added,  that  if  those 
petitions  had  been  heard,  they  woald 
have  made  out  a  case  which  would  have 
induced  the  House  to  alter  the  course  of 
legislation  it  had  been  pursuing.  Satis- 
fied upon  that  point,  they  (the  remon- 
strants) stated,  that  as  no  hope  whatever 
was  held  out  of  a  mitigation  of  their  suf- 
ferings from  the  House  of  Commons  as  at 
present  constituted,  and  as  they  dreaded 
the  awful  consequences  of  a  continued 
disregard  of  their  sufferings,  they  should 
proceed  to  take  such  peaceful  and  legal 
means  to  remedy  the  evils  of  their  condi« 
tion,  as  the  well  being  of  society  and  their 
extreme  suffering  imperatively  demanded. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  Dnncombe) 
having  thus  stated  the  substance  of  these 
documents,  proposed  to  bring  them  up, 
and  to  have  one  of  them  read  at  length 
by  the  clerk  at  the  Table.  [Sir  George 
Clerk:  Do  these  documents  contain  any 
prayer  ?]  No ;  he  was  aware  that  docu* 
ments  of  this  nature  could  not  be  received 
as  petitions ;  but  protests  of  a  similar 
kind  had,  at  different  times  been  read  at 
the  Table,  and  the  House  had  then  deter- 
mined whether  it  would  receive  them  or 
not.  That  was  the  course  he  wished  to 
pursue  in  the  present  instance. 

Sir  George  Clerk^  from  what  he  could 
gather  from  the  hon.  Member's  statemeot 
of  the  substance  of  these  papers,  appie- 
hended  that  they  were  remonstrances  or 
protests  against  the  conduct  of  that  House, 
in  which  case  he  conceived  it  would  ooC 
consist  with  the  forms  of  the  House  to 
allow  them  to  be  received  under  the  guise 
of  petitions.    Upon  this  point,  he  slmld 
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wish  tbe  House  to  be  favoured  with  the 
opinion  of  the  Speaker. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  custom  was 
this,  that  whenever  remonstrances  were 
presented  to  the  House  coupled  with  a 
prayer,  they  were  received  as  petitions; 
but  when  they  were  offered  without  a 
prayer,  the  rule  was  to  refuse  them.  He 
apprehended,  that  in  the  present  instance 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  not 
proposed  to  bring  up  these  documents,  as 
a  matter  of  course.  Whether  they  could  be 
received  or  not,  was  a  question  upon  which 
the  House  must  decide.  They  could  not 
be  brought  up,  nor  be  read  by  the  clerk  at 
the  Table,  unless  the  House  6rst  assented. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  observed,  that  if  the 
House  refused  to  allow  one  of  the  remon- 
strances to  be  read,  it  would  be  rejecting 
a  document,  emanating  from  a  large  body 
of  the  people,  without  knowing  what  it 
was.  These  protests  alluded  to  great 
national  grievances.  The  people  con- 
ceived, that  they  were  ill-used,  and  not 
being  allowed  an  opportunity  of  making 
out  their  case  at  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
they  adopted  this  last  course  of  making 
their  grievances  known,  and  of  declaring 
what  their  own  conduct  would  be.  If  the 
House  thought  proper  not  to  allow  these 
respectful,  but  firm  remonstrances  to  be 
read,  the  faull  would  rest  with  the  House, 
and  not  with  him. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbull,  understanding 
that  the  documents  contained  no  prayer, 
conceived,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Speaker,  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
House  to  receive  them. 

Mr.  AT.  /.  OConnell  thought  that  the 
House  would  be  placing  itself  in  an  awk- 
ward position  if  it  rejected  documents 
thus  offered  to  it,  without  knowing  what 
those  documents  were. 

Mr.  Redhead  Yorke  protested  against 
the  course  which  the  House  was  about  to 
pursue.  If  Members  were  driven  blindly 
to  a  division  without  being  properly  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject  upon  which 
they  were  to  divide,  he  should  vote  with  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Finsbury. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  observed,  that  he  had 
not  been  present  at  the  early  part  of  the 
discussion.  He  believed,  however,  that 
the  question  was  this — 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  begged,  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  present  when 
he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  brought  these  re- 
monstrances under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  aod  as  many  other  Members  had 


since  come  down,  that  he  might  be  again 
permitted  to  state  the  substance  of  them, 
and  to  explain  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  offered  them  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Gentleman  accordingly 
re-stated  tbe  substance  of  the  remon- 
strances, and  repeated  his  proposition, 
that  one  of  them  should  be  read  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  much  obliged  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  having  again  ex- 
plained for  the  benefit  of  those  Members 
who  were  not  present  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  discussion  the  precise  nature 
of  the  subject.  He,  for  one,  during  a 
long  Parliamentary  life,  had  never  raised 
captious  objections  to  the  reception  of  pe- 
titions. He  thought  it  better,  unless  there 
appeared  to  be  a  disposition  to  treat  the 
House  with  disrepect,  not  to  enter  into  a 
critical  examination  of  the  terms  in  which 
petitioners  expressed  themselves.  He  was 
never  disposed  to  object  to  words ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  it  of  import- 
ance, that  the  established  forms  and  usages 
with  respect  to  the  reception  of  addresses  to 
the  House  should  be  adhered  to;  and,  at 
any  rate,  that  those  established  forms  and 
usages  should  not  be  departed  from  with- 
out the  advantage  of  previous  notice  and 
mature  consideration.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  that  these  were  not  petitions, 
but  remonstrances.  Then,  if  the  rule  of 
the  House  were,  that  the  mode  of  ap* 
preaching  it  for  the  purpose  of  declaring 
an  opinion,  or  expressing  a  wish,  should 
be  in  the  form  of  petition,  he  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  thought,  that  that  form  ought  to  be 
adhered  to.  He  apprehended,  that  the 
orders  of  the  House  implied,  that  such 
should  be  the  course  of  proceedings.  The 
Standing  Orders  required,  that  the  Member 
should  state  the  prayer  of  the  petition. 
Therefore  both  usages  and  the  Standing 
Orders  implied,  that  the  mode  of  ap- 
proaching the  House,  either  for  the  decla- 
ration of  opinion,  or  for  the  presentation 
of  remonstrance,  was  by  petition.  It  was 
not  his  wish,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to 
trench  upon  the  rights  of  those  who 
wished  to  approach  that  House;  but  if 
general  usage,  and  the  Standing  Orders  of 
the  House,  pointed  out  the  form  of  peti- 
tion as  the  only  mode  in  which  the  House 
could  be  approached,  he  trusted,  that  the 
House  would  not  in  the  present  instance 
permit  its  usual  forms  to  be  departed 
from,  without  the  opportunity  of  a  full 
and  mature  consideratioQ. 
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Mr.  T,  DuHcombe  said,  that  documents 
without  prayers,  similar  to  those  which  hv 
wished  to  present,  had  been  brought  to 
the  Table  on  former  occasions,  and  that 
the  House  had  divided  on  the  propriety  of 
receivinor  them. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  such  cases  mus^t 
be  exceedingly  rare.  He  had  not  been 
able  to  find  in  the  Journals  of  the  House  a 
precedent  for  the  reception  of  any  re- 
monstrance except  in  the  form  of  petition. 
It  was,  however,  a  question  to  be  decided 
by  the  authority  of  the  Speaker,  and  he 
trusted  the  Speaker  would  state  what  was 
the  usage  on  the  subject. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  usage  of  the 
House  certainly  had  been  not  to  receive  any 
remonstrance,  unless  it  concluded  with  a 
prayer.  There  was  a  Standing  Order  requir- 
ing that  the  prayer  of  every  petition  should 
be  stated  by  the  Member  presenting  it. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombet  understanding  that 
there  was  a  positive  Standing  Order  against 

the  reception  of  such  documents,  would  ■  Gentleman  that  the  question,  as  he 
not  further  press  them  upon  the  accept-  I  putting  it,  might  lead  to  a  discnaaion,  and 


Commutation  of  Srntencks.]  Mr. 
R,  Yorke  wished  to  put  a  question  lo  the 
Home  Secretary  of  which  he  had  not 
given  notice.  When  speaking,  in  the 
earlier  part  of  that  day,  upon  the  iiabject 
of  the  Chartist  prisoners,  he  (Mr.  R.  Ynrke) 
understood  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  say 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  po- 
litical prisoners  should  be  treated  with 
rigour.  That  being  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's opinion  with  respect  to  political  of- 
fenders, he  (Mr.  R.  Yorke)  now  begged  to 
allude  to  the  recently  tried  case  of 
'*  Browning  v.  Johnston/'  and  to  ask 
whether  it  was  to  be  understood,  as  a  re 
c<^nised  principle,  that  the  Home  Secre. 
tary  should  be  empowered «  upon  ex  parte 
statements,  to  release  prisoners  from  con- 
finement, for  a  consideratioo  io  money, 
where  a  sentence  of  iropriaonment  had 
been  pronounced  by  a  judge  presiding  in 
a  court  of  justice. 

The    Speaker  intimated    to    the  hon. 


was  therefore  irregular. 

Mr.  R,  Yorke  trusted,  then,  thai  he 
might  be  allowed  to  put  the  qoeaCion  ia 
another  form.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  understood  that  the  Home  SecreCary 
was  empowered  Co  recommend  a  eomnao- 
tation  of  the  punishment  of  imprtsonnieot 


ance  of  the  House. — Motion  withdrawn. 

Slavery  —  Ceylon.]  Mr.  VilHers 
inquired  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  if  he  had  received  any 
report  from  the  Governor  of  Ceylon  as  to 
the  state  of  slavery  in  that  colony  ?     The 

reason  that  he  bad  for  asking  the  question  |  for  a  consideration  in  nKmey/  eapecially 
wa8>  its  having  been  discovered  that  there  i  when  the  evidence  upon  which  that  im- 
were  nearly  30,000  people  there  in  that !  prisonroent  had  been  ordered  by  the  judge, 
condition.  A  memorial  was  presented  to  had  not  been  in  any  material  respect  im- 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  I  puirned. 

who  preceded  the  noble  Lord  at  the  |  Sir  J.  Graham  observed,  chat  vrhat  hnd 
Colonial-office,  on  the  subject,  who  replied  i  fallen  from  the  hou.  Member,  consisted 
that  before  receiving  the  memorial  \\e  had  '  partly  of  statement  and  pardy  of  inteno- 
requested  the  governor  to  make  a  report  gation.  lliat  part  of  it  which  oonststcd 
upon  the  state  of  slavery  in  that  island,  \  of  statement  was  highly  inaccnrmle^  He 
with  the  view  to  its  extinction,  and  he  !  had  not  that  morning  slated,  that  poiitieal 
wished  to  know  if  that  re|K)rt  had  been  ^  oflenders  shoukl  be  treated  with  rigmir. 


made,  or  whether  the  government  had  it  in 
contemplation  to  issue  any  Order  in  Coun- 
cil on  the  subject. 

Lord  SiatUey  said,  that  not  very  long 


He  had  drawn  no  distinction  between  po- 
litical oflenders  and  all  oUier  offeodcn; 
but  what  be  dki  say  was,  that  vhibt  be 
^vas  most  anxiotis  that  priaoo  discipline 


ago  he  had  received  from  the  Governor  of  ,  shoold  be  conducted  with 


Ceylon  despatches  expressing  his  regret 
that  he  was  not  prepared  to  furnish  a  de- 
tailed report  on  the  subject  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  hon.  Member  bad  allnded, 
but  he  stated  that  slavery  had  virtually 
been  almost  extinguished  in  the  colony, 
ahd  thst  he  was  about  to  introdnce  n  new 
registration  act,  which  he  hoped  would 
render  the  final  abolition  of  slavery  com- 
paratively  easy. 


even  forbearance  towards  ofitodevs,  atill  it 
was  due  to  society  that  criminak  in  gaol 
should  have  the  discipline  of  the  gaol  ad. 
ministered  firmly,  temperately,  and  even 
rigorously.  He  appealed  to  thoae  who 
heard  him,  whether  thai  was  not  the  sab. 
stance  of  what  he  had  aUted  in  the  aaora* 
ing,  and  whether  the  miarepfeaeatatian  of 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  York*  was  ooC  soaae 
what  aojoat  and  hard.    With  leaped  «» 
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the  question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, he  begged  to  state,  that  there  was  no 
ItmitatioD  to  the  prerogative  of  mercy  as 
exercised  by  the  Crown,  upon  the  recom- 
meadation  of  its  responsible  advisers.  It 
was  the  pride  and  glory  of  the  country, 
that  the  prerogatire  of  mercy  knew  no  li- 
mit. Any  sentence,  passed  by  any  court, 
however  severe,  might  be  mitigated  to  any 
extent  by  the  Sovereign,  acting  upon  the 
riK^ommendalioD  of  responsible  advisers. 

Importation  of  Cork.]  Mr.  M.  Phi- 
lips  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  respect  to 
some  misunderstanding  which  had  arisen 
with  regard  to  the  act  recently  passed  for 
regulating  the  importation  of  corn.  The 
28th  clause  of  that  bill  directed,  that  the 
average  should  be  taken  on  every  Thurs. 
day,  for  each  week,  from  the  Thursday  in 
the  week  preceding.  The  bill  passed  on 
Friday,  the  28th  of  April ;  and  he  was 
informed,  that  some  importers  contended, 
that  as  a  full  week  did  not  intervene  be- 
tween that  day  and  the  following  Thurs- 
day, DO  average  could  be  struck,  and  no 
duty  was  payable.  Those  parties  had,  he 
understood,  paid  the  duty  under  protest ; 
and  he  wished  to  know,  whether,  in  this 
case,  the  exemption  could  be  legally 
claimed. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  believed  this  question  had  been  put  to 
him  io  consequence  of  the  suggestions  of 
an  individual  whose  employment  consisted 
in  detecting  errors  and  defects  in  Acts  of 
Parliament ;  and  who  pointed  out  those 
errors  to  merchants  and  others,  on  condi- 
tion of  receiving  a  premium  for  his  in- 
formation. [An  hon.  Member  said,  *'  That 
is  not  the  case.'']  The  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  considered,  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  objection ;  and  it  had  been  left  to 
the  parties  interested  to  try  the  question, 
if  they  were  disposed  to  do  so. 

LmiTATiOK  OF  Actions  (Ireland).] 
Mr.  Howes  said,  that  he  had,  last  night, 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House,  and 
his  object  io  making  the  proposition  was 
to  defeat  the  Limitation  of  Actions  (Ire- 
land) Bill.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
it  were  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  proceed  with 
that  measure? 

Lord  EUot  feared  it  would  be  out  of  his 
power  to  proceed  with  the  bill  at  this  late 
period. 


Public  Bills — Late  and  present 
Ministers.]]  V xscowvii  Palmerston  spoke 
to  the  following  effect.*  Sir,  I  rise  in 
pursuance  of  the  notice  which  I  have  given, 
to  move  for  certain  returns  respecting  the 
public  bills  which  have  been  brought  into 
Parliament  during  the  present  Session ; 
and  as  this  motion  embraces  the  whole 
course  of  policy  of  the  Government,  I 
think  it  not  an  unGtting  occasion  on  which 
to  submit  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House  some  few  observations  upon  the 
state  of  our  affairs  both  at  home  and 
abroad.  There  are,  from  time  to  time,  in 
the  course  of  public  affairs,  epochs  at 
which  it  is  good  to  pause ;  to  look  back 
upon  events  gone  by  :  to  look  forward  to 
events  to  come :  to  investigate  the  political 
causes  which  may  be  in  operation :  to 
examine  their  accomplished  effects,  and 
to  anticipate  their  future  action.  Such  a 
period  is  the  present  moment;  when  a 
political  party  who  had  been  for  ten  years 
in  active  opposition,  have  now  been  nearly 
a  twelvemonth  in  possession  of  power, 
and  are  about  to  close  their  first  Parlia- 
mentary Session.  This  seems  not  an  un- 
fitting occasion,  on  which  to  consider  what 
were  the  expectations  which  were  enter- 
tained when  that  party  acceded  to  power ; 
on  what  those  expectations  were  founded, 
and  how  far  they  have  been  realized.  But 
in  pursuing  this  inquiry,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary for  us  to  cast  a  rapid  glance  at  the 
events  of  a  period  somewhat  further  back 
than  the  time  when  this  party  was  in 
opposition .  The  hon  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury,  in  a  recent  debate  in  this  House, 
traced  the  causes  of  some,  of  what  I  con- 
sider the  imaginary  evils,  of  which  he 
complained,  to  the  settlement  of  Europe 
which  was  made  at  the  peace  of  1815. 
But  some  of  the  great  causes  which  are 
still  in  operation,  took  their  origin  in  the 
long  and  eventful  war,  of  which  that  peace 
was  the  close.  That  war,  which  lasted 
near  a  quarter  of  a  century ;  the  progress 
of  which  was  full  of  the  most  extraordi- 
nary and  romantic  vicissitudes;  during 
which  the  tide  of  conquest  rolled  over  the 
whole  continent  of  Europe,  first  from  west 
to  east,  and  then  back  again  from  east  to 
west ;  that  war  roused  into  the  most  vefae* 
ment  action,  all  the  passions,  all  the  fa- 
culties, all  the  energies  of  the  nations  of 
Europe ;  and  it  was  idle  to  suppose  that 
returning  peace  would  restore  those  na- 


*  From  a  corrected  report. 
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tioDS  to  the  same  political  condition   in 
which  the  war  had  found  them.     It  was 
vain  to  think  that  men  who  had  so  long 
been  accustomed  to  discuss,  and  practi- 
cally too,  theories  of  Government,  and 
the  rights  and  wrongs  of  mankind,  would 
at  once  fall  back  into  that  state  of  com- 
parative slumber  from  which   they   had 
been  roused  by  the  outbreak  of  hostilities. 
Nevertheless,  there  were  eminent  states- 
men,  not  on  the  Continent  only,  but  in 
this  country  also,  who  indulged  in  such  a 
dream — but  the  delusion  was  soon  dis- 
pelled.    The  Italians,  the  Spaniards,  the 
Portuguese,  made  repeated,  but  unsuc- 
cessful, attempts  to  wrest  from  their  go- 
vernments free  institutions.     The  Span, 
iards  and   Portuguese  indeed  at  a  later 
period,  under  happier  auspices,  with  the 
consent  of  their  legitimate  sovereigns,  and 
with  the  protecting  aid  of  England,  have 
obtained  for  themselves  the  inestimable 
blessing    of    representative    government. 
England  was  not  exempt  from  the  oper- 
ation of  those  influences  which  acted  upon 
the  Continent.    When  peace  had  relieved 
the  minds  of  men  in  this  country  from 
that  anxious  and  all-absorbing  solicitude, 
which  belongs  to  a  struggle  for  national 
existence,  the  attention  of  the  nation  was 
directed  with  great  intensity  to  our  do- 
mestic concerns,  and  two  questions  prin- 
cipally occupied   the  public  mind.     The 
one  related  to  that  grievous  injustice  to 
which  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom  had  long  been  subjected, 
by  disabilities  under  which  they  laboured, 
on  account  of  their  religious  opinions ;  the 
other  related  to  the  defects  and  imperfec- 
tions of  our  representative  system  :  these 
were  the  Catholic  Question,  and  Parlia- 
mentary Reform.     Parliamentary  Reform 
being  the  question  which  affected  roost 
directly  the  great  mass  of  the  community 
in  this  country,  was  on  that  account  the 
question  in  which  the  great  mass  of  the 
community  took  the  strongest  and  most 
lively  interest.    The    Catholic  Question 
being  the  one^  which  was  productive  of 
the  greatest  practical  injustice,  and  which 
impaired  most  directly,  and  in  the  greatest 
degree  the  national  resources,  was  on  that 
account  the  question,  to  which  the  leading 
men  in  Parliament  gave  their  most  earnest 
attention.     After  a  long  struggle,  Catholie 
Emancipation  was  carried  in  1829;  and 
though  many  distinguished  statesmen  had 
by  their  previous  exertions  paved  the  way 
for  that  great  consummatiooi  yet  it  is 


chiefly  owing  to  the  energy,  and  (imiDew, 
and  sagacity  of  three  men,  that  this  roea* 
sure  was  carried  at  that  time,  and  that 
the  country  was  saved  from  the  many  and 
various  evil^,  which  a  longer  contiouance 
of  the  former  injustice  mast  inevitably 
have  produced.  Those  men  are  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite,  the  head  of  ber 
Majesty's  Government;  the  Duke  of  Well- 
ington :  and  a  person  who  has  not  often 
been  combined  in  political  co-operation 
with  them,  I  mean  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  O'Connell). 
It  was  by  these  three  men,  principally, 
that  the  measure  of  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion was  carried ;  and  I  cannot  on  this 
occasion  mention  the  name  of  that  great 
and  illustrious  man,  the  Duke  of  Welling. 
ton,  to  whom  this  nation  owes  a  larger  d^t 
of  gratitude  than  perhaps  any  nation  ever 
before  owed  to  anv  other  man :  witboot 

m 

venturing  to  express  a  hope,  that  he  may 
be  destined  to  add  another  wreath  to  the 
laurels  which  already  grace  his  brow ;  and 
that  having  saved  his  country  by  his  ge- 
nius in  war ;  and  having  by  his  wisdom 
in  peace  struck  their  fetters  off  from  seven 
millions  of  his  fellow-subjects;  he  may 
add  to  his  military  exploits,  and  to  his 
civil  achievements,  the  glory  of  working 
out  the  commercial  emancipation  of  bis 
country.  Well,  the  Catholic  qnestioa 
being  carried,  it  was  obvioas  to  every  man 
who  reflected  at  all  on  the  state  of  public 
affairs,  that  Parliamentary  Reform  was  the 
question  which  stood  next  for  settlement. 
That  settlement  might  perhaps  have  been 
delayed  some  years  longer,  but  the  events 
which  happened  in  France  and  Belgium 
in  1830,  hastened  the  crisis.  It  then  be- 
came the  duty  of  the  Government  of  that 
day  to  consider  whether  they  shoald  un- 
dertake the  settlement  of  that  question, 
as  they  had  that  of  the  Catholic  qaestion« 
They  determined  that  they  could  not,  and 
I  think  they  judged  wisely.  However 
honourable  their  conduct  was  in  1829, 
and  I  then  stated  my  opinion  that  it  was 
so,  I  repeat  that  opinion  now,  and  shall 
never  alter  it;  however  honourable  to 
themselves,  as  well  as  advantageoos  to 
their  country,  their  conduct  in  1829  was, 
yet  it  did  excite  among  a  large  portion  of 
their  warmest  adherents,  the  deepest  and 
bitterest  resentment.  This  resentment 
arose  from  a  want  on  the  part  of  thoee 
persons  who  felt  it,  of  those  large  views 
of  national  interests,  and  of  that  just  sense 
of  political  necessities,  which  actuated  tba 
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GoTeroment  in  comiDg  to  their  determi- 
natioo.    The  interval  between  1829  and 
1830  was  too  short  to  allow  that  resent 
ment  to  have  subsided.     If  the  Govern- 
ment had  undertaken  in  1830  to  settle 
the  question  of  Parliamentary  Reform, 
they  were  sure  to  have  gone  too  far  to  re- 
tain the  support  of  their  followers,  while 
they  would  probably  not  have  gone  far 
enough   to  obtain  the  support  of  their 
opponents.    They  therefore  took  advan- 
tage   of   an    incidental    defeat  upon    a 
question  comparatively  unimportant,  and 
resigned    their    offices.      But   I   believe 
that  almost  all    the   members    of    that 
government,    on    resigning  their  offices, 
expressed  their   individual  opinion   that 
the  time  was  then  come,  when  some  re- 
form or  other  of  our  system  of  represen- 
tation could  no  longer  be  delayed.    Well, 
we  succeeded  to  power ;  and  we  brought 
forward  our  plan  of  reform ;  and  that  plan 
was  so  much  more  extensive  than  any 
.thing  that  any  of  the  party  who  had  gone 
out  bad  conceived  to  be  possible,  that  the 
mere  announcement  of  it  struck  them  not 
only  with  astonishment,  but  with  dismay. 
They  thought  they  saw  in  it  their  utter 
annihilation  as  a  political  party ;  they  be- 
lieved it  would  destroy  all  their  influence 
at  elections:    and    imagined   that  they 
should  be  swept  away  by  the  overwhelm- 
ing tide  of  democratic  power.     We  as- 
sured them  that  their  fears  were  vain ; 
that  under  our  plan  property  would  still 
retain  its  just  and  legitimate  influence; 
and  more  than  this  it  ought  not  to  have. 
They  would  not  believe  us.     But  I  would 
ask  the  most  vehement  Anti-Reformer  of 
that  day  to  look  at  the  present  state  of 
parties  in  this  House,  and  at  the  division 
lists  of  this  Session,  and  to  tell  me  whe- 
ther the  fears  which  they  then  entertained 
have  not  been  proved  by  the  result,  to 
have  been  visionary  and  groundless.    No 
less  visionary  and  no  less  groundless  are 
the  fears  which  the  same  party  now  en- 
tertain, that  by  striking  ofi*  the  fetters 
which  cramp  and  paralyze  the  productive 
industry  of  the  country,  we  should  inflict 
the  smiallest  injury  on  the  owners  of  the 
soil.    Parliamentary  Reform  was  carried ; 
but  there  was  this  difference  between  that, 
and  Catholic  Emancipation  ;  that  Catho- 
lic Emancipation  was,  if  I  may  say  so,  a 
measure  complete  in  itself ;  while  Parlia- 
mentary Reform  was  rather  a  means  to  an 
end.    The  object  of  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion was  to  redress  a  great  wrong ;  and 


that  wrong  was  redressed.    But  the  ob- 
ject of  Parliamentary  Reform    was   not 
merely  to  remove  the  discontent  which 
ourformer  defective  system  of  representa- 
tion created,  but  to  reconstruct  our  legis. 
lative  machine,  so  that  we  might  be  better 
able  to  correct  our  bad  laws,  or  to  pass 
better  laws  in  their  stead.     Now  among 
the  various  evils  of  our  existing  legisla- 
tion, which  could  not  fail  at  an  early  mo- 
ment to  attract  the  attention  of  a  reformed 
Parliament,  it  is  obvious  that  the  defects 
of  our  commercial  system  stood   in  the 
foremost  rank.   It  was  idle  to  suppose  that 
when  we  had  admitted  into  this  House  a 
due  proportion  of  direct  representatives 
from  our  great  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial communities,  those    representa- 
tives would  not  bring  frequently  and  ur- 
gently under  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment the  many  evils  which  their  consti- 
tuents suffered  by  reason  of  our  restrictive 
and  prohibitory  system    of    commercial 
legislation;    and   it    was    impossible  to 
imagine  that  Parliament  would  not  soon 
be  induced  by  the  force  of  reason  and  of 
argument,  to  make  great  and  important 
changes  in  that  system.     But  there  were 
many  who  did  not  look  deep  enough  be 
low  the  surface  of  things  to  be  convinced 
of  this.    The  large  party  in  this  House 
and  in  the  country  who  think,  and  no 
doubt  honestly  and  conscientiously,  that 
the  system  of  monopoly  and  restriction  of 
which  we  complain,  is  not  only  advanta- 
geous to  themselves,  but  beneficial  to  the 
country,  believed  that  the  advance  or  the 
stoppage  of  social  improvement,  depend, 
not  upon  the  action  of  great  and  wide 
spreading  causes,  but    upon  the    acci- 
dental circumstance  that  men  of  particu- 
lar opinions  may  happen  from  time  to 
time  to  be  in  possession  of  power.    They 
thought,  therefore,  when   we  were  year 
after  year  announcing  our  progressive  im- 
provements, that  if  they  could  only  con- 
trive to  dispossess  ns  of  power,  and  to 
place  in  our  stead  the  leaders  of  their  own 
party,  they  would  be  safe,  and  the  system 
which  they  had  so  long  cherished  would 
continue  to  be  maintained.    They  had  a 
large  majority  in  the  House  of  Lords; 
they  had  growing  numbers  in  the  House 
of  Commons;    all  they  wanted  was  a 
majority  here ;  they  set  to  work  to  obtain 
it,    steadily,    systematically,    and    per- 
severingly;    they  laboured  hard  in   the 
registration  courts;  and  gradually  rose 
I  upon  us,  until  it  became  probable  that 
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the  time  would  lOon  come,  when  they 
would  have  the  commaDd  of  tbit  House, 
as  well  as  of  the  other.  The  last  Session 
of  the  late  Parliament  brought  matters  to 
a  crisis.  Their  numbers  had  become 
nearly  equal  to  ours.  The  measures  of 
commercial  reform  which  we  announced 
showed  them  that  there  was  no  time  to 
be  lost ;  and  that  the  battle  most  imme- 
diately be  fought.  They  fought  the  battle, 
6rst  in  (his  House,  and  afterwards  in  the 
country  ;  their  victory  was  complete,  and 
our  defeat  amounted  almost  (o  a  rout. 
Surely  the  day  on  which  we  gave  up  the 
seals  of  office,  and  when  power  was  trans- 
ferred to  our  opponents,  surely  that  day 
was  a  day  of  exultation  and  triumph  to 
the  Tory  party !  Surely  that  was  a  day 
which  secured  for  years  to  come  the 
maintenance  of  that  system  of  monopoly 
and  restriction  to  which  they  are  at* 
tached,  and  which  they  conceive  to  be  no 
less  conducive  to  the  public  interest  than 
to  their  own.  Great  accordingly  was  their 
triumph,  and  loud  their  exultation.  But, 
alas,  the  vanity  of  human  wisdom  !  alas» 
how  short-sighted  are  the  most  sagacious 
of  men!  But  a  few  short  months  passed 
over  their  heads  before  their  songs  of 
triumph  were  changed  into  cries  of  la- 
mentation. The  very  persons  whom  they 
had  chosen  to  be  their  appointed  cham- 
pions; the  very  guardians  whom  they 
armed  for  their  defence,  turned  their 
weapons  upon  them,  and  with  inhuman 
and  unrelenting  cruelty  struck  blows, 
which  though  not  at  present  fatal,  must 
ere  long  lead  to  the  total  extinction  of 
their  favourite  system.  Great  was  now 
their  disappointment,  loud  their  lamen- 
tations, and  bitter  their  complaints.  We 
have  not  heard  much  of  these  complaints 
in  this  House;  there  are  reasons  for  that; 
but  every  other  house  in  London,  all  the 
clubs  and  every  street  of  the  town  have 
been  ringing  with  the  invectives  of  men, 
who  represent  themselves  as  the  victims 
of  the  grossest  deception.  I  say  it  is 
true  they  have  been  grossly  deceived. 
But  by  whom?  Not  by  the  right  hon. 
Barooet  opposite;  but  by  themselves. 
They  have  themselvest  and  themselves 
only  to  blame,  for  any  disappointment 
they  have  suffered  in  consequence  of  the 
course  pursued  by  her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment.  Why  did  they  not,  during  the  ten 
loug  years  they  were  following  Uieir  pre- 
sent leaders  in  oppositiou,  take  due  pains 
to  ascertain  what  the  opinions  of  tboae 


leaders  were,  upon  matters  which  Ihej 
deem  of  vital  importance  ?  If  they  neg- 
lected to  do  so,  they  have  themselves  only 
to  blame  for  the  disappointment  which 
they  have  experienced,  when  the  nml 
opinions  of  those  leaders  came  oecesearily 
to  be  disclosed  upon  their  aocessioo  to 
power.  What  those  opinkras  are,  we  in 
this  House  have,  during  the  present 
Session,  had  full  opportunities  of  leamiog. 
We  have  heard  them  stated  fully,  ex- 
plicitly,  and  unequivocally;  and  I 
bound  to  say,  that  more  liberal 
more  enlightened  views,  sounder  or  jusler 
principles,  could  not  have  been  pro- 
pounded by  any  advocate  of  free-trade 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  But  no  man 
can  suppose  that  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
inherited  these  principles  from  us  with 
their  offices;  or  that  they  found  them 
locked  up  in  the  red  boxes  which  we  left 
on  our  tables.  It  is  not  to  be  imagined 
either  that  we  so  impregnated  the  atmo- 
sphere of  Dowoing-street  with  free*trade 
principles,  that  our  successors,  on  enlerin^ 
it,  caught  the  infection  as  they  would  an 
epidemic.  It  would  be  too  childish  to 
believe  that.  Still  less  can  it  be  supposed 
that  these  recently  propounded  doctrines 
and  opinions,  are  the  result  of  deep 
studies,  to  which  the  Tory  leaders  have 
devoted  themselves,  since  their 
to  office  in  September  last.  No,  Sir, 
know  by  experience  what  are  the  iabonra 
of  official  men.  We  know  that  the 
stream  of  business  comes  flowing  in  with 
unceasing  volume  every  hour  of  every  day, 
like  the  current  of  the  Thames ;  and  that 
if  it  be  allowed  to  accumulate,  the  men 
who  ventures  to  delay,  will  soon  be  irre- 
trievably overwhelmed.  We  know  that 
every  hour  of  every  day,  and  many  honra 
of  the  night;  that  every  thought,  and 
every  faculty  of  the  mind,  must  be  de- 
voted by  a  Minister  to  the  business  which 
is  perpetually  pressing  upon  him ;  and  we 
well  know  that  these  duties,  at  all  limca 
heavy,  are  doubly  weighty  daring  the 
first  few  months  alter  a  new  Administn- 
tion  has  come  into  power.  It  is  not  to 
be  supposed  therefore,  that  during  the 
five  months  which  elapsed  between  the 
3rd  of  September,  when  the  present  Go- 
vernment came  in,  and  the  drd  of  Febm- 
ary  when  Parliament  was  assembled,  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  could  have  found 
leisure  to  study  the  works  of  Adam  Sasilh, 
of  Ricardo,  of  MaecuUoch,  of  Mill,  and 
of  Senior.    No>  Sir,  it  ia  naniiest  theft 
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the  opinions  which  (hey  have  so  well 
expounded  in  the  present  Session  of  Par* 
1  lament  roust  hate  been  the  fratts  of  long 
previous  meditation  and  study.  Of  study 
deliberately  pursued  during  the  ten  years 
of  comparative  leisure,  which  a  state  even 
of  the  most  active  opposition  will  afford ; 
and  they  must  have  come  into  office  fully 
imbued  with  those  sound  principles,  the 
enunciation  of  which  has  excited  so  much 
admiration  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
has  created  so  much  surprise  and  alarm 
on  the  other.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
they  who  find  fault  with  the  Government 

00  this  ground,  do  so  without  any  suf- 
ficient cause.  I  must,  however,  candidly 
confess,  that  in  one  respect  the  con- 
duct of  the  Gentlemen  opposite  before 
they  came  into  office  is  open  to  some 
slight  degree  of  criticism.  The  right 
hoo.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
accused  me  on  a  former  occasion  of  too 
much  assurance ;  I  am  not  going  to  retort 
the  charge;  I  am  going  to  complain  oo 
the  contrary  of  his  over  modesty.  1  com- 
plain of  the  over  modesty  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  Colleagues,  in  this )  that 
upon  many  occasions  while  they  were  out 
of  power,  when  matters  came  under  dis- 
cussion in  this  House,  to  which  the  prin- 
ciples  which  they  have  lately  avowed  were 
plainly  and  fully  applicable,  their  modesty, 
(for  it  was  that  no  doabt,)  pievented  them 
from  doing  full  jostice  to  themselves ;  and 
that  by  practising  an  over^scrupulous  le* 
serve,  they  really  concealed  from  the 
public  the  progress  tbey  had  made  in  their 
studies  in  political  economy.  For  instance, 
when  we  proposed  a  moderate  reduction 
in  the  duty  on  foreign  timber,  they  ob* 
jected  to  the  measure,  chiefly  upon  grounds 
of  technical  fom,  instead  of  entering  fully 
into  the  subject ;  and  they  did  great  injus- 
tice to  thanseJves;  because  tbey  led 
people  to  imagine  thai  their  objection  to 
our  proposal  was,  that  it  diminished  too 
much  the  protection  on  British  timber; 
whereas  we  now  know  by  what  we  have 
seen  them  propose  ainee  they  came  into 
ofiioe,  thai  their  real  objectioo  was,  not 
that  our  proposal  went  too  far,  but  that  it 
did  not  go  half  far  enough,  and  did  not 
giiRe  sufficient  idief  to  all  those  braoebes 
of  Brttish  industry,  in  the  products  of 
which  timber  fonns  an  essential  element. 

1  do  not  like  to  weary  the  House  by  mul- 
tiplying instances  of  this  kind,  but  I  may 
JQSt  idfer  to  the  intention  which  we  an- 
nounced last  year  of  oMkiag  a  onnaidenble 


reduction  in  the  duty  on  foreign  com.  To 
this  the  Gentlemen  opposite  expressed  a 
decided  objection ;  not  indeed,  as  it  now 
a  pears,  because  they  thought  a  duly  of 
85.  a  quarter  on  wheat,  too  low ;  for  that 
seems  to  be  the  duty  at  which  by  their 
own  measure  they  are  willing  that  a  large 
importation  shall  take  place ;  though  they 
preferred  to  get  at  that  duty  by  a  sliding- 
scale,  instead  of  having  it  as  a  fixed  point. 
But  they  did  not  then  let  us  into  the  secret 
of  their  strongest  objectioo.  Now,  how- 
ever, we  have  found  out  what  it  was ;  and 
it  appears,  that,  acting  upon  the  good  old 
country  gentleman's  adage  of  '*  Down 
corn,  down  horn,"  their  real  objection  to 
our  proposed  reduction  in  the  duty  on 
corn  was,  that  we  had  not  announced  our 
intention  of  accompanying  it  by  a  corre- 
sponding reduction  in  the  duty  on  foreign 
cattle.  I  must  say,  then,  that  these  Gen- 
tlemen have  not  done  themselves  justice ; 
but,  as  we  are  thankful  for  the  large  ad- 
missions they  have  made,  and  for  the 
liberal  principles  they  have  propounded, 
we  will  not  cavil  with  them  on  smaller 
matters.  As  regards  the  commercial  in- 
terests of  the  country,  we  are  certainly  in- 
debted to  the  Government  for  having  made 
this  Session  one  of  a  very  remarkable 
character.  The  measures,  indeed,  which 
have  been  proposed  have  fallen  far  short 
of  the  necessities  of  the  country ;  far  short 
of  the  wishes  of  this  side  of  the  House ; 
far  short  of  the  principles  on  which  they 
were  founded  and  recommended.  But  a 
great  step  has  been  made  in  the  right  di- 
rection, when  we  have  got  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment speaking  out  as  the  present  Govern- 
aenc  has  done.  This  should  inspire  us 
with  hope  for  the  future,  and  make  us  en- 
deavour to  be  content  at  present  with 
what  we  have  already  gained.  I  cannot 
say,  however,  that  in  other  respects  the 
Government  have  much  reason  to  con- 
gratulate themselves  upon  having  fulfilled, 
during  the  present  Sessk>n,  the  expecla- 
trans  which  they  held  out  at  its  commence- 
ment. What  were  the  points  oonnected 
with  domestic  affairs  to  which  the  Govem- 
raeat,  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throoe,  in- 
vited the  practical  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  These  points  were — the  deficiency 
of  the  revenue— the  com  and  provision 
laws— -the  bankruptcy  law — ^improvements 
in  the  law  concerning  ecclesiastical  joris- 
diction  the  law  as  to  the  registration  of 
electoii— «od  Che  distress  in  the  oamifac- 
taring  dotricts.    NaW|  as  to  tbe  financial 
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deficiency,  the  first  thing  the  Government 
did,  was  to  increase  it,  by  making  a  sacri- 
fice of  a  large  portion  of  the  duty  on 
foreign  timber ;  a  sacrifice  annecessary  to 
such  an  extent,  at  the  present  moment ; 
and  which  might  have  been  delayed  to  a 
period  of  greater  financial  prosperity.  But 
after  increasing  the  deficiency,  I  must  ad- 
mit that  they  have  supplied  it,  and  with  a 
vengeance,  by  their  Income-tax.  This  tax 
will  certainly  be  productive— more  produc- 
tive than  the  Government  anticipates— -in 
vexation  and  discontent ;  but  all  the  money 
it  produces  must  not  be  considered  as  clear 
gain  to  the  revenue.  At  the  outset  we 
were  told  that  people  would  save  what 
they  paid  in  Income-tax,  by  the  greater 
cheapness  of  living,  that  was  to  be  the 
consequence  of  the  new  tarifT.  But  we 
were  afterwards  informed  that  the  changes 
made  in  the  tariff  would  not  occasion  any 
material  reduction  in  the  prices  of  the 
commodities  which  constitute  the  chief 
expense  of  living.  If,  however,  those  who 
have  to  pay  the  tax  cannot  save  the 
amount  of  it,  by  a  reduction  in  the  cost  of 
articles  of  consumption,  they  will  endea- 
vour to  save  it  by  diminishing  the  extent 
of  their  consumption ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  act  wisely,  if  they  do  not 
reckon  that  some  part  of  what  they  get  by 
the  Income-tax  will  be  withdrawn  from 
the  produce  of  other  taxes.  The  Income- 
tax,  however,  which  is  a  measure  all  their 
own,  being  carried,  I  trust  and  hope  it 
will  have  the  effect  of  making  good  the 
deficiency  in  the  revenue.  The  next  point 
mentioned  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
was  the  corn  and  provision  laws,  and  I 
have  already  said  that  the  measures 
proposed  upon  this  subject  by  the  Go- 
vernment, though  insufficient,  were  no 
small  step  in  the  way  of  improvement. 
The  next  point  was  the  law  on  bank- 
ruptcy, and  it  is  curious  to  trace  the 
course  of  the  measure  brought  in  by  the 
Government  on  that  subject.  The  Speech 
from  the  Throne  was  delivered  on  the 
3rd  of  February,  and  it  invited  the  atten* 
tion  of  Parliament  to  the  amendment  of 
the  law  of  bankruptcy.  The  present  Go- 
vernment found  the  scheme  of  a  bill  upon 
this  subject  prepared  by  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor,  Lord  Cottenham.  They  had 
not  much  to  do  therefore,  but  to  ascertain 
whether  they  approved  of  the  bill  as  pre- 
pared; and  if  they  did,  to  bring  it  in 
immediately.  The  bill  was  introduced 
nto  Uie  House  of  Lords  on  the  18tb 


February,  not  the  whole  bill  as  prepared 
by  Lord  Cottenham,  for  one  important 
part  of  that  bill  was  omitted ;  but  the 
bill  as  brought  in,  contained  much  matter 
requiring  the  deliberate  attention  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  this  will  readily  be  believed, 
when  I  remind  the  House  that  the  bill,  as 
sent  down  to  us,  consisted  of  from  90  to 
100  clauses.  Now,  one  complaint  which  was 
made  against  us  by  the  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, when  we  were  in  office,  was,  that 
we  did  not  make  sufficient  use  of  the  legis- 
lative power  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  that 
bills  which  might  have  been  brought 
into  that  House  early  in  the  Session,  were 
brought  in  here,  and  were  delayed  in  this 
House  till  late  in  the  Session ;  and 
that  then,  when  Parliament  was  about  to 
be  prorogued,  bills  of  the  utmost  import* 
ance  were  sent  up  in  a  heap  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  when  it  was  impossible 
that  due  time  or  deliberation  could  be  be- 
stowed upon  them.  Now,  what  use  have 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  made  of  the  le- 
gislative power  of  the  House  of  Lords? 
From  the  18th  of  February  to  the  1 8th  of 
July,  a  period  of  five  months,  this  bill 
for  the  amendment  of  the  bankruptcy 
laws,  struck,  I  suppose,  by  the  torpid 
influence  of  the  genius  Loci,  remained  in 
a  state  of  suspended  animation  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  of  Lords.  On  the 
18th  of  July  the  bill  came  down  to  this 
House ;  and  then,  in  order  to  give  it  de* 
cent  consideration,  the  House  was  obliged 
to  meet  at  the  unusual  hour  of  twelve  ia 
the  morning,  while  many  learned  Gentle- 
men, whose  opinions  would  have  been 
useful  upon  the  bill,  were  necessarily  ab- 
sent on  circuit;  and  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  fortunate  return  of  my  right  boa. 
and  learned  Friend  near  me  (Sir  Thomas 
AVilde),  who  is  in  himself  a  host,  the  bill 
would  not  have  had  the  benefit  of  those 
improvements  which  are  fresh  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House.  The  next  point 
was  the  ecclesiastical  juriadictiooy  and 
upon  that,  I  believe,  no  measure  has  been 
submitted  by  the  Government  to  either 
House  of  Parliament ;  it  has  been  passed 
over  altogether.  The  next  point  men- 
tioned in  the  Qoeen's  Speech  was  the 
registration  of  electors ;  and  the  words  in 
which  it  was  mentioned  implied  that  the 
measure  was  to  extend  to  every  put  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  Upon  thu  point 
we  have  not  yet  eren  seen  what  are  the 
intentions  of  the  Government;  and  of 
coarse  all  idea  of  legislation  upon  Ikit 
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matter  io  the  present  Session,  is  out  of 
the  question.  But  we  are  indulged  with 
the  hope  of  a  statement,  which  may  en- 
able uSy  between  this  time  and  the  next 
Session,  to  meditate  upon  the  Gofern. 
ment  plan.  One  point,  however,  has 
been  gained  upon  this  subject  during  the 
present  Session.  For  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet in  answer  to  a  question  put  to  him 
very  early  in  the  year,  declared,  that  he 
would  not,  as  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
take  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of 
bringing  in  the  bill  for  the  registration  of 
electors  in  Ireland,  which  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  was  for- 
merly so  anxious  to  press  upon  this 
House.  That  undoubtedly  is  a  step 
gained,  because  if  we  cannot  know  what 
we  are  to  have,  it  is  at  least  something  to 
know  what  we  are  not  to  have.  Then 
came  the  most  important  topic  of  all  those 
referred  to  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
namely,  the  distress  in  the  country.  That 
distress  had  also  been  adverted  to,  in  the 
Speeches  from  the  Throne  in  the  preceding 
autumn.  But  not  only  have  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  no  efiectual  measure  for 
the  relief  of  that  distress,  but  they  are 
going  to  prorogue  Parliament, leaving  that 
distress  more  extensive,  more  severe,  and 
harder  to  bear,  than  it  was  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  Session,  when  they  directed 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  it.  When 
the  Government,  by  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  called  the  attention  of  Parliament 
to  the  prevailing  distress,  everybody  sup- 
posed that  they  intended  to  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  adopt  some  legislative  measure 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  prompt  and 
effectual  relief.  But  nothing  of  the  kind 
has  been  done,  and  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown  seem  to  place  their  whole  reliance 
upon  the  fine  weather,  and  to  think  that 
the  prospect  of  a  good  harvest  is  a  suffi- 
cient excuse  to  them  for  doing  nothing. 
I  sincerely  wish  that  their  expectations  in 
this  respect  may  prove  better  founded  than 
I  fear  they  are.  But  I  am  sure  of  one 
thing,  and  that  is,  that  if  the  distress  aug- 
ments. Ministers  will  be  obliged  to  call 
Parliament  together  to  take  the  matter 
into  consideration ;  and  I  hope  and  trust, 
that  if  it  should  not  augment,  that  forti- 
tude which  belongs  to  the  British  charac- 
ter, will  enable  the  people  to  bear  it  for  a 
while,  confident  as  they  must  be,  from 
what  they  have  seen  passing  in  this  House 
during  the  present  Session,  that  next  year 
something  must  be  done  more  efFeclually 


calculated  to  relieve  their  distress.  As 
far  then  as  regards  domestic  affairs,  I  see 
in  the  events  of  the  present  Session  some 
topics  of  consolation ;  and  at  all  events 
the  language  of  the  Government  has  been 
unexceptionable,  although  their  acts  have 
not  entirely  kept  pace  with  their  lan- 
guage. But  with  regard  to  foreign 
affairs,  I  am  obliged  to  find  fault, 
both  with  their  language  and  with  their 
conduct.  To  refer  to  former  debates 
is,  I  am  aware,  irregular;  but  upon  an 
occasion  of  this  sort,  when  the  Session  is 
about  to  close,  I  may  perhaps  be  permit- 
ted to  advert  to  a  charge  made  not  only 
against  me  personally,  but  against  the  rest 
of  the  Government  with  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  act.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lancashire,  is  almost  the 
only  member  of  the  present  Government 
who,  in  the  course  of  this  Session,  has 
said  much  upon  foreign  affairs.  The  noble 
Lord,  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  allude, 
made  a  very  good  off-hand  speech,  for  no 
man  is  a  better  off-hand  debater  than  the 
noble  Lord.  But  off-hand  debaters  are 
sometimes  apt  to  say  whatever  may  come 
into  their  heads  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
without  stopping  to  consider,  as  they 
would  do  if  they  had  time,  whether  what 
they  are  going  to  say  is  strictly  consistent 
with  the  facts  to  which  it  applies.  I  re- 
member to  have  heard  of  a  celebrated 
Minister  of  a  foreign  country,  who  lived 
about  the  middle  of  the  last  ceatury,  who 
was  giving  instructions  to  one  of  his  agents 
as  to  the  language  he  should  hold  in 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  another  Go- 
vernment. The  agent  having  listened  to 
the  instructions,  ventured,  with  great  hu- 
mility and  very  submissively,  to  suggest, 
that  the  language  which  he  was  ordered  to 
hold  was  not  strictly  consistent  with  fact, 
and  might,  indeed,  be  thought  to  be  alto- 
gether at  variance  with  fact.  What  was 
the  minister's  answer  ?  **  Never  mind 
that!  what  in  the  world  does  that  sig- 
nify !  it  is  a  good  thing  to  say,  and  take 
care  you  say  it."  That  minister  would,  I 
think,  have  made  not  a  bad  off-hand  de- 
bater in  this  House.  However,  I  assure 
the  noble  Lord,  that  I  don't  accuse  him 
of  having,  on  the  occasion  to  which  I 
refer,  or  on  any  other,  stated  that  which 
he  believed  to  be  inconsistent  with  fact. 
What  I  accuse  him  of  is,  speaking  about 
facts,  in  regard  to  which  he  happened  to 
be  wholly  uninformed.  The  noble  Lord 
charged  the  late  Government  in  general, 
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and  myielf  in  parUcular,  with  having  by 
our  rettleH  meddling  in  every  part  of  the 
worldt  created  for  him  and  his  GoUeaguee 
each  embarransmentf,  political  and  com* 
mercial,  that  in  every  quarter  they  were 
met  by  difficulties  arising  from  the  work 
of  our  hands.  That  was  his  charge ;  and 
that  charge  I  meet  with  an  entire  denial ; 
and  1  shall  be  able  to  prove  my  denial, 
though  the  noble  Lord  did  not  stop  to 
endeavour  to  prove  bis  charge.  I  must 
say  that  the  noble  Lord's  charge  shows  a 
great  want  of  information  on  his  part,  as 
to  I  he  state  of  our  foreign  relations.  It 
may  be  that  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Col- 
leagues have  been  tpo  busily  occupied  in 
their  own  departments  to  have  leisure  to 
ransack  the  archives  of  the  Foreign 
Office  to  know  what  passed  in  our  time ; 
but  then  really,  they  who  are  so  wholly 
uninformed,  ought  not  to  make  such  posi* 
tive  assertions.  But  the  noble  Lord's 
attack  upon  me  and  my  Colleagues  is  an 
instance  not  only  of  great  want  of  in. 
formation,  but  also  of  the  grossest  ingra- 
titude. So  far  from  having  left  embar- 
rassments to  our  successors,  we  have 
bequeathed  to  them  facilities.  Why,  what 
have  they  been  doing  ever  since  they  came 
into  office }  They  have  been  living  upon 
our  leavings.  They  have  been  sul^isting 
upon  the  broken  victuals  which  they  found 
upon  oiir  table.  They  are  like  a  band  of 
men  who  have  made  a  forcible  entraace 
into  a  dwelling,  and  who  sit  down  and 
carouse  upon  the  provisions  thev  found  in 
the  larder.  As  to  our  home  aitaira,  not  a 
month  has  passed  since  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  that  Ministers  have  not  brought 
forward  some  measure  which  had  been 
prepared  by  their  predecessors  ;  which, 
upon  examination,  they  found  goodi  and 
deserving  of  adoption*  and  which  on  thai 
ground  Ibey  have  recommended  to  the 
House ;  and  this  applies  not  only  to  mea* 
sures,  but  to  smaller  details.  The  adop< 
lion  of  our  Hill  Coolie  claiiie  in  the  Co* 
lonial  Passengers'  Bill,  by  the  noble  Lord 
for  North  Lancashire,  who  had  opposed  it 
before,  is  an  instance  of  this ;  and  again, 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  used  formerly  to  think  the  Bonded 
Corn  Bill  a  bad  and  dangerous  thing,  has 
found,  on  closer  examination,  that  it  was 
a  good  and  wholesome  measure.  With 
regard,  then*  to  domestic  afiairs,  it  would 
really  be  wasting  the  time  of  the  House  to 
go  into  details  to  prove  that  we  have  be- 
queathed to  our  successors  facilities  in* 


stead  of  embarrasements;  and  as  to  o«r 
foreign  affiiirs,  it  certainly  does  astonish 
me  that  members  of  the  GoverooieQi 
should  attempt  to  represent,  that  in  that 
respect  we  have  left  them  embarraasmeola. 
I  have  already  stated  what  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses- 
sion said  about  our  domestic  affiiirs ;  now 
what  did  it  contain  about  our  foreign  af. 
fairs  ?  Setting  apart  that  portion  of  the 
Speech  which  related  to  the  happy  eveni 
of  the  birth  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  nearly 
one-half  of  the  Speech  was  about  forei|pi 
affiiirs ;  and  we  furnished  the  materials  for 
nearly  the  whole  of  that.  The  Gentlemea 
opposite  came  into  office  the  3rd  of  Sep* 
tember  last,  and  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  at  the  opening  of  this  Session  was 
delivered  on  the  drd  of  February.  Well 
then,  it  might  be  supposed  that  an  active 
Government,  with  views  of  their  owa, 
would  have  so  employed  the  interval,  thai 
when  Parliament  met,  they  should  have 
something  to  tell  of  what  they  had  done 
in  foreign  affiiirs.  Not  a  bit.  The  whole 
of  the  foreign  affairs  portion  of  the  Speech » 
with  one  single  exception,  was  full  of  what 
had  been  done  by  their  predecessors.  Bui 
judging  by  the  statement  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Iaq* 
cashire,  it  might  be  supposed  that  this  pert 
of  the  Speech  waa  made  up  of  complaints 
of  the  many  embarrauments  which  we  bad 
bequeathed  them.  No  such  thing.  The 
Speech  contained  only  expressions  of  satia* 
faction  as  to  the  past,  and  pleasing  aoti* 
cipations  as  to  the  future.  It  bcf  an  bj 
stating,  that 

**  It  was  with  great  satitlaction  they  iafoimsd 
us,  that  a  treaty  has  been  concluded  with  Ass* 
tria,  France,  Prussia,  and  Russia,  for  the  more 
effectual  suppression  of  the  slave-trade,  which, 
when  ratified,  should  be  laid  before  us." 

Now  that  treaty  waa  certainly  not  aigoed 
by  us,  for  reasons  which,  out  of  regard 
for  other  persons,  I  shall  not  go  into ;  bat 
that  was  not  our  fault,  it  waa  left  by  as 
ready  for  signature;  and  I  believe  that 
the  treaty,  as  it  was  aiterwards  signed, 
differs  in  no  material  respect  from  the 
draft  which  he  had  negotiated*  Here, 
then,  b  a  treaty  negotiated  and  brought 
to  the  point  of  oonclusfam  by  US|  and  af* 
terwards  signed  by  our  saecesaora,  and 
announced  by  them  as  a  suljecl  of  giest 
satisfaction.  This,  I  suppoeOt  is  oee  of 
the  embarrauments  which  the  noble  Lonl 
complained  of,  as  having  been  bequeathed 
by  us  to  her  Miyesty's  praseot  advtseis. 
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The  Speech  then  went  on  to  mention,  that  I 
another  treaty  had  been  concluded  by 
England  with  the  same  powers,  in  con- 
junction with  the  Sultan,    This  was  a 
treaty  to  which  we  had  given  the  modest 
title  of  '*  a  treaty  respecting  the  straits  of 
the  Bosphorus  and   Dardsnelles ; "    and 
her  Majesty's  present  advisers  might  have 
announced  it  to  Parliament  in  the  words 
of  the  title  which  we  had  so  given  it.   But 
they  were  delighted  with  the  treaty ;  they 
considered  it  of  great  importance;  and 
chose  to  give  their  own  description  of  it. 
AecnrdingI),    in  the  Speech    from    the 
Throne,  they  announced  it  as  "  a  treaty 
having  for  its  object  the  security  of  the 
Turkish  eippire,"  that  is  to  say,  the  pre- 
servation of  an  essential  element  in  the 
general  balance  of  power,  **  and  the  main- 
tenance of  the  peace  of  Europe."    Here  is 
another  instance  of  the  dangers  and  em* 
barrassments  which   we    bequeathed    to 
them.    The  next  paragraph  in  the  Speech 
carried  us  to  a  more  distant  region,  namely, 
Persia ;  and  announced  the  restoration  of 
our  diplomatic  intercourse  with  the  court 
of  Tehran.    That  diplomatic  intercourse 
had  been  broken  off  on   two  grounds. 
First,  on  account  of  certain  insults  and 
outrages  which  had  been  committed  by 
Persian  authorities  towards  persons  con* 
nected  with  our  mission,  and    towards 
other  individuals  under  British  protection, 
and  for  which  we  had  been  obliged  to 
demand  satisfaction ;    and  secondly,  on 
account  of  the  attempt  made  by  the  Shah 
to  conquer  Herat  and  the  western  part  of 
Affghanistan ;   an  attempt  which  it  was 
essential  for  British  interests  in  Asia,  that 
we  should  prevent  him  from  accomplish- 
ing.   We  succeeded  on  both  points.    We 
obtained  full  satisfaction  for  the  insults 
and  outrages  for  which  we  had  demanded 
redress;  and  we  compelled  the  Shah  to 
abandon  the  siege  of  Herat,  and  to  with*- 
draw  his  army  into  his  own  territory.  The 
reasons  for  the  rupture  of  our  diplomatic 
intercourse  with  the  Shah  having  thus 
ceased,  our  diplomatic  intercourse  with 
him  was  renewed.    But  diplomatic  inter- 
course loses  mooh  of  its  value  if  it  is  not 
attended  with  those  friendly  feelings  on 
both  sides,  which  are  so  essential  to  a  good 
understanding  between  governments.  Now, 
was  our  diplomatic  intercourse,  when  thus 
renewed  with  Persia,  deprived   of  that 
friendly  character,  by  reason  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  we  had  pressed  and  carried 
our  points  ?  No  I  The  piesent  GovernoMnt 


are  our  witnesses  as  to  this,  and  their 
Speech  announced  the  restoration,  not 
only  of  diplomatic,  but  of  '* friendly" 
intercourse  with  the  court  of  Tehran. 
Another  of  the  embarrauments  bequeathed 
by  the  late  Government  to  its  successors ! 
Everybody  knows  that  we  have  of  late 
years  been  carrying  on  a  valuable  and  a 
growing  trade  with  Persia ;  but  that  trade 
wanted  security ;  we  had  no  commercial 
treaty  with  Persia :  as  a  consequence  of 
the  renewal  of  our  diplomatic  intercourse 
we  obtained  a  commercial  treaty,  which 
by  one  or  two  short  articles  placed  our 
commerce  in  Persia  upon  the  footing  of 
that  of  the  most  favoured  nation.  That 
was  all  we  asked  ;  that  was  all  we  could 
wish;  but  it  was  essential  that  this  should 
be  obtained  ;  as  by  this  means  our  com* 
merce  with  Persia  b  placed  on  the  same 
footing  us  that  of  Russia,  and  becomes 
entitled  to  the  same  securities  and  privi« 
leges.  This  treaty,  I  presume,  is  another 
of  the  embarrassments  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  complains.  Then  comes  that  para- 
graph in  the  Speech  which  is  the  only  one 
in  regard  to  foreign  affairs,  which  concerns 
the  present  Government.  The  Speech 
went  on  to  say,  that  the  Government  is-~ 

"  Engaged  in  negotiations  with  several  pow- 
ers, which  it  trusts,  by  leading  to  conventions 
founded  on  just  principles  of  mutual  advan- 
tage, may  extend  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
this  country.'' 

Were  these  negotiations,  I  ask,  all  be- 
gun by  the  present  Government  f  Were 
not  some  of  them,  at  least,  negotiations 
which  we  had  begun  ;  and  which  we  had 
carried  qu  to  various  stages  of  progress, 
although  various  circumstances  had  pre* 
vented  us,  up  to  the  time  when  we  went 
out,  from  bringing  them  to  a  final  conclu- 
sion ?  Why,  one  of  these  negotiations  was 
with  Portugal  end  it  has  since  ended  in  a 
treaty;  and  the  right  bon.  Baronet  in  an- 
nouncing the  other  day  the  conclusion  of 
that  treaty,  fairly  and  handsomely  stated 
it  to  be  the  result  of  the  negotiations  in 
which  we  had  been  long  engaged  with 
Portugal.  I  presume  the  other  negotia- 
tioos  alluded  to  are  with  Spain,  with  Na- 
ples, and  with  Brasil ;  with  all  of  which 
powers  we  had  been  in  communication  on 
these  subjects.  I  hope  her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government  will  be  able  to  bring  ail 
these  negotiations  to  a  satisfactory  issue ; 
I  shall  be  the  last  man  to  detract  from 
their  merit,  if  they  do  ;  but  on  the  othei 
hand  it  must  be  admitted,  thai  our  pre- 
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▼ious  negotiations  with  these  powers  must 
have  paved  the  way  for  our  successors, 
and  must  have  a£forded   them  facilities. 
The  next  paragraph  in  the  Speech  con- 
tained an  expression  ef  regret,  that  they 
were  ''  not  enabled  to  announce  the  re- 
establishment  of  peaceful  relations  with 
the  government  of  China."    If  they  had 
said   nothing  but  that,  they  might  have 
had  some  pretence  for  asserting,  that  here 
at  least  was  an  embarrassment  which  we 
had  left  to  them.     But  mark  what  foU 
lowed  I     First,  however,  let  me  remind 
the  House  of  what  passed  when  the  state 
of  our  affairs  in  China  was  brought  under 
discussion    in    Parliament.      When    the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Dor- 
chester (Sir  J.  Graham)  made  his  motion 
in  this  House,  no  Member  that  I  recol- 
lect, but  certainly  no  Member  of  the  pre- 
sent Cabinet,  expressed  an  opinion,  that 
our  quarrel  with  China  was  unjust.  Some 
other  hon.   Members,    indeed,    declared 
that  it  was  just ;  but  no  leading  Member 
of  the  then  Opposition  condemned  our 
course  on  the    ground  of  its  injustice. 
What  they  dwelt  upon  was  the  danger 
and  difficulty  of  carrying  on  a  war  at  the 
antipodes  against  a  nation  of  350,000,000 
of  people.    But  if  little  or  nothing  was 
said  in  this  House  about  the  justice  of  the 
war,  was  nothing  said  about  it  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  ?    Lord  Stan- 
hope made  a  motion  which  implied  an 
opinion  adverse  to  the  justice  of  the  war. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington,  as  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  moved  the  previous  question ; 
ana  in  order  to  persuaae  the  majority  of 
the  House  to  vote  with  him,  he  argued, 
that  by  agreeing  to  the  previous  question, 
they  would  avoid  expressing  any  opinwn 
one  way  or  the  other  upon  the  justice  of 
the  war.    This  was  a  wise  and  prudent 
course  for  a  Parliamentary  tactician.    But 
the  honest  and  manly  feelings  of  the  war- 
rior were  more  than  a  match  for  the  Par- 
liamentary tactician ;  and  the  just  indig- 
nation of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  was 
uncontrollable,    and  broke  forth.      The 
noble  Duke  declared,  that  he  would  not 
take  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  ad- 
vising the  Queen  to  submit  to  insults  and 
injuries  such  as  never  before  had  been 
endured  by  this  country.    He  said  he 
would  prove  it,  if  proof  were  required ; 
and  he  added,  that  these  insults  and  in- 
juries were  not  only  atrocious,  but  unpro- 
voked;   for  speaking    of   the    demands 
which  had  been  made  on  Captain  Elliot, 


he  said,  they  were  such,  that  it  was  Cap- 
tain Elliot's  duly  to  resist  them,  e?eD  to 
the  shedding  of  the  last  drop  of  his  blood ; 
and  that  if  Captain  Elliot  had  yielded  to 
them,  he,  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  would 
have  been  ashamed  of  the  country  which 
had  given  him  birth.  Such  were  the 
terms  used  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
and  they  seem  to  me  a  pretty  plain  ad* 
mission  of  the  justice  of  the  war.  Now 
as  to  the  dangers  and  difficulties  of  thnt 
war,  which  were  so  much  dwelt  upon  in 
this  House,  what  have  they  proved  to  be  ? 
Hear  what  the  present  Government  say 
upon  this  subject  in  the  next  paragraph 
of  the  Speech. 

"  The  uniform  success  which  has  attended 
the  operations  against  that  power,  and  my  coi^ 
fidence  in  the  skill  and  gaUantry  of  my  naval 
and  military  forces,  encourage  the  hope,  oa 
my  part,  that  our  differences  with  the  goven* 
ment  of  China  will  be  brought  to  an  early 
termination.'' 

It  appears,  then,  that  this  dangerous 
and  difficult  enterprise  has  been  At- 
tended with  uniform  success;  and  I  pre- 
sume, that  this  uniform  success  is  not 
one  of  the  embarrassments  which  we  are 
asserted  to  have  bequeathed  to  our  no- 
fortunate  successors.  But  success  maj 
be  uniform  without  being  important  or 
decisive;  it  may  apply  to  small  points, 
and  to  insignificant  enterprises,  without 
bringing  us  much  nearer  to  any  satisfactory 
result.  Has  this  been  the  character  of 
our  success  ?  Luckily  we  are  supported 
on  this  point  also  by  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne ;  for  it  said,  that  our  oniform  suc- 
cess encourages  the  hope  of  an  early 
termination.  Here  is  another  embarrass- 
ment in  prospect !  For  the  Government 
may  soon  have  means  to  pay  the  claimants 
for  the  opium.  But  still,  the  termination, 
though  **  early,"  might  not  be  satisfac* 
tory,  and  though  it  gave  us  indemnity  for 
the  past,  it  might  not  afford  secarity  for 
the  future.  Is  this  expected  to  be  the 
case  ?  Not  in  the  least.  The  hope  that 
they  are  encouraged  to  entertain,  is  n 
hope  that  the  termination  of  the  war, 
"  not  only  will  be  early,  but  will  place  oor 
commercial  relations  with  China  on  a 
satisfactory  basis."  Now,  Sir,  I  raott 
say,  that  If  the  result  of  the  operations 
planned  and  undertook  against  China, 
shall  be,  that  by  their  uniform  soooess, 
they  shall  have  led  to  an  early  termination 
of  the  war,  and  shall  have  placed  oor 
future  commercial  relations  with  China 
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upon  a  satisfactory  basis,  I  hope  and  trust 
that  her  Majesty's  Grovernment  may  never, 
in  the  course  of  their  official  career,  meet 
with  any  greater  embarrassment  than  that, 
which  we  shall  have  bequeathed  to  them 
in  this  respect.  But  if  we  shall  have 
succeeded  in  placing  upon  a  satisfactory 
footing  the  future  commercial  relations  of 
this  country  with  a  nation  which  I  will 
not  put  at  350,000,000,  because  I  believe 
that  to  be  an  exaggerated  calculation, 
but  which  may  perhaps  amount  to  the 
sufficiently  large  number  of  200,000,000, 
I  say,  that  if  we  shall  have  succeeded  in 
placing  our  commerce,  with  such  a  popu- 
lation as  that,  upon  a  satisfactory  footing, 
we  shall  indeed  have  accomplished  a  great 
result.  We  produce  a  great  variety  of 
articles  which  they  want,  and  they  have 
an  abundance  of  commodities  which  we 
should  be  glad  to  take  in  exchange  ;  and 
if  the  effect  of  our  policy  shall  be  to  se- 
cure to  us  this  great  and  extensive  open- 
ing for  our  trade,  I  am  warranted  in  saying 
that  this  undertaking  will  have  done  more 
than  any  other  single  measure  ever  yet 
accomplished,  for  the  advancement  of  our 
commercial  prosperity.  So  much  then 
for  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  and 
in  regard  to  that,  at  least,  we  be- 
queathed to  our  successors  one  facility; 
for  we  enabled  them  to  make  it.  With- 
out our  doings  to  record,  the  foreign 
part  of  it  would  have  been  meagre  indeed, 
for  it  must  have  been  conGned  to  the 
single  paragraph  about  the  negotiations 
going  on  for  commercial  treaties.  Now 
what,  let  me  ask  have  they  been  about 
since  the  Speech?  Not  a  month  has 
elapsed  that  they  have  not  been  laying 
upon  the  Table  some  Treaty  or  other  con- 
cluded by  us,  but  which  it  became  their 
duty  to  present  to  Parliament.  Their 
frequent  walks  for  this  purpose  from  the 
Table  down  to  the  Bar,  and  from  the  Bar 
back  again  to  the  Table,  have  really,  1 
believe,  constituted  a  great  part  of  the  ex- 
ercise which*  during  the  confinement  of 
this  laborious  Session,  they  have  been 
able  to  enjoy.  No  less  than  eleven  of  our 
treaties  have  they  laid  this  Session  upon 
the  Table ;  five  commercial  ones,  two  po- 
litical, and  four  for  the  suppression  of  the 
slave-trade.  In  this  number  of  eleven,  I 
include  an  agreement,  which  does  not  bear 
the  title  of  treaty,  but  which  is  in  fact  a 
very  important  commercial  convention — I 
mean  the  agreement  with  Denmark  fon 
the  reduction  of  the  Sound-tolls.  These 
VOL.  LXV.    {22} 


tolls  bad  for  a  great  length  of  time  been 
higher  than  they  ought  to  have  been,  ac- 
cording to  the  treaties  of  1645,  or  of 
1701,  and  the  matter  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  much  negotiation  between  Sweden 
and  Denmark,  and  between  England  and 
Denmark.  After  long  arguments  on  both 
sides,  the  government  of  Denmark,  to  its 
great  honour,  yielded  to  reason,  and 
agreed  to  appoint  a  commissioner  to  meet 
a  commissioner  from  Rngland  to  settle 
this  matter.  The  comtnissioners  met  at 
Elsinore,  and  in  August  last  they  came  to 
an  agreement  by  which  the  Sound-duties 
were  thenceforward  to  be  reduced,  so  as 
to  be  in  conformity  with  the  ancient 
treaties ;  the  principle  of  which  was,  that 
the  maximum  of  duty  should  not  exceed 
1  per  cent,  on  the  value  of  the  goods. 
That  agreement  will  be  of  great  import- 
ance, not  only  to  our  trade  with  the  coun- 
tries lying  within  the  Baltic,  but  to  our 
shipping  interest.  I  should  like  to  know 
when  the  present  Government  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  similar  agreement  upon 
the  similar  question  now  pending  with 
Hanover;  I  mean  upoti  the  Stade-toUs. 
The  government  of  Hanover  at  present 
levies  upon  our  commerce  up  the  Elbe, 
duties  much  higher  than  are  warranted  by 
existing  treaties ;  and  not  only  are  these 
duties  much  too  high  in  amount,  but  they 
are  levied  with  a  vexatious  diversity,  and 
with  a  capricious  uncertainty  more  grievous 
even  than  the  amount  itself.  These  tolls 
have  been  the  subject  of  much  controversy 
and  we  entered  into  negotiation  with 
Hanover  respecting  them.  We  contended, 
and  I  think  justly,  that  Hanover  is  not 
entitled  to  levy  more  than  one  sixteenth 
per  cent.,  and  we  invited  Hanover  to  ap- 
point a  commissioner,  as  Denmark  had 
done,  to  meet  a  British  commissioner,  and 
to  revise  the  tariff,  so  as  to  make  it  con- 
formable with  the  ancient  treaties.  The 
Government  of  Hanover  apparently  con- 
sented, and  the  commissioners  met  at 
Hamburg  ;  but  to  our  surprise,  we  found 
that  the  Hanoverian  commissioner  was  not 
authorized  to  adapt  the  tariff  to  the  ancient 
treaties;  but  only  to  make  a  new  tariff, 
founded  neither  on  the  old  treaties,  nor 
on  the  existing  tariff.  This  at  once  brought 
the  matter  to  a  stand.  But  we  urged  the 
Hanoverian  government  to  instruct  their 
commissioner  to  go  on  with  our  commis- 
sioner upon  the  only  basis  which  we  could 
admit,  and  we  gave  that  government 
plainly  to  understand  that  we  would  not 
2S 
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permit  it  to  continue  to  levy  its  present 
illegal    duties     on    British     commerce. 
What    have     the    present    Government 
done  on  this  subject?    What  do  they  in- 
tend to  do?     I  will  tell  them  what  I  think 
they  intend  to  do,  and  what  I  have  been 
informed  they  intend  to  do.     I  am  in- 
formed, and  I  believe,  that  they  intend  to 
sacrifice  the  rights  of  British  subjects  ;  to 
yield  to  Hanover ;  and  to  allow  that  go- 
vernment to  levy  upon  British  commerce, 
duties  at  least  twice  as  high  as  Hanover  is 
entitled  to  ^xact.     I  believe  they  have 
actually  offered  to  the  Hanoverian  govern- 
ment to  allow  it  to  levy  upon  British  trade, 
duties  twice  as  high  as  that  government 
has  any  right  to  claim.     If  that  be  so, 
then  indeed  the  course  which  we  pursued 
with  regard  to  the  Sound-tolls  will  be  a 
source  of  considerable  embarrassment  to 
them.     If  they  mean  to  sacrifice  the  rights 
and  interests  of  Englishmen,  out  of  de- 
ference and  personal  regard  for  the  So- 
vereign who  now  happens  to  sit  on  the 
throne  of  Hanover,  they  will  not  only  find 
considerable  embarrassment  arising  out  of 
our  former  acts,  but  I  can  tell  them  that 
we  shall  give  them  still  further  embarrass- 
ment when  they  shall  be  called  upon  here- 
after   to    defend   their  conduct    in   this 
matter.    But  I  still  hope  they  will  do  no 
such  thing;  1  still  hope  the  negotiation 
may  take  a  different  turn.    I  hope  that  the 
Board  of  Trade,  to  whom,  I  understand 
this  negotiation,  as  well  as  some  others, 
has  been  handed  over,  according  to  the 
practice   which   seems  to  prevail  now-a- 
days,  will  remember  that  it  is  a  board 
specially  appointed  to  watch  over  the  in- 
terests of  British  commerce,  and  that  it 
will  not  consent  to  any  arrangement  that 
shall  not  be  founded  upon  a  tariff  in  strict 
conformity  with  the  ancient  treaties ;  such 
being  the  only  tariff  that  Hanover  is  en- 
titled to  maintain.    I  have  said  that  five  of 
our  commercial  treaties  have  been  laid  this 
Session  upon  the  Table,  besides  two  po- 
litical ones,  and  four  for  the  suppression 
of  the  slave-trade.     But  while  I  distin- 
guish the  latter  from  commercial  treaties, 
let  no  man  imagine  that  those  treaties  for 
the  suppression  of  the  slave-trade    are 
valuable  only  as  being  calculated  to  pro- 
mote the  great  interests  of  humanity,  and 
as  tending  to  rid  gnankind  of  a  foul  and 
detestable  crime.      Such  is  indeed  their 
great  object  and  their  chief  merit.     But 
in    this   case,  as  in   many  others,  virtue 
carries  with  it  its  own  reward;  and  if  ihena- 


tionsof  the  woild  could  extirpate thisabomi- 
nable  trafiScs  and  if  the  vast  populatioo  of 
Africa  could  by  that  means  be  left  free  to 
betake  themselves  to  peaceful  and  inno« 
cent  trade,  the  greatest  commercial  beoe6t 
would  accrue  not  to  England  only,  but  to 
every  civilized  nation  which  engages  in 
maritime  commerce.  These  slave-trade 
treaties  therefore  are  indirectly,  treaties 
for  the  encouragement  of  commerce.  I 
contend,  then,  not  only  that  we  helped 
the  Government  to  make  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  but  that  the  Governaient 
have  been  employed  during  the  whole  of 
the  Session  in  carrying  the  harvest  of  trea- 
ties of  which  we  sowed  the  seed ;  and  chey 
have  had  an  abundant  crop.  But  let  me 
ask  what  are,  generally  speaking,  the 
means  by  which  a  Government  can  best 
promote  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
country  ?  and  have  we  been  deficient  in 
employing  those  means?  Why,  first  aod 
foremost,  I  put  the  maintenance  of  peace  ; 
of  peace,  not  only  between  this  country 
and  foreign  nations,  but  peace  between 
the  other  great  powers  of  the  world  ;  for 
it  is  manifest  that,  if  serious  war  rages 
anywhere,  and  especially  a  naval  war,  the 
interests  of  all  commercial  nations  must 
be  more  or  less  affected  thereby.  Now  ia 
spite  of  every  prediction  to  the  contrary, 
we  maintained  peace  for  ten  years.  We 
maintained  it  in  spite  of  many  difficulties 
thrown  in  our  way  by  Gentlemen  belong- 
ing to  the  other  side  of  the  House ;  who, 
one  after  the  other,  endeavoured  to  mag- 
nify into  importance  every  petty  question 
that  arose  with  other  countries,  and  to 
embitter  every  trifling  dispute ;  whether 
with  Russia,  with  France,  or  with  the 
United  States;  whether  it  related  to  a 
doubtful  right ;  or  to  some  question  about 
a  coal  d^p6t  in  Minorca ;  or  to  a  chapel 
in  Cuba;  or  to  a  pilot  in  the  Gulph  of 
Mexico ;  or  to  some  blockade  established 
by  some  foreign  power.  In  spite  of  all 
these  attempts,  not  always  to  be  disre* 
garded,  to  create  ill  feeling  between  this 
country  and  foreign  powers,  we  did  sac* 
ceed  in  maintaining  peace,  during  ihe 
whole  time  we  had  the  honour  to  conduct 
the  affairs  of  the  country.  We  maioiained 
it,  moreover,  without  any  sacrifice  of  British 
interests,  and  without  any  injury  to  oar 
national  honour ;  and  I  would  appeal  lo 
any  candid  and  impartial  man  to  say, 
whether  he  could  find  anything  to  com* 
plain  of,  in  the  position  which  itits  country 
held  among  the  other  powers  of  iht  globe 
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at  llie  time  when  we  quitted  the  Govern- 
ment. But  not  only  did  we  maintain 
peace  for  ourselves,  we  were  also  fre- 
quently instrumental  in  preserving  peace 
between  other  nations  who  had  got  into 
serious  disputes.  There  were  many  in- 
stances of  this  kind  of  which  the  records 
will  be  found  in  the  archives  of  the  foreign 
offiee,  when  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
have  leisure  during  the  recess  to  consult 
them.  But  I  will  mention  in  particular 
one  instance  of  this  kind : — I  mean  our 
successful  mediation  between  France  and 
the  United  States,  when  a  serious  differ- 
ence had  grown  up  between  those  two 
powers.  That  difference  was  one  of  a 
very  grave  character ;  for  the  Parliament 
of  each  country  had  mixed  itself  up  with 
the  dispute;  and  as  it  would  have  been 
difficult  for  either  party  to  have  receded 
with  honour,  war  could  scarcely  have  been 
avoided,  if  some  third  and  friendly  power 
^  had  not  been  able  to  interpose.  Bui 
there  was  no  other  power  which  at  that 
time  possessed  in  the  same  degree,  that 
England  did,  the  confidence  and  good  will 
of  both  parties ;  accordingly  we  offered 
our  mediation ;  it  was  accepted  ;  and  it 
proved  entirely  successful.  But  then  it 
may  be  said,  all  this  is  rery  true  ;  true 
it  is,  y6u  preserved  peace;  bat  of  what 
use  is  mere  peace,  to  the  commerce 
of  this  country,  if  you  do  not  obtain  by 
the  stipulations  of  treaties,  those  secu- 
rities which  are  necessary  for  the  advan- 
tageous prosecution  of  trade?  Were  we 
idle,  I  ask,  in  this  respect  ?  We  have  been 
accused  of  restless  activity,  and  of  inces- 
sant meddling  in  regard  to  foreign  affairs. 
I  take  the  charge  as  a  high  compliment ; 
and  I  admit  It  to  be  peculiarly  just  with 
respect  to  our  proceedings  about  treaties 
of  commerce.  There  are  now  in  existence 
about  eighteen  treaties  of  commerce  which 
were  concluded  before  we  came  into  office, 
in  November  1830;  including  in  that 
number  the  antient  treaties  with  Tripoli, 
Tunis,  and  Morocco.  We  concluded  fif- 
teen more  treaties;  and  two  of  them,  the 
treaties  with  Austria  and  Turkey  in  1838, 
are  of  considerable  importance.  There  is 
one  other  also,  to  which  I  must  for  a  mo- 
ment direct  the  attention  of  the  House ;  it 
is  not  entitled  a  treaty  of  commerce,  but 
it  deserves  to  be  so  described ;  and  it  is 
not  only  a  treaty  of  commerce,  but  a 
tteafy  tending  to  secure  the  maintenance 
of  peace.  I  allude  to  the  Convention  of 
1839   with    France,    for  regulating    the 


boundaries  of  the  fisheries  of  the  two 
countries.  It  is  well  known  that  serious 
disputes,  attended  sometimes  with  colli- 
sions, and  thereby  endangering  the  good 
understanding  between  the  two  coiintries, 
h:id  for  many  years  prevailed  between  our 
fishermen  and  the  fishermen  of  France. 
Tliese  disputes  arose  from  the  want  of  a 
properly  defined  boundary  for  the  oyster 
fishery  between  Jersey  and  the  coast  of 
France,  and  from  the  interference  of  the 
fishermen  of  the  two  nations  with  each 
other,  on  the  coasts  of  the  two  countries 
generally.  These  questions  had  remained 
open  ever  since  the  Peace  of  1815,  and 
successive  Governments  had  vainly  endea- 
voured to  settle  them.  We  settled  those 
questions ;  we  concluded  a  Convention 
which  accurately  determined  ,  all  those 
limits ;  and  if  it  has  not  entirely  prevented 
a  recurrence  of  all  disputes,  it  has  at  least 
given  to  the  two  Governments  a  distinct 
and  positive  rule  by  which  the  merits  of 
e.ich  case  of  difference  can  be  at  once  as- 
certained, so  that  irregularities  on  either 
side  may  be  controlled  and  punished. 
That  treaty  contained  an  article  which  de- 
clared that  the  right  of  fishery  in  the 
sea,  within  three  miles  of  low  water  mark 
on  the  coast  of  each  country,  is  the  exclu 
sive  privilege  of  the  fishermen  of  each 
country  respectively;  and  by  another 
article,  the  stipulations  of  which  have  not 
yet  been  fully  executed,  it  was  agreed  that 
a  commissioner  should  be  appointed  by 
each  Government,  and  that  these  commis- 
sioners should  frame  regulations  for  the 
guidance  of  the  fishermen  of  the  two 
countries  when  they  meet  each  other  on 
the  sea,  beyond  the  three  mile  limit  from 
the  two  coasts,  and  therefore  beyond  the 
jurisdiction  of  either  country.  When  we 
left  office  these  regulations  had  not  been 
quite  completed ;  there  was,  however,  only 
one  material  point  on  which  a  difference 
between  the  two  commissioners  existed, 
and  that  point  being  of  some  importance, 
I  will  explain  it.  The  French  commis- 
sioner was  anxious  to  obtain  for  French 
fishing  vessels  permission  to  anchor  and 
station  themselves,  in  our  ports,  and  on 
our  coasts,  within  the  three  mile  limit :  in 
order  that  they  might  be  ready  to  start 
frem  thence  from  time  to  time,  as  occa- 
sion served,  to  fish  in  the  sea,  beyond  that 
limit.  At  the  first  blush  of  the  thing, 
there  did  not  seem  to  be  any  very  strong 
reason  why  we  should  not  agree  to  this 
request.  But,  on  further  consideration, 
2S2 
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we  thought  that  such  a  permission  would 
lead   practically  to  constant  evasions  of 
the  stipulation  which   acknowledged  our 
exclusive  right  of  fishing  within  the  three 
mile    limit ;    and   that    such   stipulation 
would  in  this  manner  be  defeated.     And, 
moreover,  it  became  evident,  that  one  of 
the  chief  motives  which  led  the  French 
commissioner  to  press  this  request  was, 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  his  government, 
that  the  French  fishery  on  the  coast  of 
England   should    become  a    nursery  for 
sailors  to  man  the  navy  of  France.     Now 
to  that  I  objected.   I  do  not  know  whether 
the  present  Grovernment  has  done  so  too  or 
not ;  but  I  hope  they  have.     I  hope  they 
will  not,  under  the  specious  plea  of  inter- 
national comity,  agree  to  a  stipulation 
which  would  be  politically  injurious  to  us. 
I  now  come  to  the  treaties  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  slave-trade.     Of  these  there 
were  ten  in  existence  when  we  came  into 
office.     We  concluded  sixteen  additional 
ones  i  and  there  is  this  distinction  between 
those    which  we    concluded,   and   those 
which  had  been  concluded  by  our  firede- 
cessors;    that  our  treaties  contain  better 
and  more  efiectual  stipulations,  than  are 
to  be  found  in  the  former  treaties.     T  say, 
then,  that  I  am  entitled  to  assert,  that  as 
regards  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  the 
securities  to  be    obtained  for  commerce 
by  treaties,  we  exerted  ourselves  success- 
fully in  support  of  the  great  interests  of 
the  country,  and  that  we  bequeathed  to 
our  successors  facilities,  and  not  embar- 
rassments.    Bnt,  it   may  be  said,  that 
treaties  are  very  good  things,  if  they  are 
faithfully  executed;  but  that  if  they  are 
violated,  they  arc  no  more  than  waste 
paper ;  and  it  is  certainly  true,  that  in 
remote  parts  of  distant  countries,  such  for 
instance,  as  the  South  American  repub- 
lics, where  the  power  of  the  central  go- 
vernment is  weak,  the  local  authorities  are 
apt  to  abuse  their  power;  to  disregard  the 
rights  of  foreign  merchants;  and  to  com- 
mit acts  giving  rise  to  complaints,  and 
necessarily  requiring  demands  for  redrexs. 
A  considerable  portion  of  the  correspon- 
dence of  the  Foreign  Office,  relates  to  mat- 
ters of  this  kind.   Speaking  generally,  and 
from  recollection,  I  may,  I  believe,  ven- 
ture to  say,  that  with  one  particular  excep- 
tion, we  succeeded  id  almost  every  case 
of  this  kind  that  happened  in  our  time,  in 
obtaioing  satisfaction.     Indeed,  so  well 
was  the  character  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect  known,  that  it  was 


observed  upon  by  the  king  of  Persia,  as 
appears  by  a  despatch  which  was  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House.   The  king  of  Per- 
sia was  asking  the  British  Minister  in  Persia 
to  request  the  British  Government  to  com- 
pel a  British  merchant  residing  in  England, 
and  who  had  become  bankrupt,  to  pay  a 
debt  due  to  a  Persian  subject;  and  upon 
its  being  represented  to  him  that  the  ihiog 
was  impossible,  *<  Why  how  is  this?  If  the 
meanest  British  subject  sustains  an  injury 
in  any  part  of  the  world,  the  British  Go- 
vernment always  obtains  for  him  redress, 
and  is  it  not  strange  that  you  cannot  give 
me  redress,  when  one  of  my  subjects  has 
a  just  demand  upon  one  of  yours  V*    The 
instance  to  which   I  just  now  alluded,  as 
the  one  in  which  wc  had  not,  when  we 
went  out,  succeeded  in  obtaining  redress, 
was  the  claim  for  losses  sustained  by  Bri- 
tish subjects  at  Portendic ;  a  claim  which 
was  again  brought  the  other  day  ander 
the  notice  of  the  House.   Those  who  have 
now  the  management  of  affairs  will  admit, 
that  our  want  of  success  arose  from  diffi- 
culties inherent  in  the  matter,  and  not  from 
want  of  exertion  on  our  part ;  I  hope  the 
present  Government  will  be  more  success- 
ful than  we  were  in  overcoming  those  dif- 
ficulties ;  and  I  will  not  add  to  those  dif- 
ficulties by  any  further  remark  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.     I  say,  then,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  maintenance  of  peace ;  to  the 
conclusion  of  treaties,  and  to  atteotioa  in 
watching  over  the  execution  of  treaties; 
we  are  not  open  to  any  jnst  impotatioo. 
But  the  Members  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment have  not  confined  themselves  to  gene- 
ral  accusations,  they  have  descended  to 
particulars.  Said  the  noble  Lord  for  North 
Lancashire    (Lord    Stanley),  ''  Yon    be- 
queathed to  us  embarrassments  in  North 
America;    you    left    us  unsettled    qoes* 
ions,  which  had  grown  up  under  your  ad- 
ministration of  affairs.'*    Now,  what  are 
these  questions?    Why,  first,  there  is  the 
Boundary  question.     Did  that  grow  ap 
in  our  time?     Why  it  grew  up   loag 
before    the    noble    Lord   grew    up;     it 
grew  up  before  he  was  boro  or  thooght 
of;    it   grew   up  oat  of  the  treaty   of 
1783.     True,  we  did  not  settle  that  ques- 
tion ;  but  did  we  create  erobarrsssmeats, 
or   afford    facilities  for    its    settlement! 
What  is  that  question  f    The  qoestion  is, 
how  you  are  to  apply*  to  the  natural  fea* 
tures  of  the  country  certain  words  of  the 
treaty  of  1 783.    The  words  are,  in  sub- 
stance, that  a  part  of  the  boundary  be- 


1257         Public  Bilts^Late  {Aug.  10}        and  Present  Ministers.        125% 


tween  tbe  United  States,  and  the  British 
North  American  provinces,  is  to  consist  of 
a  line  drawn  due  north,  from  the  bead  of 
the  river  St.  Croix,  until  it  meets  certain 
highlands  ;  and  then,  by  a  line  drawn 
westward  from  that  north  line,  and  along 
those  highlands,  to  the  head  of  the  Con- 
necticut river.  It  was  thought  for  a  long 
while,  and  by  many,  and  I  acknowledge, 
that  I  shared  in  the  opinion^  that  there 
was  an  inherent  incompatibility  between 
the  words  of  the  treaty  and  the  features 
of  the  country ;  and  that  no  line  could  be 
drawn,  which  would  properly  correspond 
witb  both.  What  did  we  do  ?  In  Janu- 
ary, 1831,  about  two  months  after  we 
came  in,  we  received  the  award  of  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands,  upon  a  refer- 
ence which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
British  and  American  Governments  in  the 
time  of  our  predecessors.  We  knew  little 
of  the  matter,  but  what  we  found  recorded 
in  our  offices.  The  King  of  the  Nether- 
lands declared,  that  neither  our  claim, 
nor  that  of  the  United  States,  could  be 
reconciled  with  the  words  of  the  treaty, 
and  the  features  of  the  country,  and  he 
recommended  a  conventional  line.  This 
line  was  extremely  disadvantageous  to 
England,  to  whom  it  gave  hardly  one- 
third  of  the  territory  in  dispute,  but  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  we 
thought  ourselves  bound  to  accept  it,  and 
we  signified  our  readiness  to  do  so.  For- 
tunately, the  Americans  refused  it;  and, 
after  a  time,  we  declared  to  them  that  we 
were  no  longer  bound  by  our  offer,  and 
should  never  again  agree  to  so  disadvan- 
tageous a  line.  At  a  later  period,  we 
offered  to  the  United  States  to  settle  the 
question,  by  what  appeared  to  us  a  fair 
arrangement;  to  divide  the  disputed  ter- 
ritory in  equal  portions  between  the  two 
parties,  making  the  St.  John  river  the 
boundary  ;  England  retaining  all  that  lies 
to  the  north  of  that  river,  and  the  United 
States  taking  the  land  to  the  south  of  it, 
as  far  eastward  as  the  due  north  line. 
We  made  that  offer  as  a  fair  one,  not 
knowing  at  that  time  the  full  merits  of  our 
own  case.  That  offer  was  refused  ;  and 
then,  as  a  reference  seemed  to  be  the  only 
course  left,  we  did  that,  as  a  preparation 
for  a  reference,  which  no  other  Govern- 
ment before  us,  had  ever  thought  of  do- 
ing ;  we  set  to  work  to  have  tbe  disputed 
territory  explored  and  surveyed.  The 
words  of  the  treaty  were  clear  enough. 
bot  nobody  seemed  to  know  much  about 


the  real  features  of  the  country.  Accord* 
iiigly  we  sent  two  commissioners,  Colonel 
Mudge,  and  Mr.  Featherstonhaugb,  to 
examine  the  country,  and  to  see  whether, 
and  how,  the  words  of  the  treaty  could  be 
applied  to  it.  Those  commissioners  were 
to  examine  the  line  claimed  by  England, 
and  they  made  their  report  two  years  ago. 
l*hat  report  proved  that  the  line  claimed 
by  us,  is  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
words  of  the  treaty,  and  with  the  features 
of  the  country;  inasmuch  as  from  the 
point  at  which  our  line  strikes  off  westward 
from  the  due  north  line,  it  does  run  along 
a  chain  of  well-defined  highlands ;  which 
chain  continues  on  to  the  head  of  the 
Connecticut  river.  It  was  very  satisfac- 
tory to  find  that  our  claim  could  thus  be 
maintained  by  a  strict  application  of  the 
words  of  the  treaty  to  the  features  of  the 
country.  But  this  proof  was  evidently 
incomplete ;  because  it  might  possibly 
happen,  that  the  line  claimed  by  the 
Americans  might  be  found  upon  examin- 
ation to  fulfil  also  in  the  same  degree 
that  our*s  does,  the  conditions  of  the 
treaty.  We  determined  to  ascertain  how 
this  matter  stood;  and  we  accordingly 
sent  out  a  second  commission  to  explore 
and  examine  the  line  claimed  by  the 
United  States.  That  commission  returned 
last  winter,  and  have  made  a  report,  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  been  so  oblig- 
ing as  to  show  me,  and  which  I  under- 
stand is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Members 
of  the  House;  and  it  will  be  seen  by  that 
report,  that  tbe  line  claimed  by  the  United 
States,  does  not  fulfil  the  conditions  re- 
quired by  the  treaty,  and  is  not  consistent 
with  the  words  of  that  treaty,  and  with 
the  features  of  the  country.  That  line, 
like  ours,  strikes  ofi  to  the  westward  from 
the  due  north  line,  but  at  a  point  much 
further  north.  Like  ours  it  goes  along  a 
range  of  highlands,  though  not  very  well 
marked  or  continuous.  Bui  that  range  of 
hills,  instead  of  leading,  as  the  treaty  re- 
quires, to  the  source  of  the  Connecticut 
river,  passes  five-and-twenty  miles  wide 
of  that  source,  and  is  separated  from  it  by 
an  extensive  tract  of  swampy  plain,  which 
by  no  possible  force  of  imagination  can  be 
looked  upon  as  a  ridge  of  highlands.  I 
say,  therefore,  that  during  our  Adminis- 
tration we  established  two  most  important 
facts ;  first,  that  the  line  claimed  by  Eng- 
land is  strictly  conformable  with  the  words 
of  the  treaty,  and  with  the  features  of  the 
country;    and,  secondly,    that   the  line 
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claimed  by  the  United  States  is  not  con- 
sistent with  the  words  of  the  treaty,  and 

wilh  the  features  of  the  country.     The 

establishment  of  these  two  facts  ought  to 

afford  a  great  facility  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment in  their  endeavours  to  settle  the 

matter  in  dispute,  if  they  wish  to  maintain 

the  rights  and  interests  of  their  country  ; 

but  it  may  be  an  embarrassment  to  the 

present  Government,  if  what  we  read  in 

the  American  newspapers  be  true.    These 

newspapers  are  certainly    doubtful   and 

uncertain  authorities ;  but  if  the  fact  be, 

as  therein   asserted,   that   Ministers    are 

about  to  make  great  concessions  to  the 

United  States;  if  the  fact  be,  that  as  in 

the  case   of  the  Stade  Duties,  they  are 

about  to  sacrifice  the  rights  and  interests 

of  their  country  for  their  own  temporary 

convenience,  they   may   very    reasonably 

assert  that   the  advance   which  we  had 

made  in  establishing  by  proof,  the  just- 
ice   of    the    British    claim,    will    be    to 

them    a    source    of   very    great    embar- 
rassment.    I  hope  for  better   things.     I 

will  not  as  yet  believe  that  an  arrange- 
ment so  dishonourable  for  England  will  be 

carried  into  effect,  or  that  it  can  have  been 

proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Government.    I 
gay  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Government, 

because  if  the  reports  to  which  I  allude 

are   true,  those   proposals   have   already 

been  met  by  the  return  which  undue  con- 
cessioD  is  sure  to  produce,  and  have  been 
followed  up  by  increased  demands  on  the 
other  side.  If  we  were  making  with  the 
American  Government  the  very  last  ar- 
rangement which  we  could  ever  have  to 
make  with  that  or  any  other  government, 
it  might  possibly  be  worth  while,  for  the 
sake  of  a  final  settlement,  to  submit  to 
considerable  sacrifices  ;  but  when  we 
know  that  question  after  question  must 
arise,  that  one  surrender  of  national  rights 
only  leads  to  demands  for  further  surren- 
derSi  such  a  course  as  that  which  the 
Government  is  said  to  be  pursuing,  may 
indeed  relieve  them  from  the  difficulties  of 
the  moment,  but  must  in  the  end  involve 
us  in  difficulties  ten  times  greater.  An- 
other question  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
alluded  was,  I  presume,  the  question  about 
the  destruction  of  the  Caroline,  and  this 
certainly  did  grow  up  in  our  time,  not  by 
any  act  of  ours,  but  by  the  spontaneous, 
though  perfectly  justifiable,  aci  of  our  local 
authorities  in  Canada.  But  wc  had  settled 
that  question,  at  least  so  far  as  we  could 
do  80|  by  stating  formally  and  officially  to 


the  United  States'  government,  that 
considered  the  destruction  of  that  vessel 
a  justifiable  act  of  self-defence,  for  which 
neither  apology  nor  compensation  could 
properly  be  required.    I  know  not  whether 
the  present  Government  have  taken  the 
same  view  of  this  matter  that  we  did, 
acting  upon  the  opinion  of  the  law-officers 
of  the  Crown ;  but  in  any  case  the  answer 
which  we  gave  can  be  no  embarrassment, 
but  on  the  contrary  roust  be  a  facility  to 
them ;  for  even  if  they  should  feel  dis- 
posed to  take  any  conciliatory  step  on  this 
matter,  such  a  step  would  come  from  them 
with  a  better  grace  in  consequence  of  our 
having   made   a   previous  declaration   of 
principle.     The  third  question  alluded  to 
by  the  noble  Lord  is  the  question,  not  as 
to  a  right  of  search,  for  we  claimed  do 
such  right ;  but  as  to  the  right  we  claimed 
for  our  cruizers  employed  on  the  coast  of 
Africa  fur  the  suppression  of  the  slave* 
trade,  to   ascertain  by  an   inspection   of 
papers,   whether  a    vessel    suspected   of 
slave-trade  really  belongs  to  the  country 
whose  flag  she  may  choose  for  the  moment 
to  hoist.     That  question  also  grew  up  in 
our  time,  out  of  what  I  consider  an  unjust 
pretension  of  the  American  government; 
we  denied  that  pretension,  and  answered 
it  with  the  best  arguments  and  reasons 
which   occurred  to    us.     And   what  has 
been  the  course  of  the  present  Govern* 
ment  upon  this   matter  ?  has   their  view 
of  the  matter  been  different  from  ours? 
quite   the  contrary.     They   adopted  our 
arguments  one  and  all.  They  stated  theia» 
I  am  ready  to  admit,  with  more  ability, 
and  perhaps  with  greater  clearness;  fur  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  never  read  a  more 
able  note  than  that  which  Lord  Aberdeen 
addressed   to  the  American  minister  on 
this  subject.     But  the  arguments  in  thai 
note  were  substantially  ours.    Therefore, 
instead    of   our    having    in   this  matter 
created  embarrassments  for  our  succes- 
sors, we  had  previously  taken  up  for  tliem 
the  ground  upon  which  they  afterwards 
planted  their  own   standard.     So  much 
for  the  questions  in  North  America.     Bol 
the   noble   Lord    slightly  shadowed  out 
something   about  blockades.     He  hinted 
at  something  of  the  kind,   but  did  not 
specify  what  he  meant.    There  was,  to  be 
sure,  the  other  day,  a  trumpery  blockade 
of  the  portof  Carthagena,  in  New  Grenada, 
by  some  insurgent  force,  which  was  speed* 
ily  raised  by  one  of  our  ships  of  war,  at 
the  reqaeBt  of  the  consul-general  whom  we 
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had  Bent  out,  and  who  acted  in  this  mat- 
ter at  once,  and  upon  his  own  responsi- 
bility.  There  have  also,  I  believe,  been 
some  trifling  blockades  on  the  coast  of  the 
Pacific,  arising  out  of  disputes  between  the 
Chilians  and  Peruvians,  for  which  we  are 
10  no  way  answerable.  But  there  were 
blockades  in  America  during  our  time, 
which  were  of  importance;  I  mean  the 
French  blockades  of  Mexico  and  of 
Buenos  Ayres.  These  were  two  serious 
blockades  ;  they  interfered  much  with 
our  commerce ;  so  much  so,  that  some  of 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  gave  us  to  under- 
stand that  those  blockades  were  esta- 
blished by  the  French  government,  not  so 
much  for  vindicating  the  honour  of  France^ 
as  for  injuring  the  commerce  of  England. 
That  was  one  instance  of  the  way  in  which 
they  helped  us  to  maintain  a  good  feeling 
between  this  country  and  other  powers. 
On  that  occasion,  however,  that  restless 
activity  which  was  always  prompting  us  to 
meddle  with  the  affairs  of  other  countries, 
was  again  brought  into  play  ;  we  tendered 
our  good  offices  as  mediators  between 
France  and  Mexico,  and  between  France 
and  Buenos  Ayres.  Our  offers  were  ac- 
cepted. In  the  case  of  Mexico  our  media- 
tion took  a  more  formal  character ;  iu  the 
case  of  Buenos  Ayres  it  was  in  the  in- 
formal shape  of  good  offices.  In  each 
case  our  restless  activity  succeeded,  and 
peace  was  restored  between  France  and 
these  republics;  and  British  commerce 
was  in  each  case  relieved  much  sooner  than 
it  otherwise  would  have  been,  from  the 
serious  inconvenience  and  injury  which  it 
suffered  from  these  blockades.  Another 
instance  this,  I  presume,  of  the  multifa- 
rious embarrassments  which  we  bequeathed 
to  our  successors.  Well,  Sir,  another  way 
in  which  a  government  may  assist  the 
commerce  of  the  country,  is  by  opening 
new  markets  for  our  trade.  Did  we  do 
that }  I  say  we  did.  I  have  mentioned, 
on  former  occasions,  the  establishments 
which  we  formed  at  Tadjoura  on  the  coast 
of  Abyssinia,  and  at  Aden  on  the  coast  of 
Arabia*  The  Gentlemen  opposite  affected 
to  treat  these  establishments  lightly ;  and 
talked  soeeringly  of  our  attempts  to  ex- 
tend our  commerce  into  the  wilds  of  Abys- 
sinia, and  the  deserts  of  Arabia.  Why, 
do  those  who  thus  deride  our  measures, 
know  that  the  finest  coffee  in  the  world, 
that,  namely,  which  has  hitherto  borne 
the  name  of  Mocha,  only  because  it  was 
•hipped  at  thai  insignificant  port  in  the  Red 


Sea,  grows  in  the  greatest  abundance  in 
those  Abyssinian  wilds,  and  in  those  Ara- 
bian deserts;  and  that  those  wilds  and 
those  deserts  are  inhabited  by  a  numerous 
population,  wanting  many  things  which  we 
can  supply,  and  able  to  give  us  valuable 
commodities  in  return  ?  I  do  not  mean  to 
say,  that  these  establishments  have  yet 
reached  to  any  great  importance;  but  I 
am  sure  that  in  process  of  time,  they  will 
lead  to  a  considerable  increase  of  our 
commerce.  But  the  largest  augmenta* 
tion  of  our  commerce,  for  which  we  have 
laid  the  foundation,  is  that  to  which  I 
have  already  adverted,  as  being  certain  to 
take  place  in  China,  when  that  early  and 
satisfactory  arrangement  shall  have  been 
made  with  the  Chinese  government,  which 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  announced  to  ut 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  Another 
new  and  vast  opening  for  our  commerce 
will  be  afforded,  by  the  great  operations 
which  we  undertook  in  the  countries  to 
the  west  of  the  Indus.  These  great  mea- 
sures may  be  made  the  subject  of  derision 
by  men  who  never  heard  of  such  places  as 
Caubul  and  Candahar  till  they  read  of 
them  in  our  despatches ;  and  who,  before 
the  glorious  exploit  of  Lord  Keane,  could 
not  have  told  us  whether  Ghuznee  was  an 
inland  fortress  or  a  seaport  town.  Such 
Gentlemen  may  laugh  at  things  which 
they  do  not  understand ;  but  their  laughter 
cannot  deprive  the  people  of  England  of 
their  good  sense;  nor  make  that  trivial 
and  unimportant,  which  is  really  of  the 
utmost  consequence.  I  may  again  be  ac- 
cused of  assurance  in  boasting  of  these 
matters,  but  I  presume  no  man  will  deny 
that,  if  we  retain  our  military  and  political 
position  in  those  countries  and  passes, 
which  command  the  navigation  of  the  In- 
dus, a  river  navigable  for  more  than  1200 
miles  from  its  mouth,  and  traversing  re- 
gions inhabited  by  numerous  nations,  who, 
if  internal  tranquillity  were  secured  to  them 
by  good  Government,  would  afford  a  vast 
market  for  our  manufactures ;  no  man  can 
doubt,  that  if  we  do  this,  we  shall  obtain 
a  great  additional  opening  for  our  com- 
merce. I  say,  that  no  rational  man,  no 
man  at  least,  who  possesses  any  other  of 
the  attributes  which  distinguish  the  human, 
race  from  the  inferior  animals,  except 
laughter,  would  treat  these  matters  other- 
wise than  as  being  of  the  highest  import* 
ance.  We  were  told,  however,  that  it  is 
great  assurance  on  my  part  to  assert  that 
we  obtained  for  our  Indian  empire  the 
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barrier  of  Aflfghanistan.  I  conclude,  that 
this  charge  had  reference  to  the  disasters 
which  had  lately  happened  in  that  quarter; 
and  that  what  was  roeant  was,  that  al- 
though we  had  at  first  got  possession  of 
that  barrier,  yet  by  subsequent  events,  a 
part  of  what  we  had  so  gained  had  been 
lost.  But  I  say,  that  these  recent  losses 
and  disasters  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  original  policy  of  the  war,  and 
are  no  proof  whatever  that  we  did  not  ju- 
diciously adapt  our  means  to  the  end  that 
was  to  be  accomplished.  I  do  not  like  to 
throw  blame  hastily  on  any  man,  and  still 
less  to  throw  blame  indiscriminately  with- 
out kuowing  whether  it  may  fall  on  the 
right  persons  or  not.  But  in  a  matter  of 
iuch  great  importance,  one  must  speak 
out;  and  I  cannot  refrain  from  saying, 
that  if  the  most  ordinary  military  precau- 
tions had  been  taken ;  if  the  force  of 
6,000  or  8,000  men,  which  we  had  in, 
and  near  Caubul,  had  been  stationed  in 
a  fortified  position,  the  Bala  Hissar,  or 
any  other  stronghold,  well  provided  with 
artillery,  and  with  sufiicient  magazines  of 
provisions  and  ammunition  within  their 
defences,  they  mi^^ht  have  bid  defiance 
not  only  to  the  Affghans  of  Caubul,  but 
to  the  united  forces  of  all  Central  Asia. 
They  would  have  maintained  themselves  in 
Caubul  with  as  much  success  as  the  gal- 
lant Sir  Robert  Sale  has  done,  with  a  much 
inferior  force,  and  with  far  greater  difficul- 
ties to  contend  with,  in  his  noble  and 
heroic  defence  of  Jellallabad.  If  proper 
precautions  had  been  taken,  none  of  these 
disasters  would  have  happened,  and  we 
should  have  occupied  Caubul  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  with  the  same  ease  and 
security  with  which  we  held  it  during  the 
two  years  that  elapsed  between  our  first 
occupation  of  it  and  the  disasters  of  last 
winter.  I  was  much  struck  with  the  an- 
swer given  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to 
the  question  which  I  put  to  him  on  this 
subject  the  other  day.  I  was  struck  with 
it,  not  on  account  of  what  he  said,  but  on 
account  of  what  he  left  unsaid.  The 
matter  to  which  my  question  related  is 
deeply  interesting,  both  as  affecting  the 
honour  of  the  country  and  as  bearing  upon 
the  security  of  our  Indian  empire,  not  only 
by  its  direct  military  consequences,  but 
by  its  moral  effect  upon  that  public  opin- 
ioUy  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  truly 
said  on  a  former  occasion,  is  an  essential 
element  of  our  political  power  in  Asia. 
The  question  I  put  was,  whether  any  order 


had  been  given  by  the  Governor-genenl 
of  India  for  the  withdrawal  of  our  troop« 
from  the  countries,  west  of  the  Indus;  and 
I  expressed  a  hope  that  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet  would  be  able  to  say,  that  there 
was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for  the 
reports  to  that  effect,  which  had  come  by 
the  last  Indian  mail.  The  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was,  that  Candahar 
and  Jellallabad  are  now  occupied  by  our 
troops,  and  that  no  immediate  reticemeot 
of  those  troops  is  in  contemplation.  I  say 
that  this  answer  was  an  admission  that 
such  orders  had  been  given.  It  must  be 
so  understood.  It  is  susceptible  of  no  other 
interpretation.  It  roust  be  taken  as  an  ac- 
knowledgment that  such  orders  were  giveo; 
and  I  must  say  that  I  do  congratulate  the 
country  upon  the  cause,  whaterer  it  may 
have  been,  whether  a  lucky  misunder- 
standing of  orders,  or  a  fortunate  and 
timely  arrival  of  an  overland  despatch, 
which  saved  us  from  the  eternal  disgrace, 
which  would  have  befallen  us  by  such  an 
evacuation  of  that  country.  I  canod 
conceive  a  fouler  dishonour,  I  cannot  fancy 
anything  that  would  have  dyed  the  cheek 
of  every  Englishman,  with  a  deeper  blosfa, 
or  that  would  have  struck  a  more  fetal 
blow  at  our  Indian  power,  than  a  flight 
from  Affghanistan,  in  the  circumstanoet 
under  which  that  order  of  the  Goveroor- 
general  was  issued.  The  future,  I  hope^ 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  at 
home.  I  hope  that  no  discretion  on  socb 
matters  will  be  left  in  a  quarter  where 
discretionary  power  has  been  so  greatly 
misused.  It  is  for  the  Government  at 
home  to  consider  what  persons  can  be  de- 
pended upon,  to  carry  on  the  public  ser. 
vice  on  foreign  stations;  but  the  more 
distant  the  station,  and  the  greater  the  in- 
terests concerned,  the  more  incumbent  it 
is  on  the  Government  to  see  that  the  per- 
sons in  whom  discretionary  powers  are 
vested,  are  men  who  will  use  those  powers 
for  the  interests  of  the  country,  and  in 
conformity  with  the  views  and  intentions 
of  the  Government  at  home.  I  do  trust, 
and  I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing  my 
feelings  on  the  present  occasion,  that  her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  carry  into 
effect  either  now,  or  at  any  future  time, 
such  a  measure  as  that  which  was  cootem* 
plated  by  the  Governor-general.  It  was 
all  very  well,  when  we  were  in  power,  aad 
when  it  suited  the  purposes  of  the  other 
party,  to  run  down  anything  we  had  dooe, 
and  to  represent  as  valudeat  any  acquisi* 
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lion  which  we  prided  ourseWes  upon 
having  obtained ;  it  was  all  very  well  at 
that  time  to  raise  a  cry  against  the  expe- 
dition into  Affghanistan,  and  to  depreciate 
the  advantages,  military,  commercial,  and 
political,  which  the  occupation  of  that 
country  is  calculated  to  afford  us.  But 
now  that  the  party  contest  at  home  is 
over,  I  trust  that  the  Government  will  rise 
above  all  such  considerations.  That  they 
will  give  the  matter  a  fair,  dispassionate, 
and  deliberate  consideration;  that  they 
will  form  no  hasty  determinations,  and 
take  no  precipitate  and  irrevocable  steps. 
I  never  was  more  convinced  of  anything 
in  my  life  than  I  am,  that  important  in- 
terests of  this  country,  commercial  and 
political,  will  be  sacrificed  if  we  abandon 
our  position  in  Affghanistan.  Rely  upon 
It,  that  if  you  abandon  that  country  it  will 
get  into  other  hands;  and  though  you 
may,  by  such  a  course,  escape  from  some 
little  present  difficulty,  and  save  some 
little  present  expense,  the  day  will  come 
when  you  will  be  compelled  to  re-occupy 
that  country  at  an  infinitely  greater  ex- 
penditure of  money,  and  at  an  infinitely 
greater  sacrifice  of  life  than  would  enable 
yoa  now  to  retain  it.  Well,  Sir,  however, 
when  I  claim  credit  for  the  Government 
to  which  I  belonged  for  having  protected 
commerce,  I  may  be  asked  how  commerce 
has  thriven  during  the  time  we  were  in 
office.  It  may  be  said  that  all  I  have 
stated  as  to  peace,  and  treaties,  and  more 
extended  fields  for  trade  may  be  very  true, 
but  that  we  ought  to  come  to  the  test  of 
figures.  I  am  content  to  place  the  ques- 
tion on  that  issue.  I  have  here  an  extract 
from  the  returns  of  commerce,  published 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  for  each  year  from 
1831  to  1840,  both  inclusive;  and  in  the 
aggregate  though  not  in  detail  for  1841. 
From  these  returns  it  appears,  that  the 
declared  or  real  value  of  the  whole  of 
our  exports  to  all  parts  of  the  world, 
was,  omitting  fractional  sums,  in  1831, 
37,000,000/. ;  in  1 832,  36,000,000/. ;  in 
1833,  39,000,000/.;  in  1834,41,000,000/.; 
In  1835,  47,000,000/.;  in  1836, 
53,000.000/.;  in  1837,  42,000,000/.; 
in  1838,  50,000,000/.;  in  1839, 
53,000.000/.;  in  1840,  51,000^000/.; 
and  in  1841,  51,000,000/.  Therefore 
during  our  Administration  from  1831  to 
1840,  both  years  included,  the  total  value 
of  our  exports  to  foreign  countries  rose 
from  37,000,000/.  to  51,000,000/.,  being 
an  increase  of  14|000,000/.  in  the  ten 


years.  I  say  that  this  is  a  conclusive 
proof  that  our  restless  activity,  and  inces« 
sant  meddling  produced  no  injury,  but  on 
the  contrary  much  benefit  to  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  the  country ;  and  that  in 
this  respect  we  have  left,  not  embarrass- 
ments but  facilities  to  our  successors.  I 
have  stated  the  aggregate  amount  of  our 
exports  to  all  countries:  but  1  will  now 
take  our  exports  to  two  parts  of  the  world 
which  have  been  materially  affected  by  our 
policy ;  and  our  operations  in  which,  have 
been  the  subject  of  much  criticism ;  I 
mean  Turkey  and  Syria  on  the  one  hand, 
anq  the  East  Indies  and  China  on  the 
other.  The  value  of  our  exports  to  Turkey, 
Syria,  and  Palestine,  amounted  in  1831  to 
838,000/. ;  the  value  of  our  exports  to 
those  countries  in  1840  rose  to  1,461,000/. 
Therefore,  in  spite  of  our  interference  in 
those  countries,  which  was  not  only  cen- 
sured by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  but  not 
quite  approved  of  by  some  of  my  hon. 
Friends  on  this  side,  our  trade  to  those 
countries  increased  by  600,000/.  during 
the  ten  years.  Now  as  to  India  and 
China ;  we  have  been  told  that  our  mili- 
tary operations  in  those  quarters  had  en- 
tirely put  a  stop  to  trade,  and  that  our 
commerce  with  those  countries  has  been 
wholly  paralyzed  -,  and  this  was  put  for- 
ward as  one  reason  for  the  Income-tax. 
But  what  is  really  the  case  as  to  our  trade 
to  those  parts  ?  Why,  the  total  value  of 
our  exports  to  the  East  Indies  and  China 
amounted  in  1831  to  3,377,000/.,  and  in 
1 840  to  6,54 1 ,000/.,  having  nearly  doubled 
during  the  ten  years,  in  spite  of  the  great 
operations  which  we  carried  on  in  those 
quarters.  1  say  then  that  with  regard  to 
our  home  affairs,  the  prospect  is  rather 
cheering  than  otherwise  ;  for  we  have 
now  a  Government  pledged  and  committed 
to  the  principles  of  free-trade;  and  for 
their  own  sakes.  as  well  as  for  the  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  bound  to  carry  those 
principles  into  full  execution  if  they  can. 
They  cannot  now  recede  or  stand  still, 
they  must  go  on.  But  the  country  has 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  they  have 
a  Government,  not  only  professing  and 
deeply  imbued  with  free-trade  principles, 
but  supported  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  com- 
manding a  great  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  able  therefore  to  carry 
any  measures  which  they  may  think  ne« 
cessary.  And  the  country  has  farther 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing,  that  if  by  any 
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accident  this  Goveroment  should  be  de- 
serted by  any  powerful  body  of  its  own 
friends,  in  its  attempts  to  carry  its  great 
principles  into  practice ;  the  Opposition  of 
the  present  day,  unlike  the  Opposition  of 
a  former  period j  which  prided  itself  upon 
obstructing  improvement,  will  cordially 
and  honestly  support  the  Government  In 
its  progressive  course  ;  and  will  assist  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  even  when  he  is  de- 
serted by  his  own  friends,  in  carrying  his 
liberal  principles  into  full  and  complete 
effect.  I  say,  then,  that  the  prospect  of 
our  home  affairs  is  cheering.  As  to  our 
foreign  affairs,  1  look  on  them  with  con- 
siderable apprehension ;  because  I  fear 
the  Government  is  acting  upon  a  system 
of  timidity,  apathy,  concession,  and  sub- 
mission. I  am  afraid  that  whether  they 
have  to  deal  with  the  King  of  Hanover, 
or  with  the  French  Fishery  Commis- 
sioners ;  with  the  United  States,  or  with 
Akbar  Khan,  in  every  part  of  the  world 
they  are  prepared  to  act  upon  a  system  of 
submission,  which  will  be  as  fatal  to  the 
best  interests  of  the  country,  as  it  is 
inconsistent  with,  and  derogatory  to,  our 
honour.  But  let  the  Government  be 
assured  that  if  there  is  an  Opposition 
ready  to  support  them  in  internal  im- 
provementy  there  is  also  an  Opposition 
that  will  watch  with  unceasing  vigilance 
and  jealousy  every  symptom  of  a  system 
of  Foreign  Policy  that  will  injuriously 
affect  the  interest  and  the  honour  of  the 
country.  We  are  about  to  enter  upon  a 
long  recess,  during  which  the  affairs  of 
the  country,  but  more  especially  our 
foreign  affairs,  are  left  to  the  unquestioned 
discretion  of  the  Executive  Government ; 
but  let  them  not  expect  that  when  they 
come  before  us  next  Sesssion,  and  tell  us 
that  certain  things  have  been  done  and 
concluded,  we  shall  be  disposed  to  accept 
those  things  however  badly  done  and  con- 
cluded, merely  because  they  have  been 
concluded  and  done.  Let  the  Oovern- 
ment  be  assured  that  if  they  lower  the 
position  in  which  the  country  was  placed 
when  its  affaire  were  committed  to  their 
hands;  if  they  sacrifice  those  interests 
which  we  maintained ;  for  such  dereliction 
of  duty  thev  will  infallibly  be  called  to 
account.  They  ought  to  remember  that 
those  conjunctures  and  combinations  of 
circumstances,  by  which  British  interests 
may  be  affected,  must  be  attended  to  in 
time ;  and  that  a  Government  should  aU 
waj3  be  looking  ahead;  for  if  we  let 


events  get  the  start  of  us,  we  vainly 
endeavour  to  overtake  them.  The  Go- 
vernment ought  to  feel,  that  it  is  only  by 
steadily  insisting  on  our  rights  when  the 
first  attempt  is  made  to  encroach  opon 
them,  that  more  serious  invasions  of  those 
rights  can  be  prevented ;  we  ought  to  ask 
nothing  but  what  is  just,  but  we  sboold 
yield  to  no  unjust  demand  from  others ; 
we  should  encroach  on  no  one,  but  we 
should  allow  no  one  to  encroach  on  os. 
If  the  Government  do  not  take  their 
stand  upon  such  grounds,  whatever  incon- 
venience they  may  find  in  doing  so,  tbej 
may  indeed  smooth  their  way  for  the 
moment,  but  in  the  end  they  will  find 
their  path  beset  with  insurmountable  dii^ 
ficulties ;  and  they  will  bring  discredit  on 
themselves,  and  irremediable  injury  epoo 
their  country.  Sir,  I  now  conclude  by 
moving  *<  A  Return  of  the  Names  and 
Titles  of  all  Bills,"  &c.  Sec. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  *  I  rise  to  second  this 
motion,  this  lame  and  impotent  conclusion 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  After 
questioning  every  act  of  the  Government, 
after  impeadiing  all  their  policy,  the  noble 
Lord  contents  himself  with  moving  for 
some  details  about  the  dates  and  tiUea  of 
bills,  about  which  no  man  care«  a  straw. 
And  the  noble  Lord  has  not  even  the 
merit  of  originality  for  his  ONition.  He  is 
a  humble  follower  in  the  footsteps  of  a 
gallant  Member  on  this  aide  of  the  Houae 
(Colonel  Sibthorp),  and  has  not  the  can- 
dour to  acknowledge  the  plagiarism  he 
has  committed.  iUad  the  noble  Lord's 
notice,  and  compare  it  with  the  motion  of 
last  year  of  the  Member  for  Lincoln.  You 
will  find  one  literally  copied  from  the 
other,  and  that  the  noble  Lord's  creai 
pnustical  achievement  of  to-night  wtfl  be 
to  complete  for  1842  Colonel  Sibthorna 
returns  for  184  L  I  am  grateful  to  tnc 
noble  Lord  for  the  |ierformanoe  of  this 
yery  useful  but  somewhat  humble  duty, 
I  am  grateful  to  him  for  enabling  the 
public  to  draw  a  contrast  between  the 
imperfect,  bungling  efforts  at  b^iislation 
of  himself  and  his  Colleagues,  and  the 
extent  and  value  of'  the  comprehensive 
measures  proposed  by  the  present  Go* 
vemment,  which  have  received  the  sane* 
tiott  of  Parliament  in  this  Session. 
The  noble  Lord  commenced  his  speech 
by  an  historical  review  of  the  state  of 
parties  and  public  questions  since  the  sig- 
nature of  the  definitive  treaty  of  peace. 

*  From  a  corrscted  Report, 
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With  respect  to  the  Catholic  question,  I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the  noble 
Lord's  observations.  I  acknowledge  the 
fairness  with  which  the  noble  Lord,  on 
this  as  on  former  occasions,  has  done  jus- 
tice to  the  motives  which  influenced  my 
noble  Friend  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and 
mvself  in  bringing  forward  that  measure. 
Whether  the  panegyric  he  made  on  the 
course  we  pursued  was  not  greater  than 
our  merits,  it  is  not  for  me  to  determine ; 
he  did  but  justice,  however,  to  the  motives 
which  influenced  us  in  attempting  to  settle 
the  Catholic  question.  The  result  of  that 
attempt  must  have  been  perfectly  obvious 
to  us.  We  could  not  have  foiled  to  fore- 
see that  it  must  withdraw  from  us  the 
confidence  of  many  of  our  supporters,  and 
entail  the  loss  or  power :  we  cheerfully 
submitted  to  that  sacrifice,  in  obedience  to 
a  sense  of  public  duty.  The  noble  Lord 
referred,  in  the  next  place,  to  the  question 
of  Parliamentary  Reform.  He  observed, 
that  chiefly  on  account  of  the  events  in 
Paris  of  July,  1830,  and  the  revolution 
that  followed  them  in  France,  a  great 
comprehensive  measure  of  reform  became 
unavoidable  in  this  country.  Surely,  when 
the  noble  Lord  calmly  renects  on  nis  own 
conduct  in  reference  to  reform  (conduct 
influenced  throughout,  I  doubt  not,  by 
honourable  motives),  he  ought  to  view 
with  toleration  the  chances  of  opinion  of 
others.  The  noble  Lord,  for  the  long 
period  of  twenty  years,  was  the  zealous 
partisan  of  Perceval,  of  Castlereagh,  of 
Canning:  up  to  the  year  1827,  up  to  the 
death  of  Afr.  Canninff,  the  determined 
unvanring  enemy  of  Parliamentary  Reform, 
of  reform  to  every  extent,  and  in  every 
shape,  the  noble  Lord  was  the  faithful 
follower  of  Mr.  Canning.  In  1830  he  be- 
came the  equally  faithful  follower  of  Earl 
Grey— the  determined,  unvarying  advo- 
cate of  reform.  Did  the  noble  Lord, 
during  the  lifetime  of  Mr.  Canning,  see 
nothing  in  the  circumstances  of  the  times 
—in  tne  progress  of  events,  which  indi- 
cated the  approaching  necessity  of  great 
constitutional  changes?  Did  he  see  no. 
thing  to  convince  him  that  it  was  prudent 
to  anticipate  popular  demands,  and  by 
timely  and  moderate  concessions  to  avert 
the  necessity  for  dangerous  innovations  ? 
If  he  did  not,  let  him  forgive  the  fallible 
judgment  of  others  on  other  questions, 
and  put  a  charitable  constroction  on  their 
blindness.  Nay,  if  the  noble  Lord  was 
perfectly  justified  in  his  strenuous  oppo* 
dtion  to  reform  up  to  the  death  of  Mr. 


Canning,  and  in  his  strenuous  siipport  of 
it  after  the  accession  of  Earl  drey — if 
some  sudden  unforeseen  contingency,  not 
within  the  scope  of  human  foresight  (such 
as  the  Revolution  in  France  of  1830), 
justified  and  demanded  this  change  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord, 
I  may  feel,  as  I  do  feel,  convinced  of  the 
purity  of  his  motives ;  but  I  feel,  also,  that 
harsh  and  intolerant  criticisms  on  the 
versatile  opinions  of  others  proceed  with  a 
very  bad  grace  from  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  when  the  great 
question  of  Reform  was  carried,  it  was 
clearly  necessary  to  adopt  new  principles 
of  commercial  policy.  Sir,  I  aeny  that 
the  necessity  for  liberal  principles  of  com- 
mcrcial  policy  originated  with  the  change 
in  the  representation  of  the  people.  I 
deny  altogether  that  the  ad^tion  of  these 
principles  originated  with  Parliamentary 
Reform^  Mr.  Huskisson  and  others  en- 
tered into  these  views  of  commercial 
policy,  and  practically  enforced  them. 
You  cannot  date  the  relaxation  of  restric- 
tions, and  the  abolition  of  monopoly,  from 
the  period  at  which  Parliamentary  Keform 
took  place.  For  ten  years  previously  to 
the  Reform  Dill,  more  important  changes 
were  eflPected  in  our  commercial  policy 
than  for  the  ten  years  succeeding  that 
epoch.  But  if  you  are  right — if  from 
Parliamentary  Reform  there  arose  the  ne- 
cessity for  commercial  improvements — ^if 
that  be  true,  then  the  noble  Lord  passes 
the  most  severe  censure  on  those  to  whom 
the  Reform  Bill  gave  political  power. 
They  were  strong  in  power;  they  were 
convinced  of  the  trutn  of  certain  doc- 
trines; they  were  convinced  that  the  prac- 
tical application  of  them  was  necessary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  yet  they  let  their 
principles  lie  dormant,  without  an  eflbrt 
to  awaken  them.  Nay,  more,  according 
to  your  own  showing,  the  combination  of 
circumstances,  and  the  nature  and  neces- 
siiry  consequences  of  great  constitutional 
changes,  enforced  the  policy  of  immediate 
action.  In  respect  of  commercial  reform, 
doctrines  abstractedly  and  universally  true, 
doctrines  suited  to  all  times  and  to  all  cir- 
cumstances, came  specially  recommended 
by  the  character  of  those  times,  and  the 
special  nature  of  those  circumstances ;  and 
yet,  with  every  advantage,  you,  who  were 
convinced  of  certain  truths,  who  were  able 
to  enforce  them,  who  were  powerful  enough 
to  trample  down  all  opposition  (the  com- 
plexion of  the  times  and  the  fortoitons 
concurrence  of  events  prochdming  to  jou 
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that  the  time  for  action  had  arrived),  you 
did  nothing  to  adFance  the  cause  of  com- 
mercial reform.  And  then,  when  the  time 
had  passed  away,  when  you  were  in  the 
hour  of  dissolution,  like  sorry  penitents 
you  remembered,  in  the  days  of  your  de- 
cay, the  principles  you  had  forgotten  or 
neelected  in  the  time  of  your  strength; 
and  you  threw  discredit  upon  the  pnnci- 
pies  themselves,  by  trying  to  make  them 
■ubserrient,  not  to  the  promotion  of  th» 
public  weal,  but  to  the  rescue  of  a  totter- 
ing administration.  Nay,  at  an  earlier 
period,  when  your  power  began  to  fail, 
when  the  public  began  to  withdraw  their 
confidence,  when  there  might  still  have 
been  a  decent  adoption  of  a  liberal  com- 
mercial policy,  you  did  not  invoke  its  aid 
for  your  deliverance.  It  was  not  till  your 
days  were  numbered,  when  it  was  conve- 
nient to  yourselves  that  you  should  appear 
martyrs  m  the  cause  of  free-trade,  that  you 
demonstrated  any  zeal  in  the  enforcement 
of  its  principles.  The  noble  Lord  taunts 
us  with  the  support  of  the  Bonded  Corn 
Bill^  and  exults  in  the  passing  of  it  as  a 
tardy  triumph  of  the  principles  of  the  late 
Government.  Did  that  Government  pro- 
pose the  bill  ?  Did  that  Government,  as  a 
Government,  lend  a  cordial  support  to  the 
measure  when  it  was  introduced  in  1836  or 
1837?  When  Mr.  Robinson,  the  Member 
for  Worcester,  iirst  introduced  the  mea- 
sure, when  he  asked  in  1835  merely  for  a 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  policy  of  ad- 
mitting bonded  corn  into  consumption, 
was  not  that  motion  actually  opposed  by 
the  late  GK)vernment  ?  Then  the  sugar 
duties.  When  did  you  become  converts  to 
the  policy  of  admitting;  foreign  sugar  at  a 
low  rate  of  duty  ?  Wbs  it  not  at  the  very 
period  when  ^ou  had  lost  all  power  and  au- 
thority in  this  House?  In  1841,  you  pro- 
posed the  admission  of  foreign  sugar ;  you 
ridiculed  the  arguments  of  those  who  op- 
posed  it ;  you  could  see  nothing  but  hypo- 
crisy in  tlie  motives  of  those  who  feared 
that  the  admission  of  foreign  sugar,  with- 
out the  attempt  to  make  stipulations  in 
respect  to  slavery,  might  encourage  the 
slave-trade,  and  aggravate  the  horrors  of 
slavery.  You  had  no  mercy  on  your  oppo- 
nents in  1841.  But  in  1839,  wnen  it  was 
proposed  that  the  duties  on  foreign  sugar 
should  be  reduced  from  63^.  to  34«.  per 
cwt.,  when  every  argument  on  which  you 
subsequently  relied  was  adduced  in  favour 
of  the  proposal— you  opposed  the  reduc- 
tion of  duty.  Wnen  tne  price  of  sugar 
was  unusaally  high^  you  opposed  it  with 


all  the  weight  of  the  Crovernment ;  you  re- 
jected it  by  a  majority  of  122  to  27 ;  and 
you  assigned  as  your  reason  for  opposiii^ 
the  reduction  that  you  could  make  no  dis- 
tinction between  sugar,  the  produce  of 
slave-labour,  and  sugar  the  produce  of 
free-labour,  and  that  you  were  nnwiliiog' 
to  inundate  the  British  market  with  sugar 
the  produce  of  slave-labour.  Now  I  ask 
you,  in  return  for  the  question  of  the  noble 
Lord,  when  did  you  become  proficients  in 
the  doctrines  of  Adam  Smith  and  Ricardo  f 
Did  you  become  their  disciples  before  that 
day,  when  the  profession  of  their  principles 
might  possibly  save  your  administratioQy 
or,  if  that  were  impossible,  might  diminisk 
the  discredit  of  your  &ilure  ?  The  noble 
Lord  has  professed  to  review  some  of  the 
principal  measures  of  the  Session.  He 
began  with  those  announced  in  the  Speedi 
from  the  Throne— the  alterations  in  tlie 
tariff,  and  in  the  com  and  prorision  laws. 
He  would  insinuate,  that  1  have  deluded 
my  supporters  by  the  extent  and  import* 
ance  of  the  alterations  which  have  been 
made  in  those  laws.  Is  that  thedisige 
which  the  noble  Lord  prefers  ?  From  one 
section  of  his  supporters  1  have  uniformly 
heard  a  very  different  one ;  namely,  that 
the  alteration  in  the  Corn-laws  is  not  im» 

Krtant,  and  not  extensive— that  there  has 
en  certainly  deception  and  delusion  ;  bat 
deception  and  delusion  practised,  not  oa 
the  agricultural  interest,  but  on  the  great 
body  of  consumers — that  the  present  Com- 
law  is  no  better  than  the  old  one,  and  that 
the  admission  of  foreign  cattle  and  foreign 
meat  will  be  of  no  practical  advantage. 
These  charges  cannot  both  be  true ;  and, 
in  fact,  both  are  without  foundation.  I 
have  deceived  no  one.  I  have  adopted  no 
principles  of  Government  which  I  did  not 
profess  in  opposition.  When  in  oppositioD 
was  I  not  constantly  told  that  the  support 
given  to  me  was  a  reluctant  and  hollow 
support;  that  my  supporters  disapproved 
of  my  moderation,  of  my  leanings  towards 
commercial  freedom  ?  When  I  took  office 
in  1835,  did  I  not  make  a  public  dedara* 
tion  of  the  principles  on  which  I  shoaM 
act?  and  in  what  particular  have  I  departed 
firom  them  in  1842  ?  The  noUe  Lorn  says, 
that  we  were  mistaken  by  our  friends,  and 
that  the  mistake  was  theirs;  that  we,  dttring 
all  the  time  of  our  opposition  to  the  Go* 
vernment,  held  good  principles,  bot,  hold- 
ing them  in  silence,  we  astonished  oar 
friends  when  we  avowed  and  acted  npoo 
them  in  office.  We  must,  in  tmth,  have 
held  them^  he  says;  for  we  could  aot|  ac* 
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cording  to  the  lodiaD  superstition,  have 
inherited  the  principles^  because  we  occu- 
pied the  seats  of  our  opponents.  We  did 
not  find  these  good  principles,  says  the 
noble  Lord,  or  the  measures  founded  upon 
them,  in  the  red  boxes  of  the  late  Minis, 
ters.  No  one  can  contest  that  truth. 
Never  was  an  observation  more  just. 
There  was  not,  I  willingly  admit,  one 
trace  lef^  by  the  late  Government  of  their 
intentions  with  regard  to  the  tariff.  They 
may  have  been  excellent,  but  we  disco- 
veied  no  evidence  of  them.  What  right 
have  they  to  plume  themselves  on  the 
tariff?  What  particle  of  credit  belongs  to 
them  for  it?  Did  they  appoint  the  Im- 
port Duties'  Committee  ?  Did  they  at- 
tend that  committee  after  it  had  been 
appointed?  If  public  benefit  has  been 
derived  from  the  evidence  adduced  be- 
fore that  committee,  if  the  public  mind 
has  been  prepared  by  the  publication  of 
that  evidence  for  extensive  changes  in 
the  commercial  system  of  the  country, 
let  the  credit  be  given  where  it  is  due. 
Let  it  be  given  to  the  Member  for  Mont, 
rose  and  the  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton»  and  not  to  the  late  Government, 
that  merely  stood  by  passive  spectators, 
and  coldly  tolerated  the  appointment 
of  a  committee,  the  object  of  which 
was  not  avowed,  and  the  result  of  whose 
labours  they  could  not  have  foreseen. 
If  they  had,  surely  the  president  or 
vice-president  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or 
some  Member  of  the  Government  hold- 
ing a  commanding  situation,  would  have 
thought  it  worth  his  while  to  attend  the 
committee.  The  noble  Lord  has  a  defence 
for  the  inaction  of  the  Government  in  the 
later  years  of  its  existence,  which  he  thinks 
quite  triumphant  They  were  not  strong 
enough,  it  seems,  to  enforce  their  princi- 

Sles.  They  were  controlled,  overpowered^ 
y  their  opponents.  Then  why  did  they  re- 
tain office?  Why  did  they  tamely  ac- 
quiesce in  being  controlled  against  their 
conviction—- against  their  sense  of  what  the 
public  interest  required  ?  They  knew  what 
was  right,  but  tolerated  what  was  wrong. 
What  does  this  amount  to  ?  Simply  this 
«— that  just  so  long  as  office  could  be  held 
at  all,  they  preferred  the  retention  of  office 
to  the  maintenance  of  their  principles. 
Why  did  not  they  at  an  earlier  period 
appeal  to  the  people,  in  the  Ic^timate  way, 
for  the  support  of  good  principles?  Why 
did  they  not  propose  that  which  they 
believed  to  be  right,  and  cast  on  Parlia- 
ment the  responsibility  of  rejecting  it? 


Why  did  they  not  even  incur  the  risk  of 
that  alternative^  horrible  as  it  may  have 
been,  of  losing  office?  I  have  a  right  to 
ask  that  question.  Did  I  abandon  the 
malt-tax  in  1835  because  I  was  threatened 
with  opposition  from  my  supporters  ?  No. 
I  called  them  together ;  I  told  them  the 
continuance  of  the  malt-tax  was  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  public  credit ; 
that  I  would  resist  the  repeal  of  it,  and 
retire  from  office  if  I  was  beaten.  I  did 
resist  the  repeal  effiictually.  I  willingly 
admit  that  I  received  from  those  opposed 
to  me  in  politics  effective  support  in  re- 
sisting it.  It  was  cordially  given;  and 
why  ?  because  it  was  seen  that  I  was  in 
earnest,  and  was  ready  to  make  that  sacri- 
fice, the  risk  of  which  must  be  incurred  on 
many  occasions,  before  you  can  hope  to 
mitigate  opposition  and  conciliate  support. 
In  the  late  discussions  on  the  tariff  what 
confident  expectations  were  entertained 
that  I  shoula  be  forced  to  yield  !  What 
chuckling  there  was  about  the  import  of 
salmon  and  of  cattle!  You  thought  I 
must  yield.  You  heard  of  the  exaggerated 
fears  of  the  grazier,  the  forced  sales  of 
cattle  at  great  loss ;  the  rumours,  the  un- 
founded rumours  probably,  of  combinations 
to  oppose,  of  resolutions  of  lukewarm  sup- 
port, of  staying  away  on  critical  divisions. 
Suppose  I  had  followed  the  example  of 
others;  suppose  I  had  argued  thus: — 
*'  These  are  serious  indications ;  the  wel- 
fare, nay,  the  existence  of  a  Conservative 
Government  is  at  stake ;  that  is  a  vastly 
superior  consideration  to  any  amount  of 
duty  on  foreign  cattle;  friends  must  be 
conciliated;  there  is  no  great  difference 
between  a  duty  by  the  head  and  a  duty  by 
weight ;  much  may  be  said  on  both  sides ; 
it  is  the  most  prudent  course  to  give  way 
handsomely,  and  before  a  division."  Sup- 
pose I  had  taken  this  course ;  suppose  I 
had  run  no  risk ;  should  I  have  carried  the 
tariff?  should  I  have  had  your  support  in 
carrying  it  ?  that  support  which  you  gave 
cordially  when  you  knew  that  I  was  in 
earnest,  that  I  was  resolved  to  deal  justly 
with  all  interests,  and  to  make  no  conces- 
sion to  groundless  fears,  or  to  any  influence 
but  that  of  reason?  The  noble  Lord 
claims  for  the  late  Administration^  or  ra- 
ther for  his  own  share  in  it»  the  merit  of 
having  wonderfully  extended  the  foreign 
commerce  of  the  country.  I  watched  the 
uneasiness  of  the  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Cobden)  during  the  progress  of  the 
noble  Lord's  demonstration  on  that  head  : 
his  countenance  fell  wofully  with  every 
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figure  the  noble  Lord  quoted.  Tbe  noble 
Lord  was  showing  that  there  had  been  a 
rapid  increase  in  the  trade  of  tha  country^ 
all  owing  to  the  skill  and  wisdom  of  the 
late  Government;  that  the  real  value 
of  the  exports,  which  in  1832  were 
only  36,000,000/.,  advanced  in  1835  to 
47,000,000/.,  and  in  1841  to  51,000,000/. 
What,  and  all  this  under  the  old  Corn- 
law  I  That  law  was  in  force  during  the 
whole  period,  and  yet  it  either  had  no  per- 
nicious influence  on  our  prosperity,  or,  if  it 
had  any,  that  influence  was  counteracted 
by  the  personal  merits  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  Colleagues.  But  of  this  fact  there 
can  be  no  doubt — that  the  noble  Lord  has 
proved  that  this  wonderful  progressive 
increase  in  the  real  value  of  our  exports, 
end  in  the  extension  of  our  trade,  took 
place  concurrently  at  least  with  the  Corn- 
laws.  The  noble  Lord's  demonstration 
seemed  to  be  so  triumphant,  that  I  t4)ok  for 

S ranted  he  would  conclude  it  with  a  con- 
em  nation  of  me  for  having  disturbed  the 
Corn-laws.  Notwithstanding  the  varia- 
tions in  the  price  of  corn,  notwithstanding 
that  wheat  for  four  consecutive  years 
averaged  (I  think)  47^.,  and  for  four  other 
years  64^.9  the  noble  Lord  is  ready  with 
his  proof  that  the  price  of  corn  had  no 
influence  on  the  amount  of  our  exports. 
And  the  very  men  who  were  cheering  the 
noble  Lord  to-night,  and  exulting  in  his 
proofs  from  figures  that  trade  has  been 
progressively  advancing  for  the  last  ten 
years  under  the  fostering  care  of  the  wise 
Government  which  had  their  support,  have 
been  maintaining  night  after  night  during 
the  whole  Session  that  the  inferences  to  be 
drawn  from  these  same  figures  are  totally 
fallacious,  and  that  our  foreij^n  trade  has 
been  progressively  declining  instead  of  ad« 
vancing.  The  noble  Lord  complains  that 
certain  measures,  which  were  recom- 
mended in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
have  not  passed  into  laws.  He  says,  we 
have  not  proceeded  with  the  ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction  and  the  registration  bills.  We 
were  prepared  to  proceed  with  them. 
There  surely  were  no  difficulties  to  deter 
us,  after  haying  overcome  the  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  those  grcut  measures  which 
were  connected  with  the  finance  and  com- 
merce of  the  country.  But  after  the  la- 
bour of  the  Session  the  measures  mentioned 
could  not  have  secured  proper  attention. 
Was  I  not  right  in  that  expectation? 
Why,  when   the    noble   Lord   has   been 

Cing  his  panegyrics  on  his  late  Col- 
.^^ues   and  himself,    where  are  they  ? 


Where  hare  they  been  for  the  last  month  ? 
Much  of  the  important  business  of  the 
Session,  after  the  completion  of  the  three 
first  great  measures,  has  been  carried  on 
during  that  period.  Perhaps  we  have  made, 
indeed,  too  much  haste  in  legislation  in  our 
anxiety  for  securing  practical  improTe- 
ments ;  but  certainly  there  has  been  more 
of  business  done  in  the  last  month  than  was 
ever  transacted  before  ?  And  where  bare 
been  the  members  of  the  late  cabinet } 
What  a  decisive  refutation  is  their  absence 
of  ail  the  assertions  of  the  noble  Lord  ! 
What  a  decisire  mark  of  public  confidence 
in  opponents!  Do  I  allege  that  the  ab- 
sence of  such  men,  during  all  the  presf 
and  sweat  of  parliamentary  business,  argaes 
indifiPerence  to  their  public  duties?  No  ; 
but  it  argues  entire,  unqualified  confidence 
in  the  Government.  They  hare  left  the 
noble  Lord  (as  was  once  said  of  another 
gentleman  here) — 

^*  The  last  rose  of  summer,  all  blooming  alooe. 
His  lovely  companions    all    withered  and 
gone"— 

left  him  ''  to  waste  his  sweetness  on  the 
desert  air ;"  with  the  injunction  to  "bottle 
up  a  great  speech ;  no  matter  how  thia 
the  House,  let  it  explode  at  the  end  of  tlie 
Session,  lest  we  be  utterly  forgotten** 
"Yes,"  said  the  noble  Lord  to  his  col- 
leagues; "but  am  I  to  move  a  rote  of 
want  of  confidence,  or  something  expretsire 
of  distrust?"  "  Oh,  no  I"  (said  bis  col. 
leagues)  "  follow  the  example  of  Cokmel 
Sibthorpe,  and  more  for  returns  which  tke 
most  jealous,  and  sensitire  of  Ministers 
cannot  find  it  in  his  heart  to  oppoee;  bat, 
for  hearen's  sake,  don*t  risk  a  diviaioa  ! 
Speak  about  America  and  Aff);haniatan, 
and  erery  thing  else ;  only  aroid  any  no. 
tion  which  may  proroke  a  division  of  three 
to  one  against  ns.*'  The  noUe  Lord  most 
not  charge  me  with  ingratitude.  I  here 
publicly  acknowledge  my  obligatioos  to 
the  friends  of  the  noble  Lord  for  their 
absence,  implying  as  it  does  unbounded 
confidence  in  us,  a  perfect  assuraooe  that 
we  will  not  abuse  our  power,  but  diligentl  j 
persevere  in  repairing  their  blunders.  But 
surely  tlieir  absence  mar  account  also  for 
our  reluctance  to  prooeea  with  some  of  the 
measures  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
referred.  Could  we  proceed  with  propriety 
to  amend  the  registration  of  electon,  in 
the  absence  of  the  great  luminarr  of  ne* 
form  ?  Were  we  to  proceed  with  the 
Registration  Bill,  when  he  had  left  the 
Bribery  Bill  to  its  fate?    Let  us  shortly 
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review  the  progress  of  the  Bribery  Bill. 
We  heard  or  enormous  and  universal  cor* 
niption  at  elections*  of  compromises  for 
the  suppression  of  the  proof  of  it  The 
necessity  for  instant  reform  was  manifest. 
"  Let  us"  (it  was  said  earnestly  on  the 
other  side),  ^'  let  us  have  a  measure  to 
shame  these  corrupters  of  public  virtue." 
I  promised  every  assistance.  Well,  the 
first  intimation  I  received  was  from  the 
noble  author  of  the  bill, ''  I'm  off."  Then 
the  Attorney-general  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  to  have  charge  of  the  bill — and 
in  the  eulogy  pronounced  on  his  eminent 
abilities  I  entirely  concur;  but  soon  it 
was  "  I'm  off"  with  him  also.  Then  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Member 
for  Halifax,  had  charge  of  the  bill ;  but  he 
was  off  also,  and  was  to  be  found  I  believe 
on  the  Continent.  Then,  at  last,  the  bill 
came  to  the  learned  Member  for  Liskeard, 
not  a  member  of  the  committee;  and  cer- 
tainly then  I  found  it  necessary  to  give  that 
energetic  support  which  I  often  gave  the 
late  Government  to  insure  the  passing  of 
their  measures.  When  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman, with  infantine  simplicity!  being 
called  upon  to  defend  the  main  clauses  of 
the  bill,  piteously  looked  round  and  said, 
"  I  suppose  I  must  say  something,  but  I've 
nothing  to  say."  I  began  to  fear  this  mea- 
sure was  in  danger  of  miscarriage  when 
committed  to  such  innocence,  till  at  last 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  rose  and 
said^  *'  For  God's  sake  give  up  the  bill  to 
Sir  R.  Peel,  for  no  one  else  can  take  charge 
of  it!"  Now  if  other  proof  of  confidence 
were  wanting,  what  say  you  to  this.^ 
Flesh  and  blfxid  would  never  have  deserted 
this  bantling,  had  it  not  been  for  the  un- 
bounded confidence  that  its  life  would  be 
watched  over  by  me  with  parental  care, 
after  it  had  been  abandoned  bv  its  natural 
protectors.  The  noble  Lord  ooserved  with 
a  sneer,  that  thero  was  one  measure,  in- 
deed, which  we  did  pass,  namely,  the 
Income-tax.  Yes,  and  why  did  we  propose 
it  ?  Why  did  we  call  upon  the  country  to 
submit  to  a  tax  so  unpopular  and  obnox- 
ious? and  why  did  the  country  respond  to 
the  call  ?  because  they  acknowledged  the 
truths  which  night  after  night  I  sedulously 
impressed  upon  their  mind  i  that  you,  the 
late  Government,  having  alienated  France, 
having  done  nothing  to  improve  our  rela- 
tions or  adjust  our  differences  vrith  the 
United  States,  with  a  lowering  prospect  in 
Europe  and  in  America,  had  undertaken 
three  wars  at  a  great  distance  from  your  re- 
sources^ had  bttsn  carrying  on  simulta^ 


neously  war  in  Syria,  war  with  China,  war 
in  Affghanistan ;  that  you  had  at  the  same 
time  contrived  to  make  your  annual  revenue 
&11  short  of  your  expenditure  by  2,500,000/., 
and  had  an  accumulated  deficiency  of 
10,000,0002.  on  comparing  the  revenue 
with  the  expenditure  of  the  last  five  years. 
These  facts  sunk  deep  into  the  public  mind, 
and  resistance  to  the  Income-tAx  was  hope- 
less. But  whero  were  you  (Lord  Palmer, 
ston)  during  the  discussions  on  the  Income- 
tax?  How  happens  it  that  you  were  a 
silent  looker-on?  This  was  the  greatest 
financial  measure  of  recent  times,  a  measure, 
if  not  imposed  by  some  overruling  neces- 
sity, the  most  open  to  objection  ?  You, 
who  for  many  years  have  been  in  the  ser« 
vice  of  the  Crown,  and  taken  a  leading 
part  in  public  business,  and  in  the  debates 
of  this  House,  maintained  absolute  silence 
while  night  after  night  the  bill  was  under 
discussion;  and  now  that  it  is  safe,  now 
that  it  is  passed  into  a  law,  you  discharge 
your  puny  popgun  against  the  Income-tax. 
Is  this  creaitable  conduct  ?  How  is  it  to 
be  accounted  for?  Is  this  the  solution? 
Is  it  true  that  you  and  your  Colleagues  had 
at  first  resolved  to  support  the  Income- 
tax  ?  Is  it  true  that  you  met  together  in 
private  conference,  and  that  you  took  the 
resolution  manfully  to  support  the  bill? 
that  your  first  generous  impulse  was  not  to 
thwart  vigorous  measures  for  replenishing 
an  Exchequer  which  had  been  exhausted 
through  your  own  mismanagement?  and 
that  you  afterwards  yielded  to  the  remon- 
strance of  some  of  your  supporters,  and 
determined  to  oppose  measures  which  your 
own  unbiassed  sense  of  duty  would  iiave 
inclined  you  to  support?  The  noble  Lord 
complains  that  the  Bankruptcy  and  Lunacy 
Bills  were  postponed  in  the  Hooae  of 
Lords  till  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  No 
doubt  they  were.  I  have  been  informed 
however,  I  cannot  vouch  for  the  fact,  but  I 
have  been  credibly  informed,  that  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor,  Lord  Cottenham  ex* 
pressed  a  wish  that  the  Bankruptcy  and 
Lunacy  Bills  should  be  postponed  until  the 
County  Courts  Bill  should  be  ready 
for  discussion,  in  order  that  they  might 
be  all  considered  together,  and  tnat  that 
has  be0n  the  cause  of  the  delay.  Both  by 
the  bankruptcy  act  and  the  Minacy  act  a 
great  improvement  in  the  law  has  been 
made,  and  we  were  unwilling  to  defer  the 
passing  of  them,  seeing  that  all  parlies 
were  generally  agn«d  as  to  the  principle 
at  least,  of  these  acts.  We  have  passed  a 
measure    respecting   ecclesiastical  leases. 
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which  will  contribute  to  the  improvement 
of  property  and  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
Established  Church.  But  the  amount  of 
what  we  have  done  mW,  thanks  to  the 
noble  Lord,  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House;  it  will  become  matter  of  record, 
and  when  any  impartial  man  shall  consider 
it,  if  he  be  possessed  of  a  generous  spirit^ 
he  will  make  allowance  for  what  has  been 
left  undone,  and  give  us  credit  for  what 
we  have  effected^  As  the  noble  Lord  has 
said,  those  only  who  have  been  in  office 
can  have  any  idea  of  the  enormous  amount 
of  duty  that  is  connected  with  it.  The 
number  of  despatches  that  are  received 
from  every  quarter  of  the  globe,  and  which 
a  minister  must  of  necessity  read  in  addi- 
tion to  his  other  labours,  would  alone  suf- 
fice to  convince  any  one  desirious  of  form- 
ing a  correct  judgment  on  the  subject,  how 
difficult  it  is  for  a  public  man  to  reconcile 
the  performance  of  his  duties  in  the  House 
of  Commons  with  the  conduct  of  official 
afiairs.  The  noble  Lord  might,  therefore, 
have  readily  found  in  his  own  official  ex- 
perience an  excuse  for  us,  if,  on  entering 
office,  we  required  three  or  four  months 
to  digest  our  plans,  and  consider  what 
steps  we  should  take  to  relieve  the  country 
from  its  financial  embarrassment.  The 
noble  Lord  has  referred  to  the  state  of  the 
country,  and  he  has  to-night,  as  on  former 
occasions,  made  use  of  language  which  is 
calculated  to  aggravate  dissatisfaction. 
He  says, 

'*  You  are  about  to  let  Parliament  separate 
without,  after  all  your  labours,  having  done 
any  thing  to  relieve  the  existing  distress.  I 
trust  Parliament  will  be  soon  called  together 
again  in  order  that  you  may  deliberate  upon 
measures  for  rescuing  the  country  from  its 
difficulties." 

I  was  in  hopes  that  the  noble  Lord, 
when  he  had  tendered  his  advice  for  the 
summoning  of  Parliament,  was  about  to 
accompany  that  advice  with  the  intima- 
tion of  his  opinion  as  to  the  measures  to 
be  adopted ;  but  all  that  fell  from  the  no- 
ble Lord  was  the  perfectly  safe,  but  not 
very  useful  declaration,— ''Something  or 
other  roust  be  done."  The  noble  Lord  pro- 
ceeded to  review  the  whole  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  country,  but  found  it  very 
difficult  to  introduce  bis  reference  to  it  on 
this  miserable  motion  about  the  names  and 
titles  of  the  bills  which  we  have  passed  in 
the  present  Session.  The  noble  Lord  for« 
tnnately  recollected  that  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley)  made  a  speeoi  three  months 
since,  in  which  there  was  some  mention  of 


the  mischievous  activity  of  the  noble  Lord  ; 
and  after  three  months'  deliberatioo  the 
noble  Lord  comes  forward  with  his  vindi- 
cation from  thecharee  of  my  noUe  Friend. 
The  noble  Lord  paid  a  compliment  to  my 
noble  Friend  for  his  skill  in  off-hand  di^ 
bate:  I  apprehend  that  compliment  can- 
not be  reciprocated  to  the  noble  Lord,  in 
replying  to  my  noble  Friend  after  a  lapse 
of  three  months.  The  noble  Lord  hegut 
by  a  statement  which  I  feel  it  wholly  unne- 
cessary to  dwell  upon,  because  it  received 
its  best  confutation  in  a  burst  of  incredu- 
lous laughter.  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
we  have  done  nothing  but  avail  oursdvcs 
of  the  facilities  in  foreign  affiiirs,  whic^ 
were  bequeathed  to  us  by  our  predecessors. 
The  noble  Lord's  first  reference  was  to  the 
question  of  Hill  Coolies,  but  I  will  pass  by 
that,  as  belonging  rather  to  the  oolonid 
department.  If  my  noble  Friend  should 
think  it  worth  while  to  defend  his  cooduct 
from  the  attack  which  the  noble  Lord, 
after  three  months'  preparation,  has  made 
with  reference  to  the  Hill  Coolies,  I  hate 
no  doubt  that  my  noble  Friend  will  be 
able  most  satisfactorily  to  do  so  withooft 
the  advantage  of  quite  so  much  premedi- 
tation. But  surely  before  the  noble  Lord 
is  so  severe  upon  an  opponent,  to  whom  he 
imputes  a  change  of  opinion  respetting  the 
importation  of  Hill  Coolies  into  the  Maori* 
tins,  he  would  do  well  to  take  a  retromc- 
tive  view  of  the  various  ministers  or  all 
shades  of  political  opinions  with  whom  he 
has  been  connected  in  the  course  of  hi« 
own  political  life,  and  in  that  review  he 
might  find  a  charitable  excuse  for  the 
public  man  who  sees  reason  to  modify  in  a 
slight  degree  his  opinions  about  the  Hill 
Coolies.  As  regards  the  foreign  policy  of 
the  noble  Lord,  no  one  can  estimate  iBore 
than  I  do  the  noble  Lord's  personal  ac- 
tivity and  attention  to  business.  But  when 
the  noble  Lord  refers  to  certain  treatiee 
with  the  state  of  Texas,  and  to  six  or  seven 
treaties  about  the  slave-trade,  as  the  tri« 
umphsof  his  administration,  I  am  induced 
to  ask  if  those  are  points  to  which  a  Minis- 
ter, taking  a  comprehensive  view  of  the  fi»- 
reign  policy  of  the  oouotry,  can  refer  with 
pride  and  confidence  as  the  result  of  aefv- 
ral  years  of  official  labour?  Look  to  the 
great  countries  of  the  world  with  which  it 
was  your  boast  to  be  connected.^  For  sis 
years  your  constant  boast  in  this  Houm 
was,  that  you  had  formed  and  oonaolidatod 
if  Western  Europe,  a  povcffnl 
lased  on  the  coaunonity  of 
%  as  well  as  of  ■ 
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opinions.  The  influence  of  despotic  power 
in  the  East  was  to  be  counterbalanced  by 
the  intimate  union  of  states  in  the  West 
governed  by  liberal  institutions.  Proud 
of  the  co-operation  of  France^  you  forgot 
your  professed  repugnance  to  intervention 
in  the  domestic  afSiirs  of  other  countries^ 
and  took  an  active  part  in  the  civil  dissen- 
sions of  Spain,  for  the  purpose  of  consoli- 
dating the  great  bulwark  of  constitutional 
liberty — the  quadruple  alliance.  What 
has  become  of  the  French  alliance  ?  What 
were  your  relations  with  France  when  you 
relinquished  office  in  1841  ?  When  you 
assumed  it  in  ISSO,  you  found  every  faci- 
lity for  improving  a  good  understanding 
with  that  country.  The  government  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  had  recognised 
the  dynasty  of  Louis  Philippe,  and  had 
conciliated  the  good  will  of  France,  by 
the  unhesitating  acknowledgment  of  the 
right  she  had  recently  exercised  in  re- 
spect to  the  change  of  the  reigning  fa- 
mily. For  five  or  six  years  after  your  ac- 
cession to  power,  your  great  boast  in 
respect  to  foreign  policy  was,  the  establish- 
ment of  amicable  relations  with  France. 
All  the  aid  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
could  lend  you  to  confirm  these  amicable 
relations,    was   repeatedly  and  cordially 

Slven,  How  stand  those  relations  now  ? 
y  whose  fault  is  it  that  they  have  been 
interrupted  ?  You  congratulated  us  on 
the  maintenance  of  peace,  and  on  the  ex- 
tension of  that  commercial  intercourse 
which  is  the  offspring  of  peace>  and  the 
great  instrument  for  allaying  interna- 
tional jealousies.  Your  policy  has  not 
been  thwarted  by  the  hostile  feelings 
of  this  country  towards  France.  This 
country  has  no  feeling  of  hostility  to- 
wards France.  It  was  but  the  other  day 
that  we  heard  of  the  lamentable  death  of 
the  Duke  of  Orleans,  the  heir  to  the 
throne  of  France,  with  a  deep  and  uni- 
versal regret  and  sympathy.  We  have  no 
hostile,  no  irritable  feeling  towards  France, 
neither  have  we  any  fear;  we  are  too 
proud,  too  conscious  of  our  own  strength, 
to  regard  the  power  of  France  with  appre- 
hension; but  we  deprecate,  for  the  in- 
terests of  humanity,  the  interruption  of 
friendly  relations  with  that  country.  Our 
wish  is  to  enter  into  no  rivalry  with 
France  but  rivalry  in  the  generous  race 
of  increasing  civilisation  and  social  im- 
provement So  far  from  viewing  with 
jealous  eyes  the  advances  that  may  be 
made  by  France  in  the  career  of  that 
civilisation  and  improvement,  we  know 
VOLLXV.    {J^} 


they  will  react  upon  and  stimulate  our 
own.     Seeing  that  these  are  the  genuine 
feelings  of  this  country — seeing  that  the 
animosities,  the  relics  of  former  hostilities, 
were  fast  subsiding,  that  the  vulgar  feel- 
ing of  assumed  superiority  over   France 
was  supplanted  by  a  kinder  and  more 
generous  impulse — seeing  all  the  advan- 
tages which  the  noble  Lord  had  for  im- 
proving the  friendly  relations  with  France, 
for  effecting  that  which  he  professed  to  be 
the  great  object  of  his  policy,  and  the  great 
guarantee  for  European  peace— seeing  all 
these  things,  how  does  the  noble  Lord 
account  for  his  signal  failure  ?     He  com- 
plains of  the  non-ratification  of  treaties 
by  France,  and  of  her  delay  in  admitting 
our  just  claims;   and  his  complaints  are 
just;    but   these   things  are  the  conse- 
quences of  that  alienation,  of  that  state  of 
irritable  feeling,  which  either  through  the 
fault  or  the  misfortune  of  the  noble  Lord, 
have  been  the  consequences  of  his  policy. 
The  noble  Lord  thinks  it  was  necessary  to 
incur  the  risk  of  rupture  with  France,  in 
order  to  maintain  the  independence  and 
integrity  of  the  Turkish  empire.    True, 
says  the  noble  Lord,   we  have  alienated 
France,  but  then  we  have  re-established 
the    authority    of   the    Porte    in  Syria. 
Syria,  indeed; — this,  no  doubt,  is  one  of 
the  facilities  in  the  conduct  of  foreign 
affairs  bequeathed  to  us  by  the  noble  Lord. 
You  have  delivered  up  Syria,  not  to  the 
Porte,  but  to  anarchy ;  and  my  firm  belief 
is,  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  maintain  every  interest  which 
England  has  with  respect  to  Syria,  every 
interest  which  the  Porte  has  with  respect 
to  Syria,  without  the  necessary  disturb- 
ance  of  friendly  relations  with  France. 
I  proceed  with  the  other  comments  of  the 
noble  Lord.     I  regret  that  these  charts 
and  imputations  are  brought  at  this  period 
of  the  Session.     I  should  have  been  con- 
tent to  depart  in  peace,  without  disturbing 
those  feelings    (free   at  least   from   any 
hostile  spirit),   which  may  subsist,  after 
the  labours  and  conflicts  of  the  Session, 
between  political  opponents.     I  deprecate 
the  spirit  in  which   the  remarks   of  the 
noble   Lord  were   conceived,  because  it 
compels  the  disclosure,  in  our  own  defence, 
of  wnat  had  better  have  been  withheld  for 
the  present.    But  I  will  not  be  silent  when 
such  charges  and  imputations  are  made 
against  us.    J  know  the  inconvenience  to 
the  public  service  of  making  premature 
revelations;    but   I  cannot  remain  silent 
under  unfounded  imputations.  First,  then, 
2T 
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with  respect  to  the  United  States.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  has  tried  (I 
trust  that  the  attenapt  will  not  be  suc- 
cessful) to  defeat  the  settlement  of  a 
question  between  that  Government  and 
this,  which  has  remained  unadjusted  for 
the  long  period  of  forty  years.  Yes  ;  for 
forty  years  this  question  of  disputed 
boundary  has  been  waiting  for  settlement. 
Seeing  that  we  may  be  on  the  eve  of 
effecting  it,  the  noble  Lord  does  his  best, 
by  needless  appeals  to  the  sense  of  honour, 
to  prevent  it.  Such  is  the  blindness  of 
his  hostility,  that  every  argument  which 
he  directs  against  our  policy  is  the  bit- 
terest condemnation  of  his  own  conduct. 
He  says,  that  subsequently  to  his  appoint- 
ment to  office,  he  offered  to  acquiesce  in 
an  adjustment  of  this  disputed  question, 
which  according  to  his  own  declarations, 
was  fortunately  rejected  by  the  United 
States;  fortunately,  because  it  was  most 

Prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  this  country. 
!e  avows  that  he  was  ignorant  of  the 
merits  of  this  question,  that  he  had  not 
sufficient  local  information — and  defends 
on  that  ground  his  readiness  to  acquiesce 
in  a  settlement  injurious  to  the  honour 
and  interests  of  his  own  country.  What 
a  wretched  defence  !  What  prevented  the 
noble  Lord  from  making  himself  master  of 
the  merits  of  the  question,  and  from  pro- 
curing the  local  information  which  he 
required  ?  The  question  had  been  in 
dispute  for  forty  years.  Why  did  not  the 
noble  Lord,  while  he  might  have  professed 
his  earnest  desire  to  adjust  this  matter, 
demand  the  time  that  was  requisite  for  the 
correct  understanding  of  it?  The  truth 
is,  the  noble  Lord  foars  that  we  have 
made  an  arrangement  with  the  United 
States  more  favourable  to  our  own  interests 
than  the  one  to  which  he  was  willing,  at 
a  former  period,  to  assent ;  and  in  order 
that  he  may  dissatisfy  the  country  with 
our  arrangements,  denounces  his  own,  and 
declares  that  it  was  through  ignorance  and 
culpable  neglect,  that  he  was  a  party  to 
them.  It  is  unworthy  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  be  now  raising  these  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  an  amicable  adjustment  of  long- 
existing  differences  between  this  country 
and  the  United  States,— between  ^nat 
communities,  boasting  a  common  origin, 
speaking  a  common  language,  whose  in- 
terests are  so  closely  interwoven,  that  a 
hostile  blow,  aimed  by  the  one  at  the  other, 
recoils  upon  the  hand  that  strikes  it.  Coo- 
sidering  the  utter  failure  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  remove  the  long-existing  cnuses 


of  misunderstanding  between  this  ctmntry 
and  the  United  States*  he  might  at  least 
abstain  from  throwing  impediments  in  tbe 
way  of  others,  from  telling  ys  that  maut 
honour  is   involved   in  maintaining  otir 
right  to  a  swamp  on  the  frontier ;    ftoas 
counselling  us  to  make  no  comprnniae,  w» 
concession;    from    inflaming    the    public 
mind  in  each  country,  until  there  ia  no 
alternative   but  war.      Sir,  I  would  MM 
shrink    from    that    alternative,   did    the 
honour  of  the  country  require  ill  adop- 
tion.    It  was  said,  I  think,  by  Mr.  Fox, 
that  the  most  legitimate  ground  of  war 
was  the  necessary  vindication  of  the  hoBoor 
of  a  country ;   that  it  rarely  happeaadi 
that  where  mere  material  inteiasts  were 
concerned,  the  cost  of  war  was  not  greaSer 
(even  in  the  case  of  auccess)  than  the  valaa 
of  the  object  in  dispute.  I  ooaBdently  liope, 
however,  that  neither  the  riadioatioo  of 
honour,  nor  the  maintenance  of  the  jnat 
ri)^ht8  of  this  country,  will  impose  apoa  m 
the  necessity  of  an  appeal  to  arnM«  but  tlMit 
there  are  the  means,  by  a  ooaciliatory  ad* 
justment  of  all  differenoea  with  the  Uaitad 
States,  of  maintaining  honourable 
The  noble  Lord  has  referred  to  our 
discussion  with  the  United  States  in 
spect  to  the  right  of  search.     He  con 
ments  us  on  fiie  ability  with  which  «a 
have  defended  the  claim  pot  forth  by  tkis 
country  with  respect,  not  indeed  to  tlia 
right  of  search,  but  the  right  so  aaoertaia 
the  nationality  of  a  vessel  auspeeled  af 
carrying  on  the  alava-trade.     He  aays^ 
however,  that  we  were  only  maintaiaii^ 
the  position  which  he  had  previooaly  takaa, 
and  enforcing  arguments  whidi  ha  had  pia* 
viously  used.    There  is,   1  pfesttaie^  ao 
ground  of  charae  in  this,  if  for  oaoe  wa 
thought  the  nome  Lord  waa  ia  the  r%lit. 
He  says,  that  my  noble  Friend,  the  Seeia* 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiaira,  ceadooad 
the  discussion  with  much  greater  ability 
than  he  himself  could  have  doaa,  aad  ia 
that  observation,  I  oordially  eoncnr.     It 
was  not  only  with  superior  ability  that  asy 
noble  Friend  conducted  thisdiscuasioo,  bat 
he  contrived  to  reconcile  firmaeas  aritb  aw. 
deration  and  dignity,  and  abstained  fraa 
offensive  and  petulant  renuuka  which  aiah 
deep  into  the  mind  of  a  aensitiva  people. 
My  noble  Friend  did  not  thiak  it  esKatial 
to  the  argument  to  talk  of  a  piece  of  haat* 
iiig  when  speaking  of  the  AaiehcBa  iag* 
I  follow  the  noble  Lord  to  PortugnL     He 
iiays,  that  the  negotiations  which  wa  have 
concluded  with  PortDgal  has  been  aeadiaa 
for  five  or  six  years.    So  it  baa.     Is  etaai 
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in  the  same  position  that  all  the  great 
qacations  with  foreign  countries  have  been 
left  by  the  noble  Lonl;  it  stood  in  the 
mme  position  that  the  questions  with  the 
United  States  stood,  that  is  to  say,  no  ef- 
fectual progress  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  towards  their  settlement.     A  { 
▼ast  number  of  diplomatic  notes  have  been 
interchanged,  all  ably  penned  1  hare  no 
doubt,  but  there  was  no  prospect  of  imme- 
diate and  amicable  adjustment.    So  hope-  > 
less  WSM  it,  that  the  noble  Lord  introduced 
a  bill  which  passed  into  a  law,  enabling  the 
cruisers  of  this  country  to  capture  the  , 
slave«trading  vessels   of   Portu^l.    The 
act  may  have  been  juKtifiable,  but  it  was  a 
proof  that  all  hope  of  friendly  negotiation 
with  Portugal  was  abandoned  by  the  noble 
Lord.    We  have  prevailed  with  Portugal ; 
by  the  means  of  friendly  negotiation  we 
have  replaced  our  relations  with  that  coun- 
try (the  intimate  and  ancient  ally  of  Eng- 
land) on  the  basis  of  friendship,  and  have 
been  enabled  to  repeal  the  act  of  the  noble 
Lord,  which  was,  in  point  of  ftict,  little  less 
than  a  declaration  of  war.     Now,  with  re- 
spect to  the  treaties  which  the  noble  Lord 
boasts  of  having  concluded,  I  will  give  the 
House  a  specimen  of  the  candour  and  gene- 
rosity which  the  noble  Lord  has  exercised 
in  tlie  attack  he  has  made  upon  us.    The 
noble  Lord  referred  to  the  treaty  between 
the  Porte  and  the  Fire  Powers,  and  told  us 
that  he  was  content,  so  little  has  he  of  as- 
■uranoe^  so  little  does  he  wish  to  arrogate 
anything  to  himself,  that  he  was  content  to 
call  this  treaty  a  treaty  for  the  provisional 
closing  of  the  Dardanelles ;  but  that  we, 
in  magni6cent  language,  had  termed  the 
same  treaty  a  treaty  for  securing  the  peace 
dF  Europe.    I  will  read  the  language  of 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  this  Session,  in  which  her 
Majesty  speaks  of  this  treaty.    Her  Mft* 
iesty  says,— 

''There  shall  also  be  laid  before  you  a 
treaty  which  I  have  concluded  with  the  same 
powers  (the  Emperor  of  Austria,  the  King  of 
the  French,  the  King  of  Prussia,  and  the  Em- 
peror of  Ruiisia),  together  with  the  Sultan, 
having  for  its  object  the  seourity  of  the  Turkish 
empire,  and  the  maintenance  of  the  general 
tranquillity/' 

Those  were  the  terms  in  which  we  ad- 
Tised  her  Majesty  to  describe  the  objects 
of  the  treaty  In  question  —  exaggerated 
and  inflated  terms,  says  the  noble  Lord, 
assigning  to  this  treaty  an  importance 
which  its  modest  authors  never  claimed  for 
it.     How  stands  the  fiict?    I  will  now 


read  the  preamble  to  this  rery  treaty,  and 
leave  the  House  to  judge  of  the  fairness 
of  the  noble  Lord's  comments,  and  the  juh- 
tice  of  the  compliment  which  he  has  paid 
to  his  own  humility.  The  parties  to  the 
treaty  (being  all  enumerated)  state,  that 

"  Being  persuaded  that  their  union  and 
agreement  offer  to  Europe  the  most  certain 
pledge  for  the  preservation  of  the  general 
peace,  the  constant  object  of  their  solicitudei 
and  their  said  Majesties  being  desirous  of  tes- 
tifying this  agreement,  by  giving  to  the  Sultan 
a  manifest  proof  of  the  respect  which  they  enter- 
tain for  the  inviolability  of  his  sovereign  rights, 
as  well  as  of  their  sincere  desire  to  see  con. 
solidated  the  repose  of  his  empire,  agree,"  &c. 

Compare  this  preamble,  setting  forth 
the  objects  of  the  treaty,  with  our  descrip- 
tion or  the  treaty  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  and  then  say  whether  that  de- 
scription was  erroneous,  and  whether  it 
does  not  fall  far  short,  in  inflation  of  lan- 
guage, of  the  noble  Lurd*s  preamble.  I  cite 
this  as  a  specimen  of  the  noble  Lord's  fair- 
ness and  candour  towards  his  opponents. 
Now,  with  respect  to  Hanover  and  the 
Stade-dutics.  Notwithstanding  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Lord,  I  have  no  doubt, 
that  when  the  negotiations  with  Hanover 
shall  be  laid  on  the  Table,  this  House 
will  not  consider  that  they  are  incom- 
patible with  the  national'  honour,  while  at 
the  same  time  they  promote  the  commer- 
cial interests  of  this  country.  But  the 
noble  Lord  says,— - 

^*  We,  when  we  were  in  office,  maintained 
that  there  was  an  obligation  on  Hanover  to 
reduce  the  stade-duties  to  l-16th  per  cent,  ac- 
cording to  treaty." 

But,  I  ask,  what  did  you  do  practically 
to  relieve  the  commerce  of  this  country  from 
an  oppressive  imposition  ?  You  left  us  ten 
years*  negotiations  upon  the  subject— you 
sent  commissioners ;  what  came  of  all  your 
negotiations  and  all  the  labours  of  your 
commissioners  ?  When  we  came  into  oflSce 
we  found  them  suspended.  We  found  not 
one  single  advance  made  towards  a  settle- 
ment, and  the  only  point  at  issue,  as  it  ap- 
peared, was,  whether  you  should  go  to 
war  with  Hanover,  or  they  should  reduce 
the  tolls  to  1-1 6th  per  cent.  That  was  the 
state  of  the  case.  But  the  noble  Lord 
would  do  well  to  observe  a  little  more  cau- 
tion in  his  attacks  on  those  who  may  not 
have  been  inclined  in  his  opinion  to  main- 
tain extreme  rights,  or  the  literal  fulfil- 
ment of  treaties  of  doubtful  obligation. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  ever  hear  of  a  memo- 
randum on  the  subject  of  these  duties, 
from  which  I  will  read  an  extract  ? 
2T2 
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**  Upon  the  whole,  as  it  appears  that  these 
duties  are  injurious  to  British  commerce, 
more  from  the  unfair  competition  to  which  it 
is  thereby  exposed  from  that  of  Hamburgh, 
which  is  relieved  from  this  charge,  and  still 
more  from  the  vexation,  the  disputes,  and  the 
consequent  delay  attending  its  exaction,  than 
from  the  pecuniary  amount  of  the  burden  ; 
whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  the  government  of 
Hanover  reaps  no  amount  of  revenue  at  all 
comparable  to  the  injury  which  it  imposes  on 
our  commerce;  it  appears  that  the  most  advis- 
able course  to  follow  would  be  to  endeavour 
to  negotiate  with  the  government  of  Hanover 
for  the  final  cession  of  these  duties,  in  return 
for  a  pecuniary  compensation/' 

Let  this  reminiscence  be  a  warning  to 
the  noble  Lord^  and  teach  him  the  pru- 
dence of  reflecting  whether  his  charges 
may  not  be  too  indiscriminate^  and  afiect 
others  besides  her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment. As  for  the  noble  Lord's  in- 
sinuation, that  we  made  concessions  in 
respect  to  the  Stade  duties,  with  a  view  of 
conciliating  the  favour  of  the  King  of 
Hanover,  it  is  an  unjust  and  unworthy 
one.  We  recognise  no  claim  on  the  part 
of  the  King  of  Hanover  to  any  other  mea- 
sure than  that  of  justice.  But^  as  I  have 
before  observed,  these  are  not  the  consi- 
derations which  are  to  influence  us  in  pro- 
nouncing judgment  on  the  policy  of  the 
noble  Lord.  He  may  boast  of  his  slave- 
trade  treaties,  and  of  his  new  consulships, 
nay,  of  the  facilities  he  has  given  for  the 
importation  of  Mocha  coffee.  But  what 
compensation  is  this  for  unfriendly  rela- 
tions with  France  and  America?  The 
noble  Lord  says  he  has  preserved  peace. 
Peace,  indeed  !  With  three  wars  carried 
on  at  the  same  time— with  a  revenue  defi- 
cient bv  2,500,000/.,  with  every  difference 
with  the  United  States  unadjusted,  the 
friendly  relations  with  France  converted 
into  irritation  and  hostility,  the  nohle 
Lord  complacently  talks  about  the  bless- 
ings and  prospects  of  peace,  about  the 
facilities  which  he  left  to  his  successors  fur 
the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs !  He  says 
we  have  been  subsisting  since  we  entered 
office  un  the  broken  meats  which  we  found 
in  the  larder  of  the  late  Government. 
What  a  just,  though  not  very  dignified 
illustration  of  the  policv  of  his  Friends ! 
The  noble  Lord  reserved  for  the  climax  of 
his  speech,  the  happy  topic  of  Affghanistan. 
He  IS  displeased  with  my  remarks  the 
other  night  on  his  assurance.  I  certainly 
did  say,  and  I  retain  the  opinion*  that  it 
required  a  degree  of  increaibte  assurance 
to  congratulate  this  country  on  the  adroi*  I 


rable  position  which  the  late  Govemnent 
had  secured  in  Affghanistan.     It  is  more 
than  assurance ;  it  is  a  cruel  mockery  of 
the  public  feeling,  after  the  lameptaUe 
events  at  Cabul,  after  the  massacre  c^  the 
garrison  of  Ghuznee,  after  the  evacoatioa 
of  every  position,  except  that  of  Caodahar, 
after  the  dreadful  sacrifice  of  life  and  waste 
of  treasure,  for  a  Minister  responsible  for 
these  things,   to  boast  in  the  House  of 
Commons  of  our  admirable    positioii    in 
Affghanistan.    The  noble  Lord  premnacs 
much  on  my  forbearance.     He  knows  that 
considerations  of  public  duty,  that  the  fear 
of  compromising  public  interests,  prevent 
me  from  giving  him  the  proper  replj'. 
He  knows  that  the  lapse  of  six  we^  wiU 
convey  to  the  scene  of  action  any  declar»-> 
tions  that  1  may  make  with  regard  either 
to  the  operations  of  war,  or  to  poHttcal  or 
diplomatic  transactions  that  may    be  io 
progress.    The  noUe  Lord  may  throw  oat 
his  imputations  for  the  present  with  per- 
fect safety.    Whatever  may  be  my  tmU 
ings  with  regard  to  their  injustice,  what- 
ever my  inclination  to  retort  oo  the  noble 
Lord,  to  expose  the  real  truth  with  re- 
spect  to  the  operations  beyond  the  ladua^ 
and  the  policy  which  led  to  them,  I  will 
not  be  betrayed  into  a  remark  which  misht 
injuriously  afiect  the  progress  of  pfnJieg 
negotiations,  or  compromise  the  safety  of 
a  single  man  employed  in  retrieving  that 
disastrous  policy.    It  is  easy  fer  the  noble 
Lord  to  dictate  in  the  House  of  Commoae 
campaigns  upon  the  Indus,  to  insist  upon 
the  advance  to  this  place,  and  the  rdi^  of 
that.     The  men  who  are  on  the  spot,  who 
are  responsible  for  consequences,  have  other 
considerations  to  attend  to  besides  the  oiap 
of  the  lodus.     Does  the  noble  Lord  know 
how  many  beasts  of  burden  aooompanied 
the  army  which  he  sent  into  Cabal  ?     He 
may  form  some  estimate  of  the  number  seat 
by  the  amount  of  the  loss.     Does  the  noble 
Lord,  when,  without  reference  to  seaaoM^ 
to  means  of  conveyance,  to  means  of  sab- 
sistence  for  an  army,  he  talks  so  iippantly 
of  advances  into  the  heart  of  Ai^anisfnn, 
does  he  know,  that  of  the  camels  sent  with 
the  army  under  Sir  John  Keane,  96,000 
perished  before  that  army  entered  Cnbnl? 
What  number  remained  I  know  not ;  bat 
the  absolute  loss  of  camels  aocoaspaaying 
the  army,  and  employed  in  the  traaspoit 
of  its  stores  and  provisions,  was  26,000. 
And  the  noble  Lora  exdaims  wiA  indig* 
nation,  '*  Who  is  the  man  that  meditated 
the  evacuation  of  Affghanistan,  and  the 
abandonment  of  our  glorioos  policy  ia 
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spect  to  tbat  country?*'  Oh,  I  could 
tell  the  noble  Lord — I  conld  tell  him  who 
18  the  man  that  meditated  the  evacuation 
of  Affghanistan.  I  could  give  him  another 
lesson  on  the  imprudence  and  rashness  of 
provoking  answers  to  questions  that  imply 
misconduct  on  the  part  of  his  opponents. 
But  I  must  be  silent.  The  events  that  are 
passing — the  death  of  our  faithful  ally, 
Shah  Soojah,  the  king  for  whose  restora- 
tion we  have  made  such  costly  sacrifices — 
our  altered  relations,  and  the  negociatioos 
that  have  been  entered  ioto^  in  consequence 
of  that  deaths  impose  upon  me  the  obliga- 
tion of  silence,  and  prevent  me  for  the  pre- 
sent from  giving  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
information  he  requires  about  the  aban- 
donment of  his  policy  in  Affghanistan 
—of  that  policy  which,  according  to  the 
noble  Lord,  is  to  open  to  us  new  fields  of 
commercial  enterprise,  by  exhausting  in 
war  our  own  resources,  and  those  of  the 
countries  with  which  we  are  to  deal.  The 
noble  Lord: may  have  taught  the  barbari- 
ans on  the  Indus  the  true  maxims  of  com- 
mercial policy,  he  may  have  inculcated 
upon  them,  at  the  point  of  the  sword,  the 
doctrines  of  Adam  Smith  and  of  Ricardo ; 
but  he  has,  at  the  same  time,  so  exhausted 
and  impoverished  the  country^  that  they 
cannot  turn  to  account,  either  for  their 
benefit,  or  our  own,  the  lessons  they  have 
received  from  him  in  political  economy. 
Sir,  I  have  done.  I  have  attempted  to 
reply  in  succession  to  the  charges  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  preferred  against  the 
Government.  I  deny  the  truth  of  the  im- 
putation that  we  have  acted  in  office  upon 
principles  which  we  did  not  profess 
m  opposition.  Our  commercial  policy 
has  been  in  conformity  with  that  upon 
which  the  measures  of  Mr.  Huskisson 
were  founded,  and  which  measure  received 
^m  mtf,  one  of  the  Colleagues  of  Mr. 
Huskisson,  a  uniform  and  cordial  support. 
I  stated  on  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill — ^i 
stated  in  1835,  in  1840,  what  were  the 
principles  on  which  I  should  act  if  called 
upon  to  take  office.  And  in  what  respect 
have  I  departed  from  the  professions  which 
I  made?  Yon  told  me  last  year  that 
I  must  be  an  instrument  in  the  hands  of 
others,  and  that  the  power  was  denied  to 
me  of  enforcing  my  own  principles.  I 
declared  then,  as  I  declare  now,  that  I  con- 
sider office— its  power,  its  distinction,  its 
privileges — as  nothing  worth,  except  as  the 
instrument  of  efiTecting  public  good.  If  it 
is  to  be  held  by  sufiTerance,  if  it  can  be 
ivtained  only  on  the  condition  of  abandon- 


ing  my  own  opinions  and  obeying  the  dic- 
tates of  others,  it  will  not  be  held  by  me. 
My  reward  for  all  the  sacrifices  it  entails, 
is  the  prospect  of  that  honourable  fame 
which  can  only  be  attained  by  steadily 
pursuing  the  course  which,  according  to 
the  best  conclusions  of  our  fallible  judg- 
ment, we  honestly  believe  to  be  conducive 
to  the  welfare  of  the  country.  These  are 
the  motives  by  which  we  are  actuated, 
these  are  the  rewards  to  which  we  aspire. 
What  could  induce  my  noble  Friend  who 
sits  beside  me  (Lord  Stanley), — what 
could  induce  him,  with  his  intellectual 
powers,  with  all  the  buoyancy  of  youth, 
with  all  his  command  of  the  enjoyments 
of  life  and  his  taste  for  its  rational  plea- 
sures,— what  could  induce  him  to  submit 
to  the  drudgery  of  office,  to  the  toil  of 
nightly  attendance  here,  to  the  devotion  of 
every  faculty  of  mind  and  body  to  public 
duty, — what  could  induce  him  to  submit 
to  all  this,  but,  first,  the  possession  of  an 
unfettered  right  to  act  on  the  impulse  of 
his  own  conscientious  judgment,  and, 
secondly,  the  aspirations  after  that  honour- 
able fame  which  will  be  adjudged  to  those 
who  exhaust  their  strength  in  the  faithful 
and  honest  discharge  of  great  public  trusts  ? 
It  is  not  by  subserviency  to  the  will  of 
others,  it  is  not  by  the  hope  of  conciliating 
the  temporary  favour  of  majorities,  that 
such  fame  can  be  acquired ;  and  in  spite 
of  all  the  noble  Lord  has  said,  in  spite  of 
the  rumours  he  has  heard  of  concealed 
dissatisfaction  among  our  supporters,  we 
have  the  proud  satisfaction  of  knowing  that 
we  retain  their  confidence,  while  we  claim 
for  ourselves  the  privilege  of  acting  on 
our  own  opinions.  From  the  commencement 
of  the  Session  to  its  close,  we  have  received 
that  generous  support  which  has  enabled 
us  to  overcome  every  difficulty,  to  carry 
triumphantly  every  measure  we  have  pro- 
posed. There  may  have  been  shades  of 
difference,  there  may  have  been  occasional 
dissatisfaction  and  complaint ;  but  I  have 
the  firm  belief  that  our  conduct  in  office 
has  not  abated  one  jot  of  that  confidence 
on  the  part  of  our  friends,  which  cheered 
and  encouraged  us  in  the  blank  regions  of 
opposition;  and  next  to  the  approval  of 
our  own  conscience,  and  to  the  hope  of 
future  fame,  the  highest  reward  we  can 
receive  for  public  labours  is  their  cordial 
support  and  their  personal  esteem. 

Mr.  Cobden  would  venture  to  say,  that 
whatever  might  have  been  the  brilliancy 
of  the  speeches  they  bad  just  heard  the 
country  would  form  their  judgment  of  the 
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proceedings  of  t^e  Houie,  not  oo  an  esti- 
mate of  the  power  of  its  leaders'  addresses 
— not  on  a  recapitulation  of  what  parties 
had  done,   but   by  a  comparison  of  the 
state    of  the    country   when  Parliament 
assembled   and   when  they  closed   tlieir 
sitting.    Before  they  again  assembled  they 
would   have  to  contend  with  a  powerful 
expression  of  public  opinion  in  favour  of 
Radical   reform.      Under  these   ciroum- 
stances  could  they  do  nothing  better  than 
get  up  quarrels  between  Whig  and  Tory, 
saying  to  one  another  in  vulger  phraseo* 
logy,  *'  You're  another?"  He  was  anxious 
for  an   opportunity  of  stating  his  views 
with  regard  to  commercial  reform,  but  was 
frustrated    in   his  attempt  to  do  so  last 
night.     He  would  now  tell  them  what  was 
the  state  of  our  relations  with  America. 
There  was  at  present  an  agitation  in  some 
of  the  states  in  favour  of  increased  duties 
on  manufactured  goods.     The  manufac- 
turers there  had  found  home   buyers  to 
obtain   protection,    but    the  agricultural 
party,  who  were  favourable  to  free-trade, 
were  rising  in   power,   and   had   already 
manifested  their  strength  at  the  local  elec- 
tions.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  was  very  fond  of  quoting  Mr.  Clay, 
but  he  could  tell  him  that  Mr.  Clay  had 
no    chance  of   being   elected  President. 
The  local  elections  showed  this  to  be  the 
case,  and  there  was  now  no  doubt  but 
that  the  free-trade  party  would  soon  be 
again  in  the  ascendant.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  very  fond  of  quoting  occa- 
sional  pamphlets,  and  seemed   to  draw 
much    of    bis    information    from     such 
sources.     Such  pamphlets,  however,  were 
no  very  good  authorities.     Dr.   Lardner 
had  written  a  pamphlet  to  show  that  they 
never  could  cross  the  Atlantic  in  a  steam- 
ship, and  now  he  had  gone  across  it  in  a 
steam-boat  himself.    But  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  should  draw  his  information  from 
better  sources.  He  would  endeavour  to  show 
him  what  was  the  real  opinion  in  America 
regarding  free-trade.     He  had  been  as- 
sured, upon   the  highest  authority,  that 
between  this  time  and  June  next,  America 
could  supply  us  readily  with  6,000,000/. 
worth  of  corn,  in  payment  of  which  she 
would  gladly  receive  our  goods,  and  not 
ask  from  us  one  sixpence  in  coin  or  bul- 
lion.   There  could  be  no  doubt  that,  com* 
pared  with  the  trade  which  we  might  have 
with  America,  were  the  existing  disabili- 
ties removed,  that  of  all  the  principal 
countries  of  Europe  to  which  we  dow  ex* 


ported  was  altogelhar  inconsiderable.  As 
to  the  Corn-law  measure  passed  bj  lh« 
right  hon.  Baronet,  it  would  not  effect  the 
object.  Upon  this  point  he  (Mr.  Cobden) 
would  quote  a  passage  from  Liaaidi*a  cir- 
cular, a  high  authority.  The  circular  «•• 
dated  New  Orleans,  June  6,  and  ibe  pw* 
sage  be  would  cite  ran  thus  : — 

**  We  wish  we  oould  add,  that  the  alteralloa 
in  the  British  Corn-laws  had  been  of  lb«i 
nature  to  allow  the  industrious  agricaltwial 
population  of  some  of  our  back  states  to  bava 
placed  a  greater  breadth  of  their  idle,  though 
rich  lands  under  cultivation.  Unfortunately, 
no  such  inducements  are  held  out  by  an  un- 
certain and  varying  duty.  The  new  Coro-law 
of  England  roust  act  disadvantegeonsly  oa 
distant  raarkeU,  and  throw  all  the  fiivo«mble 
opportunities  for  iosporting  grain  iulo  iIm 
hands  of  the  more  contiguous  speculatotm. 
Our  farmers  see  themselves  not  only  deprived 
of  what  is  to  all  a  familiar,  and  to  many  a 
native  market,  but  are  also  debarred  from 
drawing  from  thence  the  supplies  they  are 
most  in  need  of,  but  for  which  an  adverse 
policy  will  permit  no  exchange." 

This  was  written  after  the  Corn-Uw 
passed.  Before  that  event,  on  the  19Ui 
of  March,  the  same  circular  cootained  a 
statement  which  he  would  also  quote : 

"  We  consider  ourselves  quite  nfe  in  ex- 
pressing our  belief,  thst  two  years  of  steady 
demand  for  wheat,  beef,  and  pork  for  export 
to  Europe,  would  augment  three-fold  the 
quantities  of  these  articlest  which  are  now  r«. 
oeived  at  New  Orleans  from  the  interior,  and 
we  can  set  no  limit  to  the  capabilities  of  ooo* 
sumption  or  production  of  th«ie  fertile  te» 
gions.*' 

It  was  perfectly  clear,  that  America  of. 
fered  us  an  unlimited  field  for  the  prc^Ai* 
able  exercise  of  our  industry.  Within  ibc 
last  ten  years  the  population  bad  in. 
mensely  increasedj  and  almost  tha  entam 
of  this  enorrooua  population  would  gladly 
exchange  their  produce  for  onr  maon* 
factures:  He  would  read  to  the  Hooaa  n 
statement  be  bad  prepared  of  the  progiaas 
of  population  in  the  great  wheat-gtowinr 
sUtet,  between  1830  and  1840:-^ 


T 


Ohio  .  , 
Indiana  • 
Illinois  • 
Michigan. 
Wisconsin 
Iowa  .    • 


I  RIO. 


937,000 

341,000 

157,000 

28»600 

2,660 


1840. 


1 ,466,260 


1«515,000 

683,000 

486,000 

211,000 

30^000 

43A)00 


2,968^00 
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It  was  these  states  in  which  the  real 
political  power  was  oow  becoming  vestedi 
and  whose  anxiety  it  was  to  knit  their  in- 
terests with  ours,  if  we  would  only  permit 
them  so  to  do.  To  show  the  immense 
Client  to  which  corn  was  produced  in 
these  states,  he  would  mention  that  the 
state  of  Ohio  was  estimated  to  have  had 
a  sorplos  of  2,000,000  of  quarters  of  wheat 
last  year;  and  Michigan,  which  first  com- 
menced exporting  in  1839,  was  estimated 
to  have  a  surplus  this  year  of  312,000 
quarters.  Yet  it  was  a  fact,  that  we  were 
now  actually  doing  less  real  business  with 
America  than  we  did  ten  years  ago.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  altogether  abstain* 
ed  from  touching  upon  the  distress  of  the 
country ;  but  it  was  a  subject  which  would 
force  itself  upon  his  attention  irresistibly. 
The  present  was  precisely  the  time  beyond 
which  it  would  be  highly  dangerous  for 
the  right  hon*  Baronet  to  make  any  delay 
in  treating  with  America.  The  question 
of  the  tariff  was  now  in  course  of  settle- 
ment ;  but  it  would  not  be  finally  amended, 
in  all  probability,  till  the  winter,  so  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  ample  time  for 
entering  into  negotiations  on  the  subject. 
The  great  object  was  to  make  employment 
for  our  people;  and  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet might  be  assured  that  any  Minister 
who  neglected  to  do  this,  would  be  shaken 
from  office  like  dew-drops  from  a  tree. 

Mr.  Hume  had  heard  with  satisfaction 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  declare  his  inten- 
tion of  not  allowing  any  party  to  divert 
him  from  /bllowiug  out  measures  which 
were  calculated  for  the  benefit  of  the  na- 
tion. It  was  an  important  declaration, 
and  it  was  so  because  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was  in  a  condition  to  carry  out  and 
enforce  it.  He  agreed  in  the  importance 
of  preserving  friendly  relations  with 
France.  France  and  England,  by  situa- 
tion, power,  and  productions,  were,  of  all 
others,  the  two  countries  that  ought  to  be 
sincerely  united.  He  deprecated  the 
alienation  which  had  recently  occurred, 
he  was  satisfied  there  was  no  alienation 
on  the  part  of  England.  With  respect  to 
a  trade  with  America  in  corn,  he  was  satis- 
fied that  nothing  less  would  do  to  promote 
a  good  understanding  and  to  ensure  a 
steady  trade  between  the  two  nations. 
There  were  important  changes  now  taking 
place  in  America.  The  manufacturing 
states  at  present  had  the  preponderance 
of  the  legislature,  but  the  next  elections 
would  gif  e  the  advantage  to  the  agricul- 


turists ;  when  this  took  place,  the  policy 
of  America  would  be  regulated  by  the 
concessions  in  trade  which  this  cocfntry 
was  disposed  to  sanction.  He  was  satis- 
fied if  a  trade  in  corn  was  granted,  that 
the  value  of  land  here  would  be  increased. 
The  present  system  was  most  injurious, 
and  nothing  could  be  more  injurious  to  the 
real  interests  of  the  British  farmer  than 
that  which  was  likely  soon  to  occur- 
namely,  the  letting  in  of  2,000,000  of  quar- 
ters of  foreign  corn  in  our  market.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  recollect  that 
it  was  not  the  price  of  corn  the  people 
cared  for — they  only  cared  for  employ- 
ment. Give  the  people  plenty  of  employ- 
ment, and  they  would  not  mind  the  price 
of  bread.  He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  not  lose  the  opportunity  he 
possessed  of  materially  extending  the  trade 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  Ewart  supported  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  with  respect 
to  the  extension  of  our  trade  with  Ame- 
rica, and  thought  that  an  extension  of 
commerce  was  far  more  beneficial  than 
an  extension  of  our  empire  or  power  by 
arms. 

Mr.  Philip  Howard  was  glad  to  see 
that,  unlike  former  occasions,  the  intro- 
duction of  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws 
had  had  a  soothing  effect,  it  had  acted 
like  an  emollient  after  the  angry  conflict. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stock- 
port, Mr.  Cobden,  had  certainly  proved 
that  a  fixed  duty  on  corn  would  prove  in- 
finitely more  favourable  to  mutual  com- 
merce than  the  fluctuating  scale.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  the  vehemence  of 
his  reply  to  his  noble  Friend,  had  cer- 
tainly passed  over  the  fact  that  his  noble 
Friend  had  secured  to  this  country  ten 
years  of  honourable  peace,  when  it  had 
been  predicted  that  the  Belgian  question 
aloue  would  have  involved  Europe  in  war. 
In  regard  of  the  war  in  Syria  he  would 
remark,  that  France  had,  previously  to 
the  signing  of  the  treaty,  been  repeatedly 
urged  to  become  a  party — the  only  sha- 
dow of  a  grievance  left  to  that  power  was, 
that  after  the  signing  of  the  treaty  by  the 
four  contracting  parties,  and  before  its 
promulgation,  she  had  not  been  urged  to 
join  it;  if  she  had,  the  result  might  have, 
however,  been  the  same ;  but  bitterness  of 
feeling  towards  France  on  the  part  of  this 
country,  there  was  none.  The  noble  Lord 
so  long  at  the  helm  of  foreign  affairs,  had 
been    also   taxed    by    unnecessary  dis« 
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closuresi  of  throwing  embarrassments  in 
the  way  of  the  settlement  of  the  American 
boundary  question;  but  what  had  been 
the  course  taken  by  his  noble  Friend  P 
He  had  simply  stated  that  the  line  recom- 
mended by  the  English  commissioner  was 
more  in  harmony  with  the  provisions  of 
the  treaty  of  1783  than  the  other.  The 
two  lines  were  under  the  consideration 
of  the  diplomatic  agents;  and  if  agree- 
ment between  this  country  and  the  United 
States  were,  from  the  conflict  of  opinion, 
ditficult,  it  might  be  best  and  most  con- 
ducive to  a  settlement  if  the  friendly  ar- 
bitration of  a  third  power  were  called  in— 
a  course  successfully  adopted  in  the  case 
of  the  differences  between  France  and  the 
United  States,  when  harmony  was  secured 
by  the  mediation  of  England.  He  would 
not  again  retort  upon  the  Government  the 
charge  of  political  plagpiarism;  but  the 
question  of  the  tariff  and  duties  having 
been  raised,  he  begged  to  say  the  merit  of 
reducing  duties  had  been  shared  by  a 
powerful  monarchy  and  by  a  great  states- 
man. Prince  Metternich,  who  had  set  an 
early  example  of  that  politic  course. 
After  claiming  for  his  party  the  chief 
share  respecting  the  bonded  corn,  and 
paying  a  tribute  to  the  early  exertions  of 
Sir  John  Seale,  in  originating,  and  Mr. 
Hutt  in  promoting  it,  the  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  a  hope  that  the  two  great 
rival  gladiators  who  had  that  night  elec- 
trified the  House  by  their  eloquence, 
would  meet  next  Session,  but  not  so  much 
in  the  arena  of  party  strife  as  in  a  ge- 
nerous effort  to  serve  and  promote  the 
common  interests  of  the  whole  empire. 
Returns  ordered. 

Registration  (Enolako.)]  Sir  /. 
Graham^  in  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  the  better  registration  of  Parlia- 
mentary elections,  said  he  would  not  de- 
tain the  House,  as  he  only  wished  to  lay 
the  bill  on  the  Table,  and  to  have  it 
printed,  with  a  view  of  taking  it  into  con- 
sideration at  the  commencement  of  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament.  He  would 
only  give  a  brief  outline  of  the  measure. 
First,  he  thought  it  better  entirely  to  re- 
peal all  the  clauses  of  the  Reform  Act 
affecting  registration,  and  to  re-enact 
them  with  the  alterations  which  he  thought 
it  expedient  to  introduce.  There  would 
be  no  very  important  alteration  in  the 
machinery  of  the  original  steps  to  be  taken 
With  reference  to  the  commencement  of 


the  register  in  counties.    The  paymeot  of 
the  shilling,  however,  which  had  been  moch 
objected  to  by  freeholders,  would  be  re- 
pealed.    The  principal  alterations  would 
relate  to  the  revising  barristers  and   the 
constitution  of  the  Court  of  AppeaL  Con- 
siderable objection  had  been  made  to  the 
number  of  revising  barristers  appointed 
and  to  the  mode  of  payment.     He  pro- 
posed to  limit  the  number  of  revising  bar* 
risters  in  the  proportion  (as  we  understood) 
of  one  to  each  county,  and  that,  inttesd 
of  the  payment  by  the  day,  with  traveUio^ 
expenses,  there  should  be  a  sam  of  200 
gaineas  given  to  each  revising  barrister. 
This   would    effect    a   saving  of  aboot 
10,000/.  a-year.      The    most  important 
provisions  would  be  those  with  respect  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal.     He  proposed  that 
the  Lords  Chief  Justices  of  the  Qaeea's 
Bench  and  Common  Pleas,  and  the  Chief 
Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  should  appoint 
three  barristers  of  a  given  standing,  to 
form  a  permanent  court  of  appeal.    Tbeir 
payment  should  be  a  certain  amount  per 
day,  and  they  should  be  removable  apon. 
address  from  the  two  Houses  of  Pariia- 
ment.     He  proposed  to  introduce  declara* 
tory  clauses  on  two  disputed  points.    Ooe 
was  a  mere  matter  of  regulation.    With 
respect  to  annuities,  which  required  to  be 
registered  not  only  at  the  annual  registra- 
tion, but  also  by  a  statute  prior  to  the 
Reform  Act,  at  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace.     He  proposed  to  make  the 
single  registration,  under  the  Reform  Act^ 
sufficient.    He  proposed  also,  with  respect 
to  50/.  occupiers  in  counties,  that  thej 
should  be  entitled  to  be  registered  with 
respect  to  successive  occupations.    It  was 
an  anomaly  that  a  tenant  removing  from 
a  50/.  tenement  to  one  of  the  value  of  a 
100/.  shouhl  thereby  lose  his  right  to  re- 
gister for  a  time.     He  also  proposed  that 
with  respect  to  mortgagees,  only  mort* 
gagees  in  possession  should  be  allowed  to 
vote,  in  cases  of  trustees,  that  no  trustee 
should  be  entitled  to  vote  unleM  he  pos- 
sessed a  beneficial  interest  in  the  tmst 
estate.    He  proposed  also  to  setde  iriiat 
should  be  reckoned  the  distance  of  sefcn 
miles  from  the  centre  of  a  borough,  by 
measuring  the  distance  in  a  straight  line 
according  to  the  Ordnance  maps*     He 
intended  also  to  introduce  a  most  impor- 
tant alteration  with  respect  to  the  third 
question  to  be  put  lo  voters  at  the  poll. 
With  respect  to  counties,  he  proposed  ah* 
solutely  to  abolish  this  qaestknu    Widi 
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respect  to  cities  and  borougbs,  he  proposed 
to  substitute  for  the  question  reiatire  to 
qualification  as  registered  the  question, 
**  Have  you  continued  to  reside  T*  It  bad 
always  been  held,  with  respect  to  cities 
and  boroughs,  that  residence  was  indis- 
pensable, and  he  intended  that  it  should 
continue.  He  did  not  think  that  it  was 
necessary  for  him,  in  the  present  stage  of 
the  measure,  and  of  the  Session,  to  go  at 
greater  length  into  detail ;  he  should  con- 
tent himself  witb  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  the  bill. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time. 
To  be  read  a  second  time  in  fourteen 
weeks  and  be  printed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
eleren. 


■»*#»•»•»#•*» ■ 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Thursday f  August  11, 1842. 

MiifVTBS.3  Bills.  PHMic«-4*'  aad  paiied :— Comoli- 
datod  Fundi  EzdMqiur  BiUi;  Slave  Tnde  (PortuguMe 
VaM]s)tMNewfoaDdljmd|  Covoitry  Boundary;  Manclies- 
tar.  Birmingham,  aad Boilon  Polioet  Bocougbi  Inoorpo- 
tatkNL 
Private,!— Z^  and  pamd  t-^ackion's  DiYoroe. 

Pn'fTioNa  PBaamrrnsw  From  Wm«  Spumer,  In  fkTour  of 
ttie  Bomi^  Ineorpoatlon  BIH^— From  Claimantaon  Uie 
Oovftnmmtof  Portugid,  to  pvomote  the  Settlement  of 
their  Claims.— From  the  Borough  of  Rochdale,  to  extend 
theCooaty  Courts  Bill  to  Lanoadiiie.— Fkom  Lambeth, 
fbr  the  Retease  of  Charles  SouthwelL— From  Kendal,  to 
UniTcnal  SuAi^bi.— From  Mechanie'a  Institute,  Gh^gow, 
Andeisonian  Institution,  Glasgow;  and  fkom  IndiTiduals, 
in  Sivour  of  the  Dasigna  Copyright  BilL 

Nevfouk  dla V D.]  Lord  jRtpon  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third  reading 
of  this  bill. 

Mr.  Burge  appeared  at  the  Bar,  and 
addressed  the  House  against  the  bill,  as 
counsel  for  the  House  of  Assembly. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  question  that  the  Bill  do  pass, 

Lord  Campbell  said,  he  thought  the  able 
address  they  had  just  heard,  required 
some  consideration;  he  should  content 
himself  by  moving  the  omission  of  one 
clause,  the  sixth. 

The  Earl  of  Riptm  said,  there  was  only 
one  point  in  the  noble  Lord's  objections  to 
which  he  wished  to  refer,  that  was  the 
opinion  he  had  quoted  from  Sir  John 
Harvey.  It  was  true  that  he  did  not 
recommend  this  particular  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  difficulties  of  the  question,  but 
at  that  time  he  had  not  so  full  a  know- 
ledge of  what  those  difficulties  were  as  he 
subsequently  acquired.  His  second  dis- 
patch, in  which  the  particular  form  of 
Government  enacted  by  the  sixth  clause 


was  established,  contained  his  more  ma** 
tured  opinions  on  a  better  knowledge  of 
the  practical  difficulties  of  the  case.  The 
object  of  the  clause  was  only  to  enable  the 
Legislature  to  pass  such  measures  as 
should  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  commu- 
nity. 
Bill  passed. 

Improvements  ik  the  Law.]  Lord 
Brougham  adverting  to  a  bill  for  facili- 
tating compositions  with  creditors,  which 
he  had  withdrawn  a  few  nights  ago,  re- 
marked that  there  was  another  bill  (the 
Insolvent  Debtor's  Relief  Bill),  which  he 
had  presented  at  the  same  time,  and  which 
he  rejoiced  to  say  had  passed  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  it  was  due  to  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  he  should  first  of 
all  in  his  own  name,  express  to  them  the 
great  gratitude  he  felt  for  the  hearty, 
steady  and  efficient  support  which  they 
had  afforded  to  this  most  important 
amendment  of  the  law ;  but  next  that  he 
should  also  express  the  gratitude  of  the 
unfortunate  persons  who  were  the  more 
immediate  objects  of  the  measure,  and  of 
the  creditors  of  those  persons.  This  was 
not  the  only  amendment  of  the  law  which 
had  been  made  by  her  Majesty's  Grovem- 
ment  during  the  present  Session.  Bills 
had  been  introduced  by  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (The  Lord  Chancellor)  he 
only  wished  they  had  all  passed,  which 
were  a  great  improvement  of  the  law  in- 
deed. The  extension  of  the  system  of 
bankrupt  law,  established  by  him  (Lord 
Brougham)  in  London  and  the  neighbour- 
ing district,  eleven  years  ago,  all  over  the 
country,  he  thought  was  a  measure  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  our  jurisprudence 
and  to  our  commercial  interests,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  it  would  be  found  to  work 
as  admirably  in  the  country  as  it  was  ad- 
mitted to  have  worked  in  the  capital. 
There  was  another  bill  introduced  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Lunacy 
Bill),  which  he  believed  to  be  of  import- 
ance, and  he  hoped  for  great  advantage 
from  its  operation.  The  Chancery  Bill 
similar  to  the  one  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
had  presented  in  1833,  and  only  partially 
carried,  was  another  material  amendment 
of  the  system.  These  improvements  of 
the  law  were  not  only  a  great  good  of 
themselves,  but  they  were  the  seeds  from 
which  still  greater  good  was  likely  to 
spring,  being  like  the  kindly  fruits  of  the 
earth  not  only  adapted  themselves  to  our 
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ote  but  giving  hopes  of  a  richer  and  more 
abundant  harvest.  It  did,  however, 
chance  that  ftoroe  of  these  seeds  were 
found  to  fail  among  thorns,  which  sprang 
up  and  choked  them.  This  had  happened 
to  some  of  the  most  valuable  of  the  mea- 
sures of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend. 
The  bare  weeds  of  self-interest  had  been 
interposed ;  he  might  well  call  them 
thorns,  for  their  motto  was  the  motto  of 
the  thistle,  **  touch  me  who  dare.*'  Nothing 
but  the  firmness  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  and  his  Colleagues,  both  in  this 
and  the  other  House,  could  have  secured 
the  passing  of  these  important  measures 
which  were  now  the  law  of  the  land.  But 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  been  ex- 
posed in  his  reforms  to  the  hostility  of  the 
self-same  interest  which  had  been  arranged 
to  thwart  the  progress  of  his  (Lord 
Brougham's)  measures,  when  the  present 
bankruptcy  system  was  originally  intro- 
duced in  1 83 1 .  The  charge  brought  agpainst 
that  bill  was  that  it  would  prove  ruinous  to 
London  bankers  by  taking  out  so  much  of 
the  money  of  bankrupts'  estates,  which 
had  remained  locked  up  there  through  the 
neglect  of  assignees.  Certain  it  wal 
that  within  two  or  three  years  from  the 
passing  of  the  act,  upwards  of  2,000,000/. 
sterling,  was  obtained  through  its  opera- 
tion, and  distributed  among  the  creditors 
in  the  administration  of  Bankrupts'  ei- 
tatea ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  next  Session  have 
to  declare  a  similar  result  from  his  bill, 
as  applied  to  the  country  districts.  He 
well  recollected  a  much  honoured  and  in- 
dependent Member  of  the  other  House, 
his  lamented  Friend,  Mr.  John  Smith, 
meeting  this  clamour  at  once,  by  avowing 
that  the  operation  of  the  bill  (1831)  would 
be  such  as  had  been  described.  He  said, 
that  the  house  in  which  he  was  principal 
partner  would  lose  five  or  six  thousand 
a*vear— but  he  added,  that  so  far  from 
this  being  an  argument  against  the  bill,  it 
was  the  strongest  reason  for  passing  it ; 
because  such  gains  could  only  be  made 
by  bankers,  through  the  neglect  of  assig- 
nees in  performing  their  duty.  He  (Lord 
Brougham)  did  not  understand  that  any 
country  banker  had  on  the  present  occa- 
sion taken  the  same  disinterested  course. 
No  one  had  at  all  imitated  Mr.  John 
Smith.  Unhappily  his  noble  and  learned 
Priend*fe  other  measure  —  the  County 
^urts  Bill— had  for  the  present  yielded 
I  tha  like  intaitited  oppositioo.    lodivi- 


duals  having  a  personal,  pecvnary,  parti* 
cular  interest  in  courts  of  request,  coofto 
of  hundreds,  and  other  local  coarts,  bad 
proved  too  many  for  his  noble  Friend  and 
himself,  and  for  the  present  they  had 
failed.  He  differed  from  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  as  to  one  importaat  pria- 
ciple  of  the  bill,  upon  which  local  triba« 
nals  should  be  established.  Hia  noUe 
and  learned  Friend  reeommended  an  aos- 
bttlatory  court,  while  he  (Lord  Brougbaos) 
preferred  one  of  a  stationary  character; 
but  that  there  ought  to  be  county  courts 
of  extended  jurisdiction  no  one  who  had 
considered  the  subject  without  the  biaa  of 
sinister  interests  could  entertain  a  doafat. 
He  hoped,  when  next  he  brought  forward 
this  important  subject,  his  noble  aad 
learned  Friend  would  not  have  to  en- 
counter any  such  selfish  and  fhcttoas  op- 
position, and  that  soon  they  would  have  a 
system  introduced  for  bringing  home 
cheap,  efiectual  and  pare  jaetice  to  tha 
doors  of  the  people  of  this  country.  He 
had  a  right  to  expect  that  thaae  nohle 
Friends  of  his  who  had  the  patronage  of 
the  local  courts  likely  to  be  injured  by  tba 
measure,  would  be  found  wholly  abova  all 
wish  to  oppose  It  on  that  ground.  Why 
did  he  entertain  this  expectation!  Be- 
cause' when  his  more  extensive  neasare 
was  brought  forward  in  1833,  those  noble 
persons,  generally  speaking,  gave  it  Ibetr 
support,  regardless  of  its  interference  with 
their  patronage.  Having  always,  in  bn 
own  sphere,  and  according  to  the  OMasaia 
of  his  power,  done  his  utmost  to  farther 
the  amendment  of  the  laws,  he  felt  he 
should  not  have  been  discharging  hia 
duty,  if  he  had  suffered  the  preaent 
sion  to  pass  without  again  declariag 
heartfelt  gratitude  to  the  Govemaieal  for 
their  support  of  thoae  neatores,  and  bin 
anxious  hope  that  their  efforts  in  the  same 
direction  might  be  still  more  fortoaata 
next  Session,  Much  had  already  been 
done,  and  that  to  him  was  an  encoaiage» 
meat  to  hope  and  trust  that  still  more 
would  hereafter  be  accomplished,  to  tba 
incalculable  benefit  of  the  people  of  tbsi 
country. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

House  adjonrned. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
r,  iti^rasl  19,  1845L 
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and  BHMor  PntammUi  SiciiBqiMr  BOIii  Conicdidated 
Funds  Bankruptcy  taw  Amendments  luolTcnt  Tkh- 
ton  I  BoRN^  iBwrpowtiom  Ooroitry  Boundary  I 
Neipfliuiidlands  Parish  Conatablet;  Slave  Trade  (Portu- 
gu«w  VMdi) t  ^ttt  India  BiBlio|»;  Colonial  Pasieofeni 
Mazrlagei  (Ireland)  s  Lunatic  Aaylums  (Iidand)  i  Man- 
r,  BiiBilngham.  and  Boltao  Pblioa 


Prorogation  of  Parliaheict.]  HER 
MAJESTY  this  day  prorogued  ParliameDt 
in  person. 

8ir  Augastus  Clifford,  the  Usher  of  the 
Black  Rod,  was  then  oommanded  to  sam- 
mon  the  Commons^  aod  shortly  after- 
wards, The  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons^  attended  by  a  great  number  of 
Membersi  having  come  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House, 

The  Speaker  addressed  Her  Majestt 
as  follows : — 


^*  Most  Gracious  Soybrbiom,-* 
We,  your  Miyesty's  faithful  Com- 
mons, of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  attend 
your  Majesty  with  our  last  Bill  of 
Supply. 

*'  Amongst  the  various  and  im- 
portant matters  in  which  we  have 
been  engaged  during  an  unusually  la^ 
borious  Session,  our  attention  has  been 
especially  directed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Laws,  so  deeply 
affecting  the  interests  of  trade ;  and 
to  an  Act  by  which  an  improved  value 
is  given  to  Ecclesiastical  Property, 
thereby  rendering  it  more  available 
to  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  people. 
We  have  afforded  additional  encour- 
agement to  literature  by  giving  a 
better  security  to  literary  property, 
and  we  have  endeavoured  to  protect 
the  more  helpless  portion  of  the  poor 
from  a  degrading  and  demoralizing 
employment  in  mines  and  collieries. 
Other  measures,  however,  have  pres- 
sed upon  our  consideration  of  still 
higher  interest,  as  connected  with  the 
financial  and  commercial  policy  of 
the  country. 

We  hare  made  an  important  mo- 
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reduction  of  duty,  and  by  an  alteration 
of  the  averages  by  which  that  duty  it 
regulated,  we  have  endeavoured  to 
secure  a  greater  steadiness  of  supply 
— to  lower  the  prioe  to  the  consumer 
— to  moderate  its  fluctuations — and 
to  convert  what  is  now  uncertain  and 
speculative  into  a  regular  and  benefi- 
cial trade.  We  hare,  at  the  same 
time,  afforded  adequate  protection  to 
that  large  class  of  your  Majesty's 
subjects  who  are  engaged  in  or  con- 
nected with  agriculture. 

"  In  obedience  to  your  Majesty's 
commands,  we  have  given  the  most 
anxious  consideration  to  the  st&te  of 
the  finance  and  expenditure.  We 
have  found  it  necessary  by  additional 
taxation  to  provide  for  the  increased 
exigencies  of  the  public  service,  and 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
credit.  In  making  this  provision  by 
means  of  an  Income-tax,  we  have 
relieved  the  less  wealthy  portion  of 
the  community  from  the  direct  pres- 
sure of  its  operation,  and  we  have 
taken  advantage  of  the  resources 
which  this  impost  will  supply  to  make 
considerable  ameliorations  in  our  Com- 
mercial Tariff,  We  have  accordingly 
reduced  the  import  duties  upon  va- 
rious articles  of  general  consumption, 
and  upon  the  material  of  some  of  our 
principal  manufactures. 

To  these  alterations  in  the  Tariff, 
and  to  the  extended  commerce  which 
must  result  from  their  adoption,  we 
confidently  look  for  a  revival  of  that 
trade  which  has  of  late  been  so  unna- 
turally depressed  in  the  manufactur- 
ing districts.  From  these  souroes,  un- 
der the  blessing  of  Divine  Providencei 
we  venture  to  anticipate  the  gradual 
alleviation  of  that  severe  distress 
which  has  spread  so  widely  and  fear- 
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while  it  commands  our  warmest  sym- 
pathy, has  afforded,  for  the  most  part, 
an  example  of  patient  endurance,  and 
unabated  loyalty  alike  entitled  to  our 
admiration  and  respect.  The  Bills 
which  I  have  now  respectfully  to 
tender  to  your  Majesty  are  severally 
entitled 


to  which,  with  all  humility,  we  pray 
your  Majesty's  royal  assent. 

HER  MAJESTY  was  thep  pleased  to 
make  a  most  Gracious  Speech  as  fbUow s  :«- 


ti 


u 


My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

The  state  of  public  business  en- 
ables me  to  release  you  from  further 
attendance  in  Parliament. 

"  I  cannot  take  leave  of  you  with- 
out expressing  my  grateful  sense  of 
the  assiduity  and  zeal  with  which  you 
have  applied  yourselves  to  the  dis- 
charge of  your  public  duties  during 
the  whole  course  of  a  long  and  most 
laborious  Session. 

'*  You  have  had  under  your  consi- 
deration measures  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance connected  with  the  financial 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  coun- 
try calculated  to  maintain  the  public 
credit,  to  improve  the  national  re- 
sources, and,  by  extending  trade  and 
stimulating  the  demand  for  labour, 
to  promote  the  general  and  perma- 
nent welfare  of  all  classes  of  my  sub- 
jects. 

"  Although  measures  of  this  de- 
scription have  necessarily  occupied 
much  of  your  attention,  you  have  at 
the  same  time  effected  great  improve- 
ments in  several  branches  of  jurispru* 
dence,  and  in  laws  connected  with  the 
administration  of  domestic  affairs. 

*'  I  return  you  my  especial  acknow- 


which  yon  afforded  me  of  your  loy- 
alty and  affectionate  attachment,  bj 
your  ready  and  unanimous  concur^ 
rence  in  an  Act  for  the  increased  se- 
curity and  protection  of  my  person. 

^'I  continue  to  receive  from  all 
Foreign  Powers  assurances  of  their 
friendly  disposition  towards  this 
country. 

**  Although  I  have  deeply  to  lat- 
ment  the  reverses  which  havebefidlen 
a  division  of  the  army  to  the  west- 
ward of  the  Indus,  yet  I  have  the  sa- 
tisfaction of  reflecting  that  the  gal- 
lant defence  of  the  city  of  Jellalabad^ 
crowned  by  a  decisive  victory  in  the 
field,  has  eminently  proved  Uie  coa- 
rage  and  discipline  of  the  European 
and  native  troops,  and  the  skill  and 
fortitude  of  their  distinguished  com- 
mander. 

**  Gentlemen  of  the  Houee  of 
^*  Commons  f 

*'The  liberality  with  which  yon 
have  granted  the  supplies,  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  public  service, 
demands  my  warm  acknowledgments. 

''  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 
*'  You  will  concur  with  me  in  the 
expression  of  humble  g^titnde  to 
Almighty  God  for  the  favourable  sea- 
son which  his  bounty  has  vouchsafed 
to  us,  and  for  the  prospects  of  a  har- 
vest more  abundant  than  those  of  re- 
cent years. 

*^  There  are,  I  trust,  indications  of 
gradual  recovery  from  that  depres- 
sion which  has  affected  many  branches 
of  manufacturing  industry,  and  has 
exposed  large  classes  of  my  people  to 
privations  and  sufierings  which  have 
caused  me  the  deepest  conoem. 

**  You  will,  I  am  confident,  be  ac- 
tuated on  your  return  to  your  several 
counties  by  the  same  enlightened  seal 


edgments   for  the   renewed   proof  for  the  public  interests  which  jm 
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of  jonr  Parliamentary  duties,  and 
will  do  your  utmost  to  encourage,  by 
your  example  and  active  exertions, 
that  spirit  of  order  and  submission  to 
the  law  which  is  essential  to  the  pub- 
lic happiness,  and  without  which 
there  can  be  no  enjoyment  of  the 
fruits  of  peaceful  industry,  and  no 
advance  in  the  career  of  social  im- 
provement." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  then  prorogued 
the  Parliament  to  Tharsday,  the  6th  day 
of  October. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  Auguit  12,  1842. 

If iMont.]  PBTiTTOiit  PftmsMTMO.  FroDi  James  Bowditdi, 
conplaiBiaf  of  Um  lU^fftl  Demtlao  la  the  Iiland  of  Jcnej 
of  Rigby  OolUaiH—  Frana  GlMfow,  Swinneftoa*  Leak, 
Nntwich.  GiiTHi.  Biiadle,  MUton,  New  Lanaifc.  Mitaift- 
tborpe,  Fintry  and  Sudbury,  tor  Repeal  of  the  Coro-lawa, 
— Fiom  Glaifaiir»  to  cnoottnue  the  Impoctation  of  Giain 
In  laefcHMUB  to  Floiir.->Firoin  Roeherter  and  Chatham* 
Itar  allowlqg  ttia  Duty  on  Stocks  of  Wtaie  hi  hand.— From 
Roehestcr,  eompkinli^  of  Bribery  at  the  last  EleetUm. 
and  psnytaic  f«  Inquliy.— From  01a%ow,  afafaist  the 
RaduattOBof  the  duty  on  Cosd^ga.  From  Liuder  and 
Wanntaister,  te  amaikxaUm  the  aondttton  of  Scfaool- 
(Sootknd). 


The  iHCOif  e  Tax.]  Mr.  T.  Duncambe 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if, 
in  all  fature  quarterly  accounts  of  the  In- 
come tax,  it  was  intended  to  include,  as 
separate  items,  the  amount  of  the  tax 
stopped  at  all  the  public  offices,  and  the 
sums  received  from  the  amount  so  stopped 
from  persons  whose  incomes  were  under 
150/.  a  year?  He  understood  that  this 
was  done  under  the  old  Income-tax. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheauer  said, 
this  would  be  practicable  if  the  House  re- 
quired it,  but  he  believed  the  accounts 
would  only  contain  the  several  gross 
amounts  received  from  different  sources. 

Mr.  Hvme  said,  the  accounts  ought  to 
give  the  aggregate  amount  received  from 
each  schedule  for  each  quarter,  leaving 
the  details  to  be  given  afterwards.  It  was 
very  important  that  they  should  be  able 
to  see  bow  the  Income-tax  bore  on  the 
other  taxes  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Jhmcambe  said,  he  understood  that 
it  would  be  four  or  five  months  before 
persons  with  incomes  under  150/.  per  an- 
num would  be  able  to  recover  the  amount 


deducted  from  payments  made  to  them  in 
the  manner  he  had  alluded  to. 

Mr.  Ewart  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  was  aware  that  the 
government  of  France  intended  to  tax  the 
English  holders  of  French  dividends,  in 
consequence  of  the  French  holders  of  Eng- 
lish funds  having  been  taxed  by  the  in- 
come tax  in  this  country  ?  By  this  means 
the  English  holder  would  be  twice  taxed— 
once  on  his  income  in  this  country,  and 
again  by  the  tax  imposed  by  France. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
never  heard  such  a  report.  He  had  heard 
it  stated  as  an  argument  against  the  In- 
come-tax, but  never  as  a  measure  likely  to 
be  carried  into  effect. 

Public  Meetings  —  Exchequer 
Bills— OuTSTAND  at  Manchester.] 
Mr.  T.  Duncambe  said,  he  had  taken  the 
liberty  of  informing  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  that  he  in- 
tended to  put  a  question  to  him  relative  to 
a  correspondence  he  meant  to  move  for 
between  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
mayor  of  Bridport,  in  reference  to  a  sup- 
posed Chartist  meeting,  at  which  violent 
language  was  used,  held  on  the  21st  of 
July.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  felt 
it  his  duty  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  meeting,  and  on  the  1st  of 
August  addressed  the  following  letter  to 
the  mayor  of  Bridport,  signed  by  Mr. 
Manners  Sutton,  requesting  to  be  in- 
formed of  the  nature  of  the  said  meeting : 

•'  Whitehall^  Avgutt  1, 1842. 

''Sir— I  am  directed,  by  Secretary  Sir 
James  Graham  to  acquaint  you  that  he  has 
been  informed  of  a  Chartist  meeting  which 
was  held  in  the  Towo-hall  at  Bridport,  under 
the  sanction  of  the  town  authorities,  on  the 
21st  July,  and  at  which  violent  language  was 
used.  Sir  James  Graham  requests  that  you 
will  transmit  to  him  a  report  on  the  subject, 
and  inform  him  whether  the  statement,  which 
has  been  made  to  him,  is  correct, 

''  I  am  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 
H.  Manners  Sutton. 

"  The  Mayor  of  Bridport." 

To  which  the  town  clerk  of  Bridport 
returned  the  followin  g  reply : — 

**  Sir— In  reply  to  the  letter  of  the  1st  instant 
addressed  to  the  Mayor  of  Bridport,  and  re- 
questing to  be  informed  whether  a  statement 
made  to  you  of  a  Chartist  meeting  having 
been  held  in  the  Town-hall  at  Bridport,  under 
the  sanction  of  the  town  authorities,  on  the 
21st  of  July,  at  which  violent  language  was 
I  used,  is  correct,  I  beg  to  state  that  the  Mayor 
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of  Bridport  hif  been  abfeni  fnm  die  borough 
IroDi  die  8di  of  July;  Uiai  die  Town-ball  is 
held  by  die  conncil  of  the  boroogh  as  trustees, 
hafiog  received  toch  tnut  from  the  fonner 
trustees  under  the  79tb  section  of  the  Mu- 
nicipal Reform  Act;  that  the  conncil  leave 
the  control  of  the  room  to  the  discretion  of 
the    major   for  the   time    being;   that,  in 
the  absence  of  the  mayor,  applications  are 
made  to  me«  as  town-clerk,  for  the  nse  of  it ; 
that  on  or  about  the  19th  of  Joly»  a  most  re- 
spectable member  of  the  Society  of  Friends)  a 
member  also  of  the  town-council),  applied  to 
me  for  the  nse  of  the  Town-hall,   for  one 
evening,  for  the  Rev.  Mr.  Spencer,  of  Hinton 
Charier-hoose,  Somerset,  to  deliver  a  lecture, 
the  programme  of  which  was  announced  by 
the  accompanying  hand-bill ;  that  I  immedi- 
ately acceded  to  the  request,  and  afterwards 
attended  the  lecture  from  beginning  to  end, 
and  that  the  lecturer  spoke  throughout,  in  a 
spirit  and  temper  becoming  his  sacred  profes- 
sion, most  earnestly  and  impressively,  and 
without  even  the  slightest  approach  to  violence 
of  language  or  gesture.    Indeed,  the  whole  of 
the  proceedings  were  perfectly  decorous,  and, 
as  far  as  I  heard,  were  once  only  interrupted, 
and  then  by  some  drtinken  person,  who  pro- 
bably, if  he  bad  any  opinion  at  all,  differed 
in  opinion  from  the  Rev.  lecturer.    So  unex- 
ceptionable was  the  language  used  by  tlie 
lecturer,  that,  for  his  sake,  I  felt  somewhat  in- 
dignant, although  by  no  means  surprised,  on 
reading  in  the  Donet  County  Ckronkle,  of  the 
following  week,  a  very  scandalous  and  false 
statement  on  the  subject ;  and  I  was  not  until 
then  aware,  that  the  assembly  of  some  of  the 
moit  respectable  inhabitants  of  the  town  (fe- 
male ts  well  as  male)  to  hear  the  lecture,  was 
considered  by  any  one  to  be  a  Chartist  meeting, 
although  I  recollect  that  there  was  allusion 
made  to  what  are  called  '  the  points  of  the 
Charter.'  I  believe  that  a  day  or  two  previous 
to  the  31st  July,  Mr.  Spencer  had  much  gra- 
tified by  his  speeches  those  who  attended  in 
the  same  hall,  on  one  evening,  a  Bible  Society 
meeting,  and  on  another  evening,  a  meeting  of 
Teetotallers,  and  this  probably  induced  a  larger 
attendance  to  hear  a  lecture  on  the  interesting 
sobjeet  of  '  free^rade,  and  how  to  get  it.'*  The 
town-hall  is  and  has  been  used  for  a  variety  of 
purposes,  snoh  as  the  petty  sessions  of  the 
county  and  borough  magiitrales,  Doroas  so- 
cieties, lying*in  societies,  Bible  societies,  tee- 
total meetings,  conjurers,  Protestant  associa^ 
tions  to  abuse  and  vilify  Catholics  and  Dissf  n- 
ters.  Catholics  to  vindicate  themselves  and 
their  doctrines,  basaars.  Independents,  Bap- 
tists, Wesleyan  Methodists,  and  even  Unita- 
rians i  tea  meetings,  Church,  and  other  mis- 
sionary societies,  teachers  of  the  art  of  boxing, 
vocal  and  instrumental  performers,  societies 
for  aiding  shipwrecked  seamen,  meetings  of 
commissionern  of  turnpikes  and  other  oommis* 
sinners,  Anti-Cornlaw  lectures,  Pro-Corn-law 
lectures  (if  required),  agricultural  and  political 
dinners,  kc,  «c. 


**  Tbote  peiMos  wbo  are 
a  direct  profit  by  their  ezhibitioiis,  and  by 
use  of  the  Town-hall,  pay  a  moderue  sum  to 
the  trustees ;  bot  those  who  instnKi  die  peopl« 
in  political  and  other  interesting  sctencei,  are 
admitted  to  its  use  gratuitously,  but  I  appre- 
hend  that  no  peraoo  would  be  permitted  to  wee 
it  whose  opinions  promulgated  there  woold  be 
likely '  to  inflame  the  minds  of  the  pec^e/  or 
endanger  the  Queen's  peace.  With  all  Ibeae 
advantages  the  working  daseee  of  Bridpoft 
are,  as  might  reasonably  be  expected  (and  I 
can  speak  from  long  experience,  having  lived 
among  them  for  upwards  of  thirty  years),  a  very 
peaceably-disposed  and  loyal  commnnity. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

**  Your  most  obedient  servant, 

**  £•  NiCBOLETTS, 

Town  Clerk  of  Bridport.* 
"  Bridport,  Aug.  3,  1842. 

*'  To  her  Majestj's  principal  Secretary  of 
State,  Home  Department,  Whitehall.*' 

He  (Mr.  Doncombe)  waa  ftoxiom  Co 
obtain  this  informatioD  and  ihia  correapoo- 
dence,  because  it  was  rather  cooaialeDt 
with  that  disposition  he  regretted  to  aae  ie 
the  present  Government  to  interfere  wilb 
the  righta  of  public  diioiiisioQ.  Hewiihied 
to  know  on  what  authority  the  right  boa. 
Baronet  bad  made  his  inqairj,  and  who 
was  hia  informer;  whether  it  wu  ike 
eonstitated  authorities  of  the  town,  or 
of  those  wretches  he  waa  sorry  to 
ployed — a  description  of  spy.  Even  if  the 
points  of  the  Charter  were  advoceled,  be 
did  not  see  that  thie  coold  justify  Uie  in* 
terfereoce  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  Ho 
moved  that  copies  of  the  corretpoodaooo 
between  the  Home  Secretary  and  the  mayor 
of  Bridport,  in  reference  to  this  aobject,  ba 
laid  on  the  Table. 

Sir  Jamei  Graham  coosidered  it  hia 
duty  to  give  bis  moat  decided  oppoailkHi 
to  this  motion.  The  bon.  GentleoMa  bad 
told  him  that  he  intended  to  pat  a  qacelioQ 
to  him  with  respect  to  the  correspoodeoea, 
of  which  be  bad  read  a  portion,  between  tba 
Home  Office  and  the  mayor  of  Bridport, 
but  he  had  given  no  notice  of  any  notioQ 
for  the  production  of  copies  of  tbst  cor* 
respondence.  The  bon.  GentleoMin  had 
thought  6t  to  insinuate—hardly  to  iasi« 
nuate— for  the  bon.  Member  was  bold 
enough  to  assert,  that  he  had  obtained  his 
information  throagh  mesns  of  a  spy.  Ha 
absolutely  and  distinctly  denied  the  iaipis- 
tation  that  a  spy  had  been  employed  by 
him  or  any  other  member  of  her  llsiesty*s 
Quvemment  in  any  part  of  the  Uaitad 
Kingdom.    It  waa  a  system  which  ba 
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uoequivocallydisclaimed ;  he  believed  that 
it  wai  dangerous  in  ihe  extreme ;  that 
those  who  employed  spies  were  usually  de- 
ceived by  them,  and  that  a  Government 
honestly  bent  on  putting  down  turbulence 
and  disorder,  only  promoted  those  evils 
by  the  employment  of  spies.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  held  himself  responsible  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  good  order. 
It  was  in  consequence  of  a  communication 
which  he  received  from  respectable  inha- 
bitants of  the  lown  of  Bridport,  clearly  and 
distinctly  complaining  to  him  as  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  language  used  at  the 
meeting  in  the  Town-hall,  that  he  applied 
to  the  mayor.  On  receiving  that  infor- 
mation, what  course  did  he  take?  Did 
he  take  an  underhand  course  ?  The  mo- 
ment he  received  the  information  he  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  mayor,  and  asked  him  was 
it  true  that  a  Chartist  meeting  had  been 
held  in  the  Town-hall  of  Bridport,  at 
which  violent  language  was  used?  It 
was  reported  to  him  that  this  passage 
occurred  in  the  lecture  of  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman ;  it  was  this  passage  that  made 
him  put  the  question  to  the  mayor.  It 
was  reported  to  him  that  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman said : — 

^*The  Government  is  corrupt  in  the  ex- 
treme, and  it  could  not  exist  if  it  had  not  men 
base  enough  to  list  as  soldiers,  to  be  appointed 
policemen,  and  to  sit  in  the  iary-box  to  find 
tbeir  fellow-creatures  guilty.'^ 

Such  a  reference  to  the  Government  of 
the  country  and  the  trial  by  jury,  without 
any  strained  construction  of  the  language, 
seemed  to  him  to  be  dangerous  in  the  ex- 
treme, and  it  was,  therefore,  he  asked  the 
mayor  whether  it  was  true  that  a  Chartist 
meeting  in  the  Town-hall,  where  violent 
language  had  been  used,  had  received  the 
sanction  of  the  town  authorities  ?  To  that 
question,  he  received  the  answer,  part  of 
which  the  boo.  Gentleman  had  read.  He 
was  disposed  to  think,  from  the  vast  va- 
riety of  subjects  discussed  in  the  Town- 
hall,  that  it  must  add  much  to  the  spread 
of  knowledge,  and  inasmuch  as  the  town- 
clerk  had  given  him  a  positive  assurance 
that  the  Town*hall  would  not  be  given  to 
any  person  whose  opinions,  if  proroul* 
gated,  would  be  likely  to  inflame  the  minds 
or  dbturb  the  peace  of  the  Queen's  sub- 
jects, he  allowed  the  subject  to  rest  there. 
Having  received  from  the  authorities  of 
Bridport  such  an  assurance  as  that,  he 
was  bound  to  believe  that  the  information 
contained  ia  the  private  letter  from  Brid- 


port was  untrue,  and  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble that  the  town-clerk  could  give  such  an 
assurance  if  any  such  language  had  been 
used  as  he  had  just  read.  After  that 
general  and  solemn  assurance,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  carry  the  matter  fur- 
ther. He  had  recently  proved  by  his  con- 
duct that  he  was  by  no  means  indisposed 
to  favour  municipal  government*  and  that 
he  believed  it  to  possess  great  advantages 
for  preserving  the  public  peace,  but  to  do 
this  the  municipal  authority  ought  not  to 
be  abused.  He  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  entitled  to  receive  from  those 
authorities  every  assistance  in  the  main- 
tenance of  peace  and  order,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  that  he  overstepped  the  line 
of  his  duty,  if,  on  being  informed  that  any 
proceeding  had  occurred  in  any  munici- 
pality contrary  to  the  peace,  order,  and 
good  government  of  society,  while  be  by 
all  means  disclaimed  the  use  of  spies,  he, 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive  Government, 
appealed  to  the  municipal  authorities, 
stated  the  information  he  had  received, 
and  asked  for  an  explanation.  For  such 
an  explanation  he  bad  asked  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  He  had  willingly  given 
this  full  and  frank  statement.  In  the 
present  state  of  the  country  it  was 
desirable  that  such  information  should 
be  given,  and  he  was  bound  to  state  that 
the  good  effects  of  it  had  been  recently 
proved.  It  was  undoubtedly  true,  that 
in  Manchester  and  its  neighbourhood  some 
serious  disturbances  had  lately  arisen  from 
a  quarrel  between  the  masters  and  work- 
men with  respect  to  the  rate  of  wages.  He 
had  been  in  daily  communication  with  the 
magistrates  of  Manchester,  and  he  could 
state,  that  all  the  master  manufacturers, 
without  distinction  of  party,  had  assem- 
bled, and  used  the  utmost  exertions  to 
maintain  property  and  peace  in  that  com- 
munity. He  had  derived  the  utmost  ad- 
vantage from  having  a  facility  of  commu- 
nication with  the  constituted  authorities 
in  that  neighbourhood.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  that  so  far  as  the  execution  of  his 
duty  went,  he  would  endeavour  to  uphold 
the  constituted  authorities,  but  at  the 
same  time  he  should  expect  from  them 
zealous  co-operation  in  the  maintenance 
of  law,  peace,  and  good  government.  He 
was  thankful  to  the  bon.  Gentleman  for 
having  afforded  him  an  opportunity  of 
stating  the  grounds  of  the  course  which 
he  meant  to  pursue  with  respect  to  the 
municipal  authorities  on  the  one  band. 
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and  the  atsbtaoce  which  he  considered 
the  Goferaaieot  entitled  to  expect  from 
them  on  the  other  hand. 

Mr.  Howes  now  for  the  first  time  heard 
a  Secretary  of  State  avow,  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  soperintend  public  meetings 
in  this  country,  to  write  to  the  constitoted 
authorities  for  reports  of  them,  to  decide 
himself  whether  the  language  was  violent 
or  noty  and  to  require  from  the  municipal 
bodies  assurances  that  the  town  -  halls 
should  not  be  lent  for  purposes  of  which 
he  disapproved.  Why  then  had  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that,  if  he  had 
not  received  that  assurance,  he  would  have 
followed  the  matter  up  ?  He  was  certain, 
that  the  municipal  bodies  were  not  to  be 
controlled  by  a  Secretary  of  State,  who 
had  told  the  coustables  throughout  the 
country,  that  they  were  to  be  the  sole  judges 
whether  a  meeting  was  lawful  or  not. 
Was  the  peace  broken  at  Bridport  ?  There 
was  certainly  a  discussion  on  free-trade 
and  the  Corn-laws;  but  could  that  make 
the  meeting  illegal  ?  He  did  not  believe, 
that  there  was  any  precedent  to  be  found 
for  the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  except  perhaps  in  cases  of  the 
highest  exercise  of  prerogative.  He  hoped, 
that  the  people  would  meet  and  discuss 
their  grievances  till  their  meetings  and  dis- 
cussions should  force  the  Goverment  to 
satisfy  their  demands.  The  legislation  of 
the  present  Session  had  not  satisfied  the 
people  of  this  country^  and  they  were  now 
told  that  their  discussions  were  to  be 
watched  over  by  a  Secretary  who  once 
boasted  of  his  Whig  principles.  He  owned 
he  was  astonished  at  the  doctrines  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet might  seek  to  put  down  public  dis- 
cussions, but  he|  would  find  the  firmness 
and  love  of  liberty  on  the  part  of  the  peo- 
ple too  strong  for  him. 

Sir  /•  Oraham  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man reminded  him  of  his  Whig  principles. 
He  wanted  to  know  how  long  existed  the 
connection  between  Whig  principles  and 
Chartism.  Other  Whigs  might  answer 
the  question,  but  for  himself  he  must  say 
non  /uBC  in  fasdera  vent.  As  far  as  he 
knew  Whig  principles,  there  was  every 
desire  on  the  part  of  genuine  Whigs  to 
sanction  the  legitimate  exercise  of  the 
right  of  presenting  petitions ;  but  he  had 
vet  to  learn  that  it  was  consistent  with 
Whig  principles  to  state  that  it  was  base 
on  the  part  of  the  community  to  enlist  as 
loldiery,  to  act  as  pol'  »  sit  in 


the  jury  box.  If  those  were  the  Whip 
principles  for  which  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  contended,  it  was  better  that 
men  of  property  and  station  might  qd- 
derstand  them,  and  that  there  shonld  be 
no  mistake  with  respect  lo  the  princi- 
pies  which  divided  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  He  totally  denied  any  inter- 
ference with  the  exercise  of  the  right  of 
petition,  but  no  expression  of  the  hoo. 
Gentleman,  however  tannting,  could  deter 
him  from  endeavouring  to  prevent  a  breach 
of  the  peace. 

Mr.  Howes  explained.  He  had  not 
said  one  word  about  Whig  prindplea  hi 
connection  with  the  words  alleged  to  have 
been  used  by  Mr.  Spenser,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  known  that 
full  well.  The  principles  which  the  r^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  was  now  propoondiog 
were  not  Whig  principles,  Vind  it  was  odd, 
that  while  he  was  asserting  hu  right  to 
Whig  principles  he  was  sitting  among  the 
Tories. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  to  hear  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  with  re- 
spect to  the  employment  of  spies ;  it  was 
very  important  that  the  public  mind  shook! 
be  disabused  on  that  subject.  He  had 
received  a  letter  from  Bridport  on  the 
subject  of  the  meeting,  from  which  it  ap. 
peared  that  the  words  in  question  were 
directed  against  the  spy  system.  The 
object  of  the  speech  was  to  denounce  any 
person  who  either  as  a  policeman,  a  jury-, 
man,  or  in  any  other  character,  would 
lend  his  aid  to  prevent  free  discossioii* 
He  would  take  that  opportunity  of  potting 
a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Barone  ton  o 
subject  of  very  great  importance,  referring, 
as  it  did,  to  the  presentstate  of  Mandieiter. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  he  would 
have  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  copy  of  the  correspondence 
which  had  passed  between  the  officer  ta 
command  of  the  military  in  Lancashire 
and  the  Home  Office,  in  reference  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  peace.  The  town  of 
Manchester  was  now  in  a  state  of  civil 
war.  What  did  it  arise  from  ?  Nominally 
from  a  quarrel  between  the  masters  and 
their  workmen  with  respect  to  wages;  hot 
in  point  of  fact,  it  arose  from  the  want  of 
employment,  which  might  be  provided  by 
proper  and  honest  legislation.  It  appeared 
f  "^  ~  •^-^  her  Majesty's  Ministen 
liss  Parliament  at  r 
>y  was  in  a  most  d« 
'Onld  beg  leave  * 
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{^resent  motion  was  disposed  of,  to  move 
or  a  copy  of  the  correspondence  to  which 
be  had  referred. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  said,  he  rose  partly  for 
the  purpose  of  expressing  his  regret  at 
the  hasty  manner  in  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed himself  on  the  subject  of  Exche- 
quer-bills on  a  former  evening.  His 
warmth  arose  from  his  being  brought  in 
contact  with  persons  who  had  suffered 
greatly  from  what  had  taken  place.  All 
be  wanted  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  take  into  his  consideration 
the  great  suffering  which  bad  been  borne 
by  the  holders  of  these  bills,  not  only  from 
the  loss  of  their  property,  but  from  the 
locking  up  of  their  capital  for  a  period  of 
eighteen  months,  the  total  suspension  of 
large  commercial  operations,  and  occa- 
sionally from  imputations  upon  their  cha- 
racter. He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  make  their  measure 
on  this  subject  one  of  the  6rst  measures  of 
the  next  Session. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  felt 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  brought 
the  subject  forward,  and,  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  he  would  now  state 
the  precis^  situation  in  which  the  question 
stood.  At  the  commencement  of  the  pre* 
sent  Session,  a  commission  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  what  the  real  state  of  the 
transaction  was  with  respect  to  Exchequer 
bills.  The  House  thought  it  necessary 
the  subject  should  be  examined  into  by 
persons  of  impartiality,  but  at  that  time 
it  was  distinctly  understood  that  those 
commissioners  were  not  to  pronounce  any 
opinion  on  the  question  of  compensation  ; 
that  was  to  be  reserved  for  the  future 
deliberation  of  Parliament  and  the  Go- 
vernment. He  regretted  extremely,  that 
from  causes  that  could  not  be  con- 
trolled, that  report  had  been  presented  at 
so  late  a  perioa  of  the  Session  as  to  make 
it  impossible  for  Parliament  to  decide  upon 
the  question  of  the  extent  of  the  compen- 
sation to  the  different  classes.  He  should 
have  been  happy,  if  time  had  been  allowed 
for  the  consideration  of  the  subject,  for  he 
felt  deeply  for  the  distresses  of  those  indi- 
viduals, not  only  on  account  of  their  losses 
but  from  their  being  supposed  to  be  impli- 
cated in  fraudulenttransactions.  He  thought 
many  of  the  cases  of  the  claimants  were 
entitled  to  the  favourable  consideration  of 
Parliament,  and  he  had  no  wish  to  avail 
VOL.LXV.    {2S} 


himself  of  technical  objections.  In  con- 
clusion, he  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  if  he  remained 
in  the  office  he  now  held  till  the  next 
Session,  one  of  the  first  measures  that 
would  be  proposed  would  be  one  on  the 
subject  of  the  claims  of  these  parties. 

Sir  Thomas  Wilde  begged  to  express 
his  dissent  from  the  doctrines  laid  down 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  What,  he 
would  ask,  was  the  difference  between  a 
free  and  a  despotic  government— what 
distinguished  the  present  times  from  the 
worst  days  of  the  Stuarts.  Was  it  not  that 
the  people  conceived  they  had  the  power 
of  expressing  their  opinions,  either  ver- 
bally at  public  meetings,  or  by  writings—** 
they  being  responsible  for  what  they  might 
do  and  say  ?  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
principles  which  were  to  be  deduced  from 
the  expressions  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
were  those  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
really  entertained,  nor  would  he  believe 
them  to  be  so  until  he  saw  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  act  upon  them.  He  did  not 
complain  of  the  act  done  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  in  the  present  instance.  It 
was  an  act  perfectly  consistent  with  free 
Government  and  no  just  complaint  could  be 
founded  upon  it.  He  thought  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make 
inquiry  into  the  subject  of  the  meeting  that 
had  been  adverted  to;  but  the  principle 
that  had  been  avowed  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  put  an  end  to  the  expression 
of  public  feeling  altogether.  Were  the 
paramount  party  in  that  House  of  opinion 
that  the  controlling  power  should  not  per- 
mit these  meetings  to  take  place  ?  That 
supervision  the  right  hon.  Baronet  avowed 
indicated  a  dangerous  opinion  in  the  Go- 
vernment as  regarded  the  public  liberty. 
Were  the  majority  of  that  House — a  ma- 
jority enabling  the  Ministry  to  pass  mea- 
sures at  their  discretion — of  opinion  that 
in  these  times  of  distress  meetings  should 
not  be  permitted  to  be  held  at  which  were 
discussed  topics  calculated  to  inflame  the 
public  mind?  Why,  could  thj  distress 
that  existed  be  made  a  topic  of  discus- 
sion without  inflaming  the  public  mind. 
Who  was  to  define  what  was  cal- 
culated to  inflame  the  minds  of  the 
people  ?  Were  public  meetings  to  be  con- 
fined to  one  side?  Or,  he  would  ask, 
could  the  people  be  prevented  from  meet- 
ing? No,  they  could  not;  and,  if  not, 
where  was  the  most  fitting  and  the  safest 
place  for  them  to  meet  ?  Was  it  not  in  a 
2U 
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municipal  building,  under  the  6ye  of  the 
authorities  ?  Or  did  the  Qovernment  de- 
sire to  drive  the  people  to  the  fields  and 
open  spaces,  there  to  assemble  in  greater 
masses  than  could  be  contained  in  a  public 
building?  Was  it  better  that  meetings 
should  be  held  in  Spa-fields  than  in  Guild- 
hall ?  A  more  dangerous  doctrine  could 
sot  be  promulgated  than  that  public 
meetings  should  be  prevented  on  the 
ground  that  the  opinions  there  expressed 
were  calculated  to  inflame  the  public  mind. 
He  repeated,  he  was  not  complaining  of 
the  act  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but,  dis- 
senting from  his  sentiments— sentiments 
which  might  lead  to  most  dangerous  con- 
sequences— but  sentiments  which  at  the 
same  time  he  acquitted  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet of  really  entertaining.  If,  however, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  ev?r  act 
upon  the  principles  implied  by  his  expres- 
sions, he  (Sir  T.  Wilde)  trusted  that  such 
conduct  would  be  visited  by  the  unanimous 
reprobation  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  assured  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  there  was  every  dis- 
position 00  the  part  of  the  municipal 
authorities  at  Manchester  to  support  the 
law  with  firmness  and  humanity,  and  ihat 
the  manufacturers  as  a  body  would  co- 
operate in  that  object.  At  the  same  time 
he  urged  Parliament  not  to  separate  under 
the  impression  that  the  distress  that  pre- 
Tailed  and  the  evils  which  it  had  brought 
about  were  mere  passing  events.  He  im- 
plored the  Government  to  give  to  the  evils 
prevailing  in  the  manufacturing  districts 
their  most  earnest  and  solemn  considera- 
tion. They  were  evils  that  threatened  to 
disorganise  society,  and  to  spread  them- 
selves wider  and  wider,  until  they  involved 
the  whole  country  in  one  common  ruin 
and  one  common  downfall. 

Mr.  Cobden  said,  that  because  he  had 
prophesied  the  occurrence  of  the  evils  that 
now  existed,  he  bad  been  accused  of 
being  the  cause  of  them.  He  asked  the 
House  to  consider  the  position  in  which 
the  manufacturers  stood.  Who  were  more 
liable  than  they  to  the  destruction  of  their 
property  ?  Children  had  been  instructed 
to  destroy  the  spinning  machines  with 
knitting  needles,  and  a  box  of  lucifers 
could  destroy  the  greatest  amount  of  ma- 
nufacturing capital.  Could  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  hold  out  no  hope?  Had  he 
nothing  to  say  ?  He  would  tell  the  Go- 
vernment there  was  danger  of  dire  confu- 
sion.    At  present  he  did  not  believe  there 


was  a  settled  purpose  in  the  minds  oF  the 
people,  and  confusion  was  the  rooet  Sitiof 
term  to  apply  to  the  state  they  were  in. 
He  believed  there  was  less  danger  iiosn 
Manchester  than  from  other  places,  bot 
with  regard  to  even  that  town  be  exhorted 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  not  to  bring  in  the 
Yeomanry  Cavalry  but  particulitfly  the 
Cheshire  Yeomanry,  against  whom  the 
people  entertained  strong  feelings  of  die- 
like, in  consequence  of  what  occurred  io 
1819.  The  people  did  not  entertain  any 
hostility  against  the  regular  troops«  nod 
Colonel  Wemyss  was  very  popular.  He 
heard  that  the  Mayor  of  Stockport  had 
sent  for  troops,  but  he  hoped  that  tke 
regular  troops  would  be  employed. 

Mr.  HamiUon  rose  to  point  out  to  tke 
House,  that  the  report  of  the  committee 
on  the  western  coast  of  Africa  (delivered 
that  morning)  was  inaccurate,  and  re- 
quired to  be  reprinted. 

Mr.  JVard  rose  to  order.  The  moiioe 
of  his  hon.  Friend  was  before  the  Heoae, 
and  was  not  yet  disposed  of.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  give  aoine 
answer — some  assurance,  whieh  woeld 
produce  the  moral  effect  alluded  to  by  tke 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport.  He  truited 
that  some  safety-valve  would  be  opeocd 
which  would  give  employment  to  the  pco- 
pie.  The  inquiries  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  into  the  conduct  of  the  muniei- 
pal  authorities  would  do  little.  If  ao  opening 
to  the  proper  expression  of  the  people  was 
refused,  the  people  would  be  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  secret  agitators.  He  urged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  cautions 
in  the  present  state  of  the  country.  All 
his  prudence  and  all  his  powers  would  be 
put  to  a  severe  trial,  and  he  vrisbed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  well  through  ibe 
ordeal.  But  he  knew  that  an  asaoranee 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  soom- 
thing  would  be  done,  would  do  moie  to 
pacify  the  country  than  any  militnry 
strength  which  might  be  brought  toge- 
ther. 

Sir  R,  Peel :  I  was  happy  to  hear  sense 
hon.  Gentlemen  deprecate  the  use  of  ex- 
citing language  under  the  pieaent  cirenni* 
stances  of  the  country*  and  I  wish  oibeit 
would  follow  the  same  example;  but  it  is 
well  known  that  whilat  the  paopie  hove 
borne  their  ills  with  unexampled  fotbeei- 
ance,  studious  attempts  have  been  mode  le 
inflame  ihero  to  a  contraiy  coerse.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  By  whom  ?3     By 


1317 


OuMand  at 


{Auo.  12} 


Maneheitir* 


1316 


The  boo.  Gentlemtn  cannol  h«v6  read  the 
proceedings  at  the  poblio  meetings  w  hich 
have  taken  place  for  some  lime  past  with* 
out  seeing  that  it  was  so.  [Mr.  Cobden  : 
The  people  were  remarkably  quiet.]  I 
know  ihej  were*  I  know  they  were  re- 
markably quiet,  and  they  would  have  con* 
tinned  to  be  to,  seeing  that  there  was 
every  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  do  all  in  its  power  to  alleviate 
tlie  present  distress.  They  would  continue 
to  be  so,  but  for  the  studious  efforts  which 
have  been  made  to  excite  them.  To  their 
credit  l>e  it  spoken,  the  people  were  re- 
markably quiet — they  were  in  no  degree 
to  blame — but  there  were  others  who  in- 
dulged in  the  use  of  language  calculated 
to  lead  to  a  contrary  result.  It  remains 
yet  to  be  seen  whether  they  may  not  have 
reason  to  repent  of  having  adopted  sucli  a 
course.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cob- 
den) calls  upon  me  to  say  something  which 
may  hold  out  hopes  to  the  country,  and 
produce  the  effect  of  leading  to  a  greater 
demand  for  present  employment.  If  I 
have  a  distrust  of  being  able,  by  legisla- 
tive means,  to  do  any  thing  which  witl 
lead  to  a  greater  extension  of  permanent 
employment,  such  as  would  alleviate  the 
existing  distress,  I  hold  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  abstain  from  encouraging  hopes  which 
it  is  not  in  my  power,  nor  in  the  power  of 
the  Legislature,  to  realize.  You  assume  that 
we  have  the  power,  but  I,  acting  upon  the 
best  judgment  which  1  can  form,  and 
giving  the  subject  the  fullest  considera- 
tion, entertain  strong  doubts  as  to  the  effi- 
cacy of  the  measures  which  you  recom- 
mend; and  I  therefore  think  that  great 
caution  and  discretion  should  be  used 
before  resorting  to  expedients  which  would 
only  produce  some  temporary  effect.  I 
do  not  think  it  wise  to  create  a  factitious 
demand  for  labour  by  making  promises, 
and  holding  out  hopes,  which  would  after- 
wards prove  delusive.  If  I  adopted  the 
remedy  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  so  confidently  relied,  and  if  this 
remedy  should,  as  I  conceive  it  would, 
prove  ultimately  to  be  a  failure,  should  I 
not  be  justly  liable  to  the  qharge  of  having 
held  out  hopes  which  proved  delusive? 
Why,  who  would  be  the  first  to  bring  the 
charge  of  holding  out  delusive  hopes 
against  me  ?  Would  it  not  be  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  himself,  and  those 
by  whom  he  is  surrounded  ?  If  the  evils 
under  which  the  country  suffers  are  to 
be  rtmrdieJ,  ^  i  Ihey  aver,  by  the  removal 


of  restrictions,  have  I  not  done  more  to  that 
end  during  the  present  Session  than  any 
other  Administration  has  effected  for  many 
years  ?  [Loud  c/teenn^.]  Ay,  ten  times 
more  than  any  other  Administration.  If 
too  great  a  pressure  on  the  springs  of  indus- 
try and  too  close  a  system  of  commercial 
restriction  have  been  the  cause  of  the  dis- 
tress, more  has  been  doue  at  my  instance  and 
through  my  instrumentality  to  remove  this 
ciuse  than  has  been  done  by  any  preced- 
ing^ Administration.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  has  more  than  once  admitted 
this  in  the  course  of  the  Session.  You 
say,  that  in  adopting  the  principles,  I 
should  have  gone  much  further ;  but  I  say 
1  have  done  more  than  any  of  my  prede- 
cessors. I  was  accused  as  the  cause  of 
the  rise  in  the  price  of  corn,  but  now  that 
it  has  fallen  you  will  give  me  no  credit 
for  it.  It  has  fallen,  notwithstanding  your 
predictions  to  the  contrary;  and  let  me 
ask,  is  there  no  hope  of  a  progressive  fall 
in  the  course  of  a  few  months  ?  Accord- 
ing to  your  own  doctrines  this  prospect 
holds  out  a  source  of  relief—holds  out  a 
prospect  of  increased  employment ;  and  is 
it  not  better  to  give  the  present  law  a  fair 
trial,  seeing  that  it  has  already  been,  to  a 
certain  extent,  successful^  rather  than  that 
I,  by  vague  assurances,  should  excite 
hopes  which  may  never  be  realised?  On 
the  whole,  it  is  my  belief  that  the  promises 
which  I  held  out  in  consequence  of  the 
alterations  which  have  been  made  in  the 
law  will  be  ultimately  fulfilled,  and  that 
the  3  per  cent,  upon  income  which  was 
required  for  the  relief  of  the  necessities  of 
the  State,  and  to  equalize  the  income  with 
the  expenditure,  will  be  fully  made  up  by 
the  provisions  of  the  late  tariff.  I  wish 
not  to  be  misunderstood  or  be  supposed  to 
state  that  the  tariff  will  make  up  the 
amount  upon  any  one  particular  article. 
It  will  not  make  it  up  upon  meat  or  bread 
alone,  but  its  combined  operation  as  re- 
spects the  whole  of  the  articles  will  pro- 
duce a  reduction  in  the  cost  of  living  equal 
to  the  amount  of  the  tax.  The  measures 
which  I  have  introduced  will  produce  more 
benefit  to  the  shipping  trade  than  any 
which  have  been  passed  for  the  last  fifty 
years,  I  admit  that  there  are  modes  by 
which  a  temporary  prosperity  might  be 
created.  might  create  a  temporary 
prosperity  by  the  issue  of  1/.  notes,  and 
by  encouraging  the  Bank  to  make  large 
issues  of  paper;  but  such  a  prosperity 
would  be  wholly  delusive.    It  is  much 
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wiser,  in  my  opinion ,  to  abstain  from  the  House  of  Lords*    After  a  short  tbaeiiee 
application  of  any  temporary  stimulus.         the  right  hon.  Gentleman  retoroedy  and 

announced  that  the  House  had  been  to  the 

The  Prorooation.]  The  Usher  of  Lords  to  hear  her  Majest/s  roost  Oracioaa 
the  Black  Rod  advanced  to  the  Table,  and  Speech  which  the  right  hon.  Oentleiiian 
summoned  the  House  to  the  House  of  read  (see  ante,  p.  1301),  and  then  in- 
Lords,  to  hear  the  Queen's  Speech.  formed  the  House  that  the  Pturiiamenc 

The  Speaker,  accompanied  by  several  prorogued. 
Members    immediately  proceeded  to  the      The  House  then  rose* 
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other  Purposes  therein  mentioned. 
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ture  of  ran  Diemen's  Land  for  authorizing 
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V.  An  Act  to  continue  to  the  First  Day  of 
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rebuilding  the  said  Gaol  and  the  Contractor. 
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out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  a  limited 
Amount  for  carrying  on  Public  Works  and 
Fisheries,  and  Employment  of  the  Poor ;  and 
to  amend  the  Acts  authorizing  the  Issue  of 
Exchequer  Bills  for  the  like  Purposes. 

X.  An  Act  to  indemnify  such  Persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  uve  omitted  to  qualify 
themselves  ror  Offices  and  Employments,  and 
to  extend  the  Time  limited  for  those  Pur- 
poses  respectively  until  the  Twenty-fifth  Day 
of  Mstrch  One  thoiiaaid  eight  hundred  and 


forty-three;  and  for  the  Relief  of  Clerks  to 
Attornies  and  Solicitors  in  certain  Cases. 

xL  An  Act  for  appointing  Commissioners  to 
inquire  as  to  the  Issue,  Receipt,  Circulation, 
and  Possession  of  certain  foxved  Exchequer 
Bills. 

xii.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Deser- 
tion, and  for  the  better  Payment  of  the  Army 
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xiii.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty^s  Royal  Marine  Forces  while  on  Shore. 

xiv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  fur  the  Impor- 
tation of  Com. 

XV.  An  Act  to  impose  an  additional  Duty  on 
Spirits,  and  to  repeal  the  Allowance  on  Spirits 
made  from  Malt  only,  in  Ireland. 

xvi.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  Bnd  of  the 
Session  of  Parliament  next  after  the  Thirty- 
first  Day  ofJufy  One  thousand  eiffht  hundred 
and  forty- four,  certain  of  the  AUowances  of 
the  Duty  of  Excise  on  Soap  used  in  Manu- 
fiictures. 

xvii.  An  Act  for  preventing,  until  the  First 
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in  British  North  Ameriea^  or  in  the  Settlement 
of  Honduras^  fnm  loading  any  Part  of  their 
Cargo  of  Timber  upon  Deck. 
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regulating  the  Sale  of  Parish  Property ;  and 
to  make  further  Provision  for  the  Dischaijge 
of  Debts,  Liabilities,  and  Engagements  m- 
curred  by  or  on  behalf  of  Parishes. 

xix.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  M^esty's  Woods   to  form  a  new 

*  Opening  from  the  Knigktsbridge  Road  into 
Hyde  Farkf  and  a  new  Opening  from  High 
Street,  Kensington,  into  an  intended  new 
Road  across  the  Palace  Green ;  and  for  an- 
nexing a  Piece  of  Extra-parochial  Ground  in 
the  Royal  Garden  to  the  respective  Psrishes 
of  Saint  Mary  Abbots  Kensington  and  Saini 
Mary  Paddington  in  several  Portions. 

XX.  An  Act  to  extend  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Fourth  and  Fifth  Yean  of  Her  present  Ma- 
jestyi  fin:  enabling  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
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fiioners  of  Woods  to  purchase  certain  Lands 
for  Victoria  Park. 

xxi.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  Nine  mil- 
lions one  hundred  thousand  Pounds  by  Ex- 
chequer Bills,  for  the  Service  of  the  Year 
One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- two. 

xxii.  An  Act  for  consolidating  the  Queen*s 
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Session  of  Parliament,  the  several  Acts  for 
regulating  Turnpike  Roads  in  Ireland. 

xxiv.  An  Act  for  improving  the  Dublin  Po- 
iiiie. 

zxv.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  present  and  impose 
and  allow  new  countervailing  Duties  and 
Drawbacks  of  Excise  on  Mixtures  and  Pre- 
parations made  with  Spirits,  when  removed 
from  or  into  Enffland,  Scotland,  or  Ireland 
respectively;  and  to  suspend  for  a  limited 
Time  so  much  of  an  Aet  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion as  repeals  the  Allowance  on  Spirits 
made  from  Malt  only  in  Ireland* 
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Lands  belonging  to  their  Benefices  on  Farm- 
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xxvui.  An  Act  to  assimilate  the  I^aw  in  Ire- 
land^ as  to  the  Punishment  of  Death,  to  the 
I^w  in  England \  to  abolish  the  Punishnient 
of  Death  in  certain  Cases  in  helwtd,  and  to 
substitute  other  Punishments  in  lieu  thereof. 

xxix.  An  Act  for  establishing  a  Prison  at  Pen- 
loHville* 

xsx*  An  Act  to  provide  Begulations  for  pre- 
paring and  using  Roasted  Malt  in  colouring 
Beer> 

xxxi.  An  Act  to  indemnify  Witnesses  who  may 
give  Evidence  before  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  House  of  Commons  to  inouire 
**  whether  corrupt  Compromises  have  been 
entered  into  in  the  Cas^  of  Election  Peti- 
tion presented  from  Hartpioh^  NoiUngAmn, 
Lewes,  Penr^n,  and  Falmouth,  Bridport,  and 
R^adingt  tor  the  Purpose  of  avoidhig  Inves- 
tigation into  gross  Bribery  alleged  to  have 
been  practised  at  the  Elections  for  the  afore- 
said Towns,  and  whether  such  Bribery  has 
really  taken  pluce." 

xxxii.  An  Act  for  better  recording  Fines  and 
Recoveries  in  Walee  and  CkeMkin. 

xxxiii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  explain  so  much 
of  Two  Acta*  of  the  Sixth  and  Seventh  Years 
of  His  late  Mi^jesty,  and  of  the  First  Year  of 
Her  present  Ms^jesty,  as  relates  to  the  £i(e- 
cution  of  Civil  Bill  Decrees  for  the  Posses- 
sion of  I«and  in  Ireland. 

xxxiv.  An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  Miyesty. 
until  the  Fifth  Day  of  Juljf  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  forty-three,  certain  Duties 
on  Sugar  imported  into  the  United  Kingdom, 
for  the  Service  of  the  Year  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  forty-two, 

xxsv.  An  Act  for  granting  to  Her  M^etty 
Duties  on  Profits  arising  from  Property,  Pro- 
fessidns,  Trades,  and  Offices,  until  the  Sixth 
Dav  of  ^grii  One  thousana  eight  hundred 
ana  forty-five. 

-"xsvi.  Aq  Act  for  r^ktiiig  tho  Sak  of  Waste 


Land  belonging  to  the  Crown  in  the  iiiwfrs- 
Han  Colonies. 

xxxvii.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  Fifth 
Day  of  April  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-ftfur.  Compositions  for  Aaucascd 
Taxes ;  and  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
the  Land  and  Assessed  Taxes. 

xxxviii.  An  Act  to  define  the  Jurisdiction  of 
Justices  in  General  and  Quarter  Sessions  of 
the  Peace. 

xxxix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Advances  bottdfide  made  to  Agents  intrusted 
with  Goods. 

xl.  An  Act  for  carrying  into  effect  the  Tresty 
between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Argentine 
Confederation  for  the  Abolition  of  the  SUts 
Trade. 

xli.  An  Act  for  carrying  into  effect  a  Conven- 
tion between  Her  Majesty  and  the  Republic 
Q^Hayti  for  the  more  effectual  Suppression 
ofthe  Slave  Trade. 

xlii.  An  Act  for  better  and  more  effectunlly 
carrying  into  elieot  Treaties  and  Conventiosis 
with  Foreign  States  for  suppressing  the  Slave 
Trade 

xliii.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Proceedings 
which  may  have  been  had  after  the  passing 
ofthe  Act  intituled  ^«i  Aci  /•  4ffi^  iktJmriB^ 
diction  of  Jueticee  in  Generai  and  Qmnritr 
Seationt  of  ike  Peace. 
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Regulations  of  Public  Houses. 

xlv.  An  Aci  to  amend  the  I^aw  of  Conyri^t. 

xlvi.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Aci  of  the  Third 
and  Fourth  Years  of  Her  present  Majesty. 
for  the  Regulation  of  Municipal  Corporatiosia 
in  Ireland, 

xlvii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  l4tws  rekitng  to 
the  Customs. 

xlviii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Belief  of  ibe 
Poor  in  the  Forest  of  Dean  and  other  Extra - 
parochial  Places  in  and  near  the  Hundred  of 
Saint  Briaoeft  in  the  County  of  Ghncetter, 

xlix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  l^aws  for  the  Regu- 
laUon  of  the  Trade  of  the  Briii$h  PowmoiBs 
abroad. 

1.  An  Act  to  continue,  until  the  Funst  D^  of 
October  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
fort^- three,  the  Exemption  of  Inhabiianta  of 
Panshes,  Townships,  and  Villages  from  lia- 
bility to  be  rated  as  auch.  in  respect  of  Stock 
in  Trade  or  oilier  Property,  to  the  Belief  of 
the  Poor. 

li.  An  Act  for  pmvtdiiur  for  the  ftirther  Secu- 
rity and  Protection  of  Her  Mv^ty**  Persoti* 

lii.  An  Aci  to  indemnify  Witnesses  who  omit 
give  Evidence  before  the  Liorda  BmnUial 
and  Temporal  on  a  Bill  to  exclude  flie  Bo- 
rough of  Sudbnrg  lh>m  tending  BufgeHse  io 
serve  in  Parliament. 

liii.  An  Act  to  encourage  the  Batabliahioflllt  of 
District  Courta  and  Prisons. 

liv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  ipr  the  OMivii- 
Ution  of  Tithes  in  EngUmd  and  B  e^s,  and 
io  continue  the  Oflicers  apooinied  uodir  tbe 
said  Acts  for  a  Time  to  be  limited. 

Iv.  An  Aci  for  the  better  Regirfaiion  of  Bail- 
ways,  and  for  ine  Conveyance  of  Troops. 

lyi.  An  Aci  for  further  aweiidiiig  tbe  Lev* 
rekting  to  the  Customs* 

Ivii,  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  Tluity4b«i 
Dav  of  Juljf  One  thouswid  eight  hundred 
•ndforty-feveii,imd  to  tbeJSpd  of  Iheiboi 
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mut  Seflriim  of  PtrlUiii«nt«  the  Poor  Law 
CommisAon;  and  for  the  ftirther  Amend- 
ment of  the  Laws  rekting  to  the  Poor  in 
Mmg&md* 

Iviii,  An  Act  for  further  auspending,  until  the 
Pint  Daj  of  Oeioitr  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-three,  the  Operation  of 
the  new  Arrangement  of  Dioceses,  so  far  as 
it  affects  the  existing  Ecclesiastical  Jurisdic- 
tions* 

lix.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  First  Day  of 
Juguti  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-three,  an  Act  for  authorising  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  carry  into  immediate  Execution,  by 
Orcfers  in  Council,  any  Treaties  for  the  Sup- 
priBssion  of  the  SLa^e  Trade. 

Iz.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  First  Day  of 
Octok0r  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-three,  certain  Tump&e  Acts. 

Ixi.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  Govern- 
ment ofSfmtk  Australia, 

bdi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of  an  Act 
of  the  Fourth  Year  of  Her  present  Muosty, 
for  enabling  the  Commissioners  of  iViae 
Streets  to  sell,  and  Her  Majesty  to  purchase 
certain  Hereditaments  in  the  City  ni  Dublin, 
on  the  North  Bank  of  the  Biver  Unua  l*iS'^' 

Ixiii.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  First  Day 
of  Auguii  One  thousand  e\f(^i  hundred  and 
forty-tnree,  an  Act  for  carrying  intu  effect  a 
Convention  between  Her  Miyesty  and  the 
King  of  the  iVtncA  relative  to  the  Fisheries 
on  rae  Coasts  of  the  Britith  Islands  and  of 


Ixiv.  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Priorities  of 
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End  of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  an 
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present  Majesty,  for  the  more  effectual  Pre- 
vention of  Frauds  and  Abuses  committed  by 
Weavers,  Sewers,  and  other  Persons  em- 
ployed in  the  Linen,  Hempen,  Union.  Cot- 
ton, Silk,  and  Woollen  Manufoctures  in  Ire- 
iamdy  and  for  the  better  Payment  of  their 
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Payment  of  Out-Pensioners  of  Chelsea  Hos- 
pitaL 

Ixxi.  An  Act  to  estabUsh  Military  Savings 
Banki. 

Izxii.  An  Act  to  suspend  until  the  Thirtv- 
fiiat  Day  of  August  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-three,  the  making  of  Lists 
and  the  Ballots  and  Enrolments  for  the 
Militia  of  the  Unted  Kingdom. 

Ixxlii.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  Thirty- 
first  Day  of  July  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-three,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then 


Session  of  Parliament,  an  Act  for  amending 
the  Law  for  the  Trial  of  controverted  Elec- 
tions. 

Ixxiv.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Second 
and  Third  Years  of  His  late  Msuesty,  "  to 
amend  the  Representation  of  the  People  of 
iretofu/,**  in  respect  of  the  Bight  of  Voting  in 
the  University  o£  Dublin, 

Ixxv.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  touching  the 
Law  relating  to  Charitable  Pawn  or  Deposit 
Offices  in  Ireland. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  for  the  Government  of  Nete 
South  Wales  and  Van  Dipmen's  tand' 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  Grand  Juries  at  the 
ensuing  Summer  and  Spring  Assizes  to  make 
certain  Presentments  m  Ck>unties  of  Cities 
and  Towns  in  Ireland ;  and  to  remove  Doubts 
as  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  Justices  of  the  Peace 
in  Places  recently  annexed  to  Counties  at 
lar^  in  Ireland. 

Ixxviii.  An  Act  for  effecting  an  Exchange  be- 
tween Her  Majesty  and  the  Provost  and  Col- 
lege of  Eton, 

Ixxix.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Duties  payable  op. 
Stage  Carriages  and  on  Passengers  conveyed 
upon  Railways,  and  certain  other  Stamp  Du- 
ties ill  Great  Britain^  and  to  grant  other  Du- 
ties in  lieu  thereof;  and  also  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  the  Stamp  Duties. 

Ixxx.  An  Act  togrant  Relief  &om  the  Duties 
of  Assessed  Taxes  in  certain  Cases,  and  to 
provide  for  the  assessing  and  charging  the 
rroperty  Tax  on  Dividends  payable  out  of 
the  Revenue  of  Foreign  States. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  to  transfer  the  Collection  and 
Management  of  the  Duties  on  Certificates  to 
kill  Game  in  Ireland  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Excise. 

Ixxxii*  An  Act  to  assimilate  the  Stamp  Duties 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^  and  to  make 
Regulations  for  collecting  and  managing  the 
same,  until  the  Tenth  Day  of  October  One 
thousand  eisht  hundred  and  forty- five. 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  to  abolish  the  Court  of  Saint 
Briavers,  and  for  the  more  easy  and  speedy 
Recovery  of  Small  Debts  within  the  Hundred 
of  Saint  BriavePs^  in  the  County  of  Gloucester, 

Ixxxviv.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Prac- 
tice and  Course  of  Proceeding  under  Com- 
missions'in  the  Nature  of  Writs  De  Lunatico 
inquirendo. 

Ixxxv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relative  to 
legal  Proceedings  by  certain  Joint  Stock 
Banking  Companies  against  their  own  Mem- 
bers, and  by  such  Members  against  the  Com- 
panies. 

Ixxxvi.  An  Act  for  abolishing  certain  Offices  on 
the  Revenue  Side  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
in  England,  and  for  Regulating  the  Ofilce  of 
Her  Majesty's  Remembrancer  m  that  Court. 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  continue  for 
Three  Years,  and  from  thence  to  the  End 
of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament,  the  Laws 
relating  to  Houses  licensed  by  the  Metropo- 
litan Commissioners  and  Justices  of  the  Peace 
for  the  Reception  of  Insane  Persons,  and  for 
the  Inspection  oi  County  Asylums  and  Pub- 
lic Hospitals  for  the  Reception  of  Insane 
Persons. 

Ixxxvlii.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  Thirtv- 
first  Day  of  December  One  thousand  eisnt 
hundred  and  forty -four,  and  to  the  Enaof 
the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament,  an  Act 
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of  the  Tenth  Year  of  King  George  the  Fourth 
for  providing  for  the  (S)vernraent  of  His 
Majesty's  Settlements  in  Western  Australia 
on  the  Western  Coast  of  New  Helland, 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  to  promote  the  Drainage  of 
Lands,  and  Improvement  of  Navigation  and 
Water  Power  in  connexion  with  such  Drain- 
age in  Ireland. 

xc.  An  Act  to  defray  the  Charge  of  the  Pay, 
Clothing;,  and  contingent  and  other  Expences 
of  the  Disembodied  Militia  in  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  ;  and  to  grant  Allowances  in  cer- 
tain Cases  to  Subaltern  Officers,  Adjutants, 
Paymasters,  Quartermasters,  Surgeons,  As- 
sistant Surgeons,  Surgeons  Mates,  and  Ser- 
jeant Majors  of  the  Militia,  until  the  First 
Day  of  July  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-three. 

xci.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Second 
and  Third  Years  of  Her  Majesty,  for  the 
Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 

xcii.  An  Act  to  permit,  until  the  Thirty-first 
Day  of  August  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-five,  Wheat  to  be  delivered  from 
the  Warehouse  or  the  Vessel  Duty-free,  upon 
the  previous  Substitution  of  an  equivalent 
Quantity  of  Flour  or  Biscuit  in  the  Ware- 
house. 

xciii.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Fourth 
Year  of  Her  present  Majesty,  to  discontinue 
the  Excise  Survey  on  Tobacco,  and  to  provide 
other  Regulations  in  lieu  thereof. 

xciv.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  the  Services  of  the  Ordnance 
Department,  and  the  vesting  and  Purchase  of 
Lands  and  Hereditaments  for  those  Services, 
and  for  the  Defence  and  Security  of  the 
Realm. 

xcv.  An  Act  for  consolidating  the  Four  Courts 
Marshalsea,  Dublin^  Sheriffs  Prison,  Dublin, 
and  City  Marshalsea,  Dublin^  and  for  regu- 
lating the  Four  Courts  Marshalsea  in  Ireland, 

xcvi.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Number  and  define 
the  Boundaries  of  the  several  Baronies  of  the 
County  of  Dublin. 

xcvii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Double  Costs,  Notices  of  Action,  Limitations 
of  Actions,  and  Pleas  of  the  General  Issue, 
under  certain  Acts  of  Parliament. 

xcviii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  concerning 
Prisons. 

xcix.  An  Act  to  prohibit  the  Employment  of 
Women  and  Girls  in  Mines  and  Collieries,  to 
regulate  the  Employment  of  Boys,  and  lo 
make  other  Provisions  relating  to  Persons 
working  therein. 

c.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Laws 
relating  to  the  Copyright  of  Designs  for  orna- 
menting Articles  of  Manufacture. 

ci.  An  Act  for  extending  to  the  Governors  and 
Officers  of  the  East  India  Company  the 
Powers  given  bv  an  Act  of  the  Fifth  Vear  of 
King  George  the  Fourth  to  Her  Majesty's 
Governors  and  Officers  for  the  more  effectual 
Suppression  of  the  Importation  of  Slaves  into 
India  by  Sea. 

cii.  An  Act  for  the  better  Discovery  and  Pre- 
vention of  Bribery  and  Treating  at  the  Elec- 
tion  of  Members  of  Parliament. 

Ciii.  An  Act  for  abolishing  certain  Offices  of  the 
High  Court  of  Chancery  in  England, 


civ.  An  Act  to  explain  and  'amend  certain 
Enactments  contained  respectively  in  thm 
Acts  for  the  Regulation  of  Mumci|Kd  Corpo- 
rations in  England  and  IFdles  and  in  iretastd. 

cv*  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  First  and 
Second  Years  of  His  late  Majesty  Kins  WU- 
liam  the  Fourth,  to  empower  Landed  Pro* 
prietors  in  Ireland  to  sink,  embank,  and  re- 
move Obstructions  in  Riven. 

cvi.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Irish  Fisheries. 

cvii.  An  Act  for  r^ulating  the  Carnage  uf 
Passengers  in  Merchant  Vessels. 

cviii.  An  Act  for  enabling  Ecdesisstical  Cor- 
porations, aggregate  andsole,  to  grant  Ixaaca 
for  long  Terms  of  Years. 

cix.  An  Act  for  the  Appointment  and  Fiayment 
of  Parish  Constables. 

ex.  An  Act  to  annex  the  County  of  the  Citj  of 
Coventry  to  Warwickshire,  and  to  define  tbe 
Boundary  of  the  City  of  Coventry, 

cxi.  An  Act  to  confirm  the  Incorporation  of 
certain  Boroughs,  and  to  indemnify  such  Per> 
sons  as  have  sustained  Loss  thereby. 

cxii.  An  Act  for  suspending,  until  the  First 
Day  of  October  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-three,  Appointments  to  certain  Ec- 
clesiastical Preferments  in  the  Dioceses  of 
Saint  Asaph  and  Bangor,  and  for  securing 
certain  Property  to  the  said  Sees. 

cxiii.  An  Act  for  Confirmation  of  certain  Max^ 
riages  in  Ireland* 

cxiv.  An  Act  to  repeal  so  much  of  an  Act  of 
the  Second  and  Third  Years  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  for  the  Suppression  of  the  Slare 
Trade,  as  relates  to  Portugvese  Vessels. 

cxv.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  Nine  mil- 
lions one  hundred  and  ninety- three  thousand 
Pounds  by  Exchequer  Bills,  for  the  Service 
of  the  Year  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-two. 

cxvi,.  An  Act  for  the  Relief  of  Insolvent 
Debtors. 

cxvii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  continue  until  the 
First  Day  of  October  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  forty-two  the  Actsregulating  the 
Police  of  Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  BoUoss^ 

cxviii.  An  Act  for  guaranteewg  the  Payment 
of  the  Interest  on  a  Loan  of  One  million  five 
hundred  thousand  Pounds  to  be  raised  by  the 
Province  of  Canada, 

cxix.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  pwat 
Furlough  Allowances  to  the  Bishops  oi  Vml-- 
cutta,  Madras^  and  Bombay^  who  snail  retom 
to  Europe  for  a  limited  Period,  after  residiiig 
in  India  a  sufficient  Time  to  entitle  them  Co 
the  highest  Scale  of  Pension. 

cxx.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Constitution  of 
the  Government  of  Kewjfmsndittnd. 

cxxxi.  An  Act  to  apply  a  Sum  out  of  the  Cob* 
solidated  Fund,  and  certain  other  Suan, 
to  the  Service  of  the  Year  One  thonsind 
eight  hundred  and  forty-two,  and  to  appn>> 
pnate  the  Supplies  granted  in  this  Sesmm  of 
Parliamentt 

cxxii.  An  Act  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law 
of  Bankruptcy. 

cxxiiL  An  Act  for  amending  until  the  Fint  Day 
of  August  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
forty-five,  and  until  theEndof  the  thenneit 
Session  of  Parliament,  the  Law  rehUog  to 
private  Lunatic  Asylunu  in  irthmd* 
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LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS, 


DECLA&BD  PUBLIC* 


AND  TO  BE  JUDICIALLY  NOTICED, 


I. 


An  Act  to  extend  the  ProTlsions  of  on  Act  | 
of  the  Fortj-eighth  of  King  OeorgB  the 
Third,  relatiye  to  the  Manchetier  R^ral  In- 
finnaiy.  Dispensary,  and  Lunatic  Hospital 
or  Asjlum ;  and  to  incorporate  the  Trustees 
thereofl 

ii.  An  Act  for  altering  and  enlarging  the  Powers 
of  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Mi&md  Ceuniiei 
Bailwaj. 

iii.  An.Act  to  enable  the  SoiUA*eaMtem  Railway 
Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Monejr ; 
and  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  said 
Railway. 

It.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Bnmdling  Junction 
Bailway  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of 
Money. 

▼•  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Purchase  of  a  cer- 
tain Ferry  called  *<  Woodnde  Fanrf'  by  the 
Commioioners  for  the  Imororement  of  the 
Township  or  Chapelry  of  Birkenhead  in  the 
County  Palatine  of  Chetier ;  and  for  amend- 
ing the  Improvement  Acts  for  the  said  Town- 
ship. 

▼L  An  Act  for  better  supplyins  with  Water  the 
Town  and  Neighbournood  of  Brm^ard  in  the 
West  Biding  of  the  County  of  York. 

▼ii.  An  Act  for  lighting  with  Gas  the  Town  of 
SUUphridge^  and  the  r^eighbourhood  thereof, 
in  the  Counties  of  Chester  and  Lanetuter, 

Till.  An  Act  to  continue  and  amend  <*  An  Act 
to  rebuild  WMeor  Bridge  in  the  Borough  of 
New  Windsor  in  the  County  of  Berht^  and  to 
Improve  the  Avenues  thereto/' 

is.  An  Act  £^  restoring  to  the  City  and  County 
of  Bristol  a  Portion  of  the  ancient  Boundary 
of  the  same* 

X.  An  Act  for  prohibiting  Burying  and  Funeral 
Service  in  a  Church  or  Chapel  in  the  Parish 
of  Saint  Pancras  in  the  County  of  Middlesex 
erected  on  theEsUte  of  the  Duke  o£  Bedford. 

zi.  An  Act  to  expUdn  and  amend  an  Act,  in- 
tituled An  Act  to  wsake,  alier^  improve^  and 
mtdntttin  certain  Roads  in  the  Coumties  of  Stir- 
ling, Dumbarton,  Lanark,  and  Perth ;  and  for 
manng  and  muntaining  certain  new  Roads 
in  oonnenott  therewith. 

xii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Bdinhwrgh  and  Glasgow  Railway,  and  to 
giant  further  Powers  to  the  Company  of  Pro- 
prietors thereof 

xiii.  An  Act  for  granting  more  effectual  Powers 
for  ligjiting  wiUi  Gas  the  Town  of  NotUng- 
hoMj  and  several  Parishes  and  Places  adjacent 
thereto. 

xi  V.  An  Act  for  taking  down  the  Market  House 
in  the  Town  of  8amt  AusteU  in  the  County 
of  Omtwallj  and  for  erecting  a  more  conve- 
nient Market  House  instead  thereof^  for  pro- 


viding a  new  Market  Place;  and  for  increas* 
in^  and  regulating  the  Markets  and  Fairs 
within  the  same  Town. 
XV.  An  Act  to  fodlitote  the  raising  of  Capital 
for  the  Completion  of  the  Bolion  and  Presion 
Railway. 
xvL  An  Act  to  enable  the  Birmingham  and 
Derbff  Junction  Railway  Company  to  raise  a 
ftirther  Sum  of  Money. 

xviL  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  extend,  and  en- 
large the  Powers  and  Provisions  of  an  Act 
relating  to  the  Great  North  of  England,  Clam 
renect  ond  Hartlepool  Junction  Raflway  in  the 
County  of  2hiM/ijii. 

xviii.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  some  of  the 
Provisions  of  the  Act  relating  to  the  BMIeU, 
Ashton-undeT'Lyne,  and  Manchester  Railway. 

xix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of  an  Act 
of  the  Seventh  Year  of  the  Rdgn  of  King 
William  the  Fourth,  relative  to  the  Pier  oT 
Oranton  in  the  County  of  Edinburgh, 

XX.  An  Act  for  paving,  lighting,  watching, 
cleansing,  and  otnerwise  improving  the  Town 
of  H^eston' Super-Mare  in  the  Countvof  iSbMfr- 
sett  and  for  establishing  a  Market  tnerein. 

xxL  An  Act  for  recnilating  legal  Proceedings 
by  or  against  the  JNorthem  Coal  Mining  Com- 
pany, lor  enabling  the  Company  to  appoint 
One  Board  of  Directors  in  lieu  of  Two  inde- 
pendent Boards,  and  for  removing  Restric- 
tions in  the  Choice  of  Directors. 

xxii.  An  Act  for  erecting  a  Market  House  and 
for  rttnilatinff  the  Markets  within  theBmrough 
and  Town  of  Great  Tsrrington  in  the  County 
of  Devon* 

xxiii.  An  Act  for  draining  certain  Fen  Lands 
and  Low  Grounds  in  the  Parishes  of  Cotten* 
ham,  Rampton,  and  Willingham,  in  the  County 
oiCamindge. 

xxiv.  An  Act  for  improving  the  Navigation  of 
the  Ssoem  finom  tne  Entrance  Lode  of  the 
Gloucester  and  Berkelejf  Canal,  and  firom  the 
Entrance  Lock  of  the  Berefordskire  and  Glou- 
cestershire Canal,  in  the  County  of  Gloueesterp 
to  Gladder  or  fVhUehemse  Brook  in  the  County 
oif  fVoreester* 

XXV.  An  Act  for  maintaining  and  Repairing  the 
Road  ftom  Glasgow  to  Redbam  Bridge^  and  a 
Branch  Road  leading  therefrom. 

xxvL  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  relating  to 
the  Pkving  and  Sewenge  of  the  Town  of 
Liverpool  in  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster  * 

xxvii.  An  Act  to  fodlitate  Arxangements  oon- 
seouent  upon  the  Dissolution  oithe  Stanhope 
and  lyne  Railroad  Company,  and  to  incorpo- 
rato  some  of  the  Propneton,  for  the  Purpose 
of  continuing  the  woridng  <^  a  Yut  of  the 
Railway  betoging  to  the  wid  Company* 
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zxTiii.  An  Act  to  amend  Two  Acts  relating  to 
the  Cheltenham  and  Oreai  Jf^estem  Union  Sudl- 
way. 

xziz.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Glasgow,  Paisley,  Kilmnmock,  and  Ayr  Rail  - 
way,  and  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the  Com- 
pany of  Proprietors  thereof. 

xxT.  An  Act  ror  granting  further  Powers  to  the 
Company  of  Proprietors  of  the  Birmingham 
and  Liverpool  Junction  Canal  Navigation. 

xzxi.  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Sixteenth  Year  or  the  Reian  of  His  Majesty 
King  Oeorge  the  Third,  %r  ^{aiging  ike 
Floating  Dock  within  the  Port  of  Br&toJ,  and 
tor  other  Works  connected  therewith. 

zxxxii.  An  Act  (br  making  a  Pier  at  Go^tort  in 
the  Parish  of  Ahersloke  in  the  County  of 
8o%UhaifmUm% 

xsi^.  An  Aot  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlaige 
the  Powers  and  Provisions  of  the  seveml 
Acts  relating  to  the  Blleemere  and  Cheoisr 
Caqal  Navigation. 

xxxiv.  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlaive  the 
Powers  i^nd  Provisions  of  the  Acta  veUt&ig  to 
the  Lonion  and  Muthwall  Railway. 

xxvv.  An  Act  ft)r  authcMriaing  the  Saundorrfoot 
Railwav  and  Harbour  Company  to  make  an 
£xtenMon  of  their  present  Railway,  and  also 
to  make  Two  Rranches  A*om  sudi  Railway 
respectively  within  the  County  ofPemkroke: 
9Ski  fSoa  extending  the  Previsions  of  the  Act 
relatinff  to  the  said  Company. 

xxxvi.  An  Act  for  inoorporatuig  the  Equitable 
Gas  Light  Company,  and  for  more  effectu- 
ally ligtiting  with  6as  certain  Parishes  and 
Places  withm  the  City  and  Liberty  of  fFost- 
tnUuier^  and  the  Western  Parts  of  the  Me- 
trepolb,  and  other  Parishes  and  Plaoes  in  the 
County  oiMiddloMJi. 

xxxyii.  An  Aet  to  improve,  repair,  and  main- 
tain oertain  Roads  in  the  Counties  of  Lanark^ 
8Hrling[y  and  Dm^iom  and  to  make  and 
maintain  a  new  Line  of  Road  in  connexion 
therewith. 

xxxviii.  An  Aet  ibr  more  effectually  maintain- 
ing and  repairing  oertain  Roads  in  the  Coun- 
ties of  Aberdeen,  Battf^  and  Kinatrdlney  and 
Ifor  making  oertain  new  Roads  in  the  said 
Cotmties,  or  som^  of  them. 

x^xix.  An  Act  for  regulating  legal  Proceed- 
inss  by  or  against  *^Tbe  Owm  OOyn  and 
Mmina  Iron  Company,"  and  for  granting  oer- 
tain Powera  thereto. 

xl.  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Communioation 
between  the  Birmingheim  and  Lfag ycsl  June- 
tion  Canal  Navigation  and  the  SU^dehire 
and  WofoeUerekhe  Canal  Navigation,  and  Ibr 
amending  the  several  Acts  relatin|f  to  such 
flrst«raentioned  Canal  Navigation. 

xli.  An  Aot  ^r  altering  and  amending  aA  Act 
of  the  Fourth  and  Filui  Year  ef  Her  present 
Milleaty,  intituled  Am  AH  to  eoneoiidmU, 
mnend,  mnd  enktrge  ike  Powmn  and  PrmM^ne 
of  the  eeverai  Aett  tiebfUmf  to  the  Perth  €md 
Clyde  NavioKiiom  #  fcr  enlaiffing  and  making 
Reservoirs  for  better  suppling  the  said  Na- 
vigation with  Water;  and  fiir  enabling  the 
Company  ^  Proprietors  of  the  said  Naviga* 
tion  to  punhase  and  acquire  the  Varth  and 
Qmrt  Junction  Canal* 

sUi.  An  Aot  for  improving  the  Navlgathm  of 
Ftmrehmm  Greek  in  the  County  of  Keni, 

zliu.«An  A«i  io«Biaid  tlie  Aflt  neiatvig  to  Ibe 


(  SoMl  PhiR/s  Bridge  in  the  City  and  County 
of  Brittoly  and  for  widening  and  improving 
the  Approaches  to  the  said  Bridoe. 

xliv.  An  Act  for  the  Promotion  of  the  Health 
of  the  Inhabitants  of  the  Boroii^  of 
poolf  and  the  better  Regulation  of  Bi ' 
In  the  aaid  Borough. 

xlv«  An  Act  to  alter  some  of  the  Provisioiia  of 

'     an  Act  peMed  in  the  Seventh  Year  of  the 

Reum  of  King  George  the  Fourth,  relating 

to  the  New  Croee  Turnpike  Roads,  in  the 

Counties  of  Kent  and  Swtrey, 

iiw'u  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  to 
the  Bristol  and  Gtoueester  Railway  Conopanjr* 

^vii.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Provi- 
sions of  the  Aet  for  opening  a  Street  to  OEsmI- 
emweii  Green  in  the  County  of  MiddkA 


xlviii.  An  Act  for  paving,  lighting, 
cleansing,  and  improving  M^  Fiaoe  and 
Mews^  HoHom,  in  the  County  efiftVW^wj. 

zlix.  An  Act  for  paving,  lighting,  watrhliy, 
cleansing,  and  otherwise  improving  theTMni 
of  Fleetwood  and  the  Nraliboarhood  theraof 
in  the  County  Palatine  oTLttnca^er,  and  Ihr 
estobiishing  a  Market  iherein. 

I.  An  Aet  to  altor  and  amend  an  Act  ef  tbe 
Fifty-fourth  Year  of  the  Rem  of  His  Ma- 
jesty King  George  the  Third,  for  lighting  and 
watchingoertain  Parts  of  the  Libertiea.  UaoB- 
leto,  or  Dhitricts  of  €ktmkerweU  and  ^siil-iaa 
in  th^  County  of  Surrey. 

II.  An  Act  to  explain  an  Act  passed  in  tka 
IV)urth  and  Fifth  Years  of  the  Reign  of  H«r 
present  Mqjesty,  intituled  An  Aat  la  «Msr. 
amende  and  enlarge  eemeofthe  Powers  and  Pmn- 
meione  ^  the  Acts  fir  pmnng  astd  athermioe 
improving  oerimin  Btroets  in  ihePamsh  q^  Saint 
Pancras  in  the  County  of  Middies&L, 

liL  An  Act  to  restrict  the  vexatiooa  Rensoval 
ef  certain  Actions  ftwn  the  Boreugfa  Cowt  of 
LiverpooL  ^^ 

lui.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Smmdssm^ 
Railway  and  Harbour  Company  to  make  a 
Floating  Dock  at  Smmderefoot  in  the  County 
of  PemSroke,  and  for  extending  the  ProviaioiM 
of  the  Act  relating  to  the  saia  Companj  with 
reference  to  the  paid  Harbour. 

liv.  An  Act  for  ftirther  improving,  enhnsinff, 

e  Toini 


and  maintaining  the  Hariioun  eS  the 
vX  Greenock, 

Iv.  An  Act  for  transferring  to  the  Tnieteea  oC 
the  River  Welkmd  in  the  County  of  Lsmeoim 
oertain  Dues  payable  in  ns^pect  of  Veasds 
usbg  the  said  River.  Part  of  the  Port  and 
Harbour  ef  Boston,  and  tiieir  Oaigoea,  for 
better  effecting  Improvementa  authosined  hyr 
a  former  Act ;  and  fnr  amending  aevevai  Acts 
relattng  to  the  same. 

Ivi.  An  Act  for  the  Imnrovemcnt  of  the  Fart 
and  Harbour  of  Drojgiadm. 

Ivii.  An  Act  to  explain  and  asMnd  the  Panrcra 
and  Provisions  of  the  Aet  lelatiqg  to  the 
Wirkwor^h  Harbour  in  the  County  of  Ner* 
lAifWi^iiyfaiirf- 

Iviii.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Acto 
'  to  the  GmaiisfHf  Town  Quay  and 

lix.  An  Act  for  erecting  a  Pmr  at  the  Eqfal 
Terrace  Gardens  in  theX^vn  of  giawmn^jn 
the  County  of  Kent. 

Is.  An  Act  (hr  amending  th9  spfcval  Auto  it* 
Uting  to  the  Port  and  Harbour  ef  Bmtm  in 
theOMintyofiWiiM^* 

Isi  An  A«t  for  asMMiiidiig the  Qmnymmi£ 


\  TAPIE  OP  THB  StATlITBS, 


a  Plaee  of  Ijmd  upon  wkicb  •  Church  »t 
Kingstown  in  tbo  Cminty  ond  Diocese  of  Dv^ 
Am  Olid  Fftriah  xiiM9HMm0n  hai  hoen  erected, 
ond  fo  providing  for  the  due  Celebration  of 
Divine  Service  in  the  said  Church*  find  for 
Msiffniiw  a  Diitriet  thereto. 

Uii*  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  for  erecting  a 
Harbour  at  ilM^pwMwi  in  the  County  of  J^r, 
and  to  provide  for  the  Imfwovement  of  the 
said  Harbour, 

Ixiii.  An  Act  for  regulating  and  maintaining 
the  Fiaberiaa  in  the  Hiver  'ryn$. 

Ixiv.  Aq  Act  for  regulating  legal  Proceedings 
bj  or  agaioat  <*  Tne  Guarantee  Society,*'  and 
fat  mnting  certain  Powers  thereto. 

Izv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  City  of  Ghsgmo 
Lite  Assurance  and  Beversionary  Company 
to  sue  and  be  sued ;  and  for  other  Purposes 
relating  to  the  said  Company. 

Uyi*  An  Act  to  enable  ^^  The  Imperial  Insur- 
ance Company*'  to  alter  some  of  the  Provi* 
sioos  of  their  Deed  of  Settlement,  and  better 
regulate  their  Proceedings  and  the  Invest- 
ment of  their  Funds. 

Ixvii.  An  Act  for  regulating  legal  Proceediiws 
b^  or  against  *^  The  Indemnity  Mutual  Ma- 
nne  Assurance  Company." 

Ixviii.  An  Act  to  alter,  amend,  and  enlar^  the 
Poirers  and  Provisions  of  an  Act  relatmg  to 
the  Hatyweii  District  of  Turnpike  Roads  in 
the  County  of  Fiint,  and  for  making  new 
Roads  to  communicate  therewith. 

Ixix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Provisions  of  an 
Act  passed  in  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Years  of 
the  Reign  of  Her  present  Mtyesty,  intituled 
An  Act  for  more  effoctuaUy  repairing  and  im- 
prooing  tko  9oadjrom  Market  Harborough  in 
the  CowUff  of  Leicester  to  |Brampton  in  the 
County  o/*  Huntingdon. 

\%x.  An  Act  for  more  eflectually  repairing  the 
Roads  from  the  Borough  ot*  Leicester  to  Nor- 
koroHghy  and  iinom  the  said  Borough  of  Lei- 
ceeter  to  Bart  Shiltan,  and  from  Bari  ShUton 
to  Hinekhif^  all  in  the  Countv  o£  Leicester, 

hui.  An  Act  to  ezpUin  and  amend  an  Act 
passed  in  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Vears  of  the 
Reign  of  Her  {ireaent  M^esty,  for  more  ef> 
foctually  repairing,  maintaining,  and  improv- 
in|[  oertain  Raa£  leading  to  and  from  the 
City  of  Lincoln, 

Ixzii.  An  Act  for  maintaining  certain  Roads 
in  the  County  of  8aim  called  The  Church 
Stretton  and  Longden  Roads. 

Ixxiii.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing 
the  Road  from  Boiton  to  Westhoughton  in  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster, 

Ixxiv.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairing 
the  Road  from  the  Borough  of  I>ire«/^r  in  the 
County  of  Leicester  to  the  Town  ofAjthbyde- 
la-Zouch  in  the  said  County. 

Ixzv.  An  AxX  to  alter  and  amend  the  Acts  for 
making,  repairing,  and  keeping  in  repair  the 
Road  from  ^onehaoen^  through  the  Slag 
Mount,  to  the  Bridge  at  Cobteheugh^  in  the 
County  of  Kincardine. 

Ixxvi.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  His  late 
Mi^esty  King  Qeorge  the  Fourth,  for  repair- 
ing the  Road  from  Dundalk  in  the  County  of 
Loitth  to  Bannbridge  in  the  Coouty  of  Down, 
so  for  as  relates  to  the  Southern  Division  of 
the  said  Road. 

Ixxvii.  An  Act  for  repairing  and  maintaining 
•everal  Roads  leading  from    the  Town  of 


Kington%  and  other  Roads  brancWqg  thofe- 
from,  in  the  County  oiHerefand, 

Ixxviii,  An  Act  to  amend  snd  enlarip  |he 
Powera  of  an  Act  passed  In  the  Second  Y^ar 
of  the  Reign  of  His  MiyW  J^tMf  Goai^e 
the  Fourth,  for  supplying  the  TowUi  of  Qid 
and  New  BrontM  in  the  County  of  Mi44^ 
ses^  and  other  Places  therein  mentioned,  with 
Gas;  and  to  raise  a  iurther  Sum  of  MonfJ 
for  parrying  on  the  said  Undertakingr 

Ixxix.  An  Act  for  inoorporating  ths  South 
Metropolitan  Gas  Light  and  Coke  C()mpt||y, 
and  for  more  effectually  lighting  with  C^ 
certain  Places  within  the  Sorouon  of  AwM- 
tuorir,  and  other  Parishes  and  Fiaoea  in  the 
Counties  of  Surrey  and  Kent^ 

Ixxx.  An  Act  for  completiijff  tlie  Railway  Com* 
munication  between  the  Towns  of  Newoasttc' 
on-Iifue  and  Darlingtom^  by  a  Railway  to  be 
called  the  Newcastle  and  iar/imgtan  Junction 
Railway,  with  a  Branch  to  the  City  of  Aw*- 
ham. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Branch  |Uilway 
from  the  London  and  Butmingkam  Rulwaj  at 
Coventry  to  communicate  with  the  Towns  of 
fyarwiok  and  Leamington  in  the  County  of 
Warwick. 

IxxxU.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
(jfreat  Yarmouth  to  Norwich  in  the  County  of 
Norfolk, 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Dundee  ^nd 
Arkroafh  Railway  Company  to  raise  a  furthor 
Sum  of  Money,  and  to  amend  the  Provisions 
of  the  Act  relating  to  the  said  Railway. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Act  for  the  Abandonment  of  a 
Portion  of  the  Line  of  the  Great  North  of 
Bngland  Railway,  and  for  altering  and  amena- 
ing  the  Acts  relating  thereto. 

Ixxxv.  An  Act  fur  regulating  legal  proceed* 
ings  bv  or  against  ^vThe  Metropolitan  Pa- 
tent Wood  Irving  Company^i**  and  for  grant« 
ing  certain  Powers  thereto. 

Ixxxvi.  An  Act  for  repairing,  improving,  and 
maintaining  the  Road  leiMlinff  from  Ftrrg' 
bridge^  through  H^etherbg^  to  BoroughMdge 
in  the  County  of  York, 

Ixxxvli.  An  Act  to  amend,  alter,  and  enlaige 
the  Powers  and  Provisions  of  an  Act  for  pav- 
ing, lightiti^,  cleansing,  watching,  watering, 
ana  improving  the  Town  and  Borough  of 
Sudbury  in  the  County  of  Suffolk. 

Ixxxviii.  An  Act  for  the  Administration  of  the 
Ijaws  relating  to  the  Poor  in  the  Parish  of 
Liverpool  in  the  County  of  Lancaster, 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  for  extending  and  enlarging 
some  of  the  Provisions  of  an  Act  relating  to 
the  Thames  Haven  Dock  and  Railwav. 

xc.  An  Act  for  the  maintaining  and  better  re- 
gulating of  the  Stockton  and  Hartlepool  Rail- 
way, and  for  incorporating  the  Proprietors 
thereof. 

xci.  An  Act  for  constructing  a  Low- water  Pier 
and  necessary  Works  at  Burntisland  in  the 
County  of  Fife^  and  establishing  a  Ferry  be- 
tween the  same  and  Granton  in  the  County 
of  Edinburgh^  and  for  improving  the  Commu- 
nication between  the  said  Pier  and  Kinghonu 

xcii.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  m  the 
First  and  Second  Years  of  the  Reign  of  Hia 
Majesty  King  George  the  Fourth,  for  re- 
pairing the  Road  from  the  Town  of  Jthy  in 
the  County  of  Kildare,  through  the  Town  of 
CoMtleeomer  in  the  County  of  Kilkenny y  to  the 
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City  of  Kilkenny,  and  from  the  Town  of  das- 
tlecomer  to  the  Town  of  Leighlin  Bridge  in 
the  County  of  Carlow^  and  from  the  Town  of 
Carlow  to  the  said  Town  of  Castlecomer,  so 
fiur  as  relates  to  the  Second  Division  of  the 
said  Road. 

xdii.  An  Act  for  repairing  and  improving  the 
Road  from  Tadcaster  to  Otley  in  the  West 
Riding  of  the  County  of  York. 

xdv.  An  Act  for  repairing  and  maintaining 
several  Roads  leaoing  from  the  Town  ot' 
Bromyard  in  the  County  of  Hereford^  and 
other  Roads  adjoining  thereto  in  the  said 
Countv  and  in  the  County  of  Worceiter,  and 
for  making  several  new  Lines  of  Road  con- 
nected therewith  in  the  same  Counties. 

xcv.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  several  Roads 
leadinff  to  and  from  the  Market  House  in 
SUwrSridge  in  the  County  of  fVorceeter^  and 
several  other  Roads  connected  with  the  said 
Roads  in  the  Counties  of  Worcester,  Stafford^ 
and  Saloo, 

xcvL  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  for  incorporat- 
ing and  granting  certain  Powers  to  the  North 
American  Colonial  Association  of  Ireland,  and 
for  explaining,  altering,  and  enlarging  the 
Provisions  thereof. 

xcvii.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  the  Powers 
and  Provisions  of  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
making  and  maintaining  of  a  Pier  and  other 
Works  at  Deptford  in  the  County  o^  Kent. 

xcviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Sheriffdom  of  Ross 
and  Cromarty  to  provide  proper  Court  House 
Accommodations,  and  for  other  Purposes  re- 
lative thereto. 

xcix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  '*  Forth  Marine 
Insurance  Company"  to  sue  and  be  sued,  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

c.  An   Act    for  making    and  maintaining  as 

Turnpike  the  Road  leading  from  the  Preston 

and  BlackburH  Turnpike  Road  at  Finnington 

in  the  Township  of  Chorley  in  the  County  of 

^  Lancaster* 

ci.  An  Act  for  further  extending  the  Ap- 
proaches to  London  Bridge  and  the  Avenues 
acyoinlng  to  the  Royal  Exchange  in  the  City 
of  London,  and  for  amending  the  Acts  relating 
thereto  respectively  ;  and  Tor  raising  a  Sum 
of  Money  towards  opening  a  Street  to  Clerk- 
enweit  Green  in  the  County  of  Middlesex  in 


continuation  of  the  new  Street  from  Farrmg 
don  Street  in  the  City  of  Xofufon. 

di.  An  Act  for  amending  some  of  the  Powcn 
of  the  Acts  rehiting  to  Uie  Londm  and  Greemm 
wieh  Railway. 

ciii.  An  Act  for  providing  additional  Burial 
Grounds  in  the  Parish  at  Leeds  in  the  Wert. 
Riding  of  the  County  of  Vork, 

civ.  An  Act  for  better  lighting,  cleansiiy,  kv» 
erinff,  and  improving  the  Bonnigfaof  iSai/#  in 
the  County  oiVork. 

cv.  An  Act  for  better  paving  and  improri^g 
the  Streets  and  Highways  within  the  Extra- 
parochial  Place  of  Toxteth  Park  in  the  Coiaitj 
Palatine  of  Lancaster,  and  for  the  Scwcinge 
of  certain  Parts  of  the  said  Place. 

cvi.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement,  good  Go- 
vernment, and  Police  liegulation  of  the  Bo- 
rough ofLitferpooL 

cvii.  An  Act  for  making  a  new  Street  fron 
Blackman  Street  to  the  Soutkwark  Bridge 
Road^  and  for  improving  the  District  called 
the  Mint,  all  in  the  Parish  of  Saini  Gmrp 
the  Martyr  in  the  Borough  of  SotOktemrJk  m 
the  County  of  Surrey. 

cvili.  An  Act  for  better  enabling  The  LiverpoU 
and  Manchester  Railway  Company  to  extend 
the  Line  of  the  said  Railway,  and  for  amend- 
ing and  enlarging  the  Powers  and  Provisians 
of^the  several  Acts  relating  to  such  Railway. 

dx.  An  Act  for  establishing  a  General  Ceme- 
tery for  the  Interment  3f  the  Dead  in  the 
Parish  of  Sonning,  near  the  Town  of. 
in  the  County  of  Berks. 

ex.  An  Act  for  better  preserving  the  Naviga- 
tion  of  the  River  Mersey. 

cxi.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  and 
improving  a  Harbour  at  Wiektvw  in  the 
County  of  Wickhw. 

cxii.  An  Act  for  maintaining  and  imntnring 
certain  Roads  in  the  Counties  of  Laaark, 
Ayr^  and  Renfrew  ;  for  maintaining  a  Bridge 
over  the  River  Clyde  at  Daimamock^  and  fir 
other  Purposes  connected  therewith. 

cxili.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Court  of  Chancery 
to  appoint  a  Penon  or  Persons  to  sue  on  be- 
half of  the  Copartnership  of  Bankers  lately 
carrying  on  Business  under  the  Finn  of 
^  The  Imperial  Bank  of  England;'  in  lien  of 
the  Public  Officer. 
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1.  A  N  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish 
xjL  of  Clee  in  the  County  of  Lmeoln. 

2.  An  Act  for  indosinf^  and  dividing  fFakeyhill 
Common  in  the  Parish  of  Stapleton  in  the 
County  of  Cumberland. 

S.  An  Act  fi>r  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Cottenham  in  the  County  of  Cambridge. 

4,  An  Act  for  vesting  certain  Freehold  Mes* 
suages.  Fee  Farm  £nts,  and  Hereditaments, 
respectively  situate  and  arising  in  the  City 
oiLondoti,  devised  and  settled  by  the  Will  of 
Broome  Witts  Esauire,  deceased,  in  Trustees, 
for  Sale,  and  for  layinff  out  the  Monies  to  be 
produced  by  such  Sale  in  the  Purchase  of 
other  Estates,  to  be  settled  in  the  same  Man- 
ner ;  and  also  for  enabling  the  Trustees,  as  to 
some  of  such  Messuaffes  and  Hereditaments, 
in  the  meantime,  and  until  Sale  thereof  to 
mnt  Leases  thereof  for  the  Term  of 
Twenty-one  Years,  or,  in  order  that  the  same 
may  be  repaired,  rebuilt,  or  improved,  for  a 
longer  Period. 

5,  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Kingaclere  in  the  County  of  Southampton. 

6,  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Jhtekland  in  the  County  of  Buckingham, 

7*  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  several 
Parishes  of  Huish  CnamB^owert  Clatwerthy, 
and  Brompton  Ralph  in  the  County  of  <So- 
mereet. 

8.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Yate  in  the  Counter  of  Ghueetter, 

9.  An  Act  for  dividing,  allotting,  and  inclosing 
Lands  in  the  Parishes  of  Ornueby  Saini  Marm 
garet,  Ormosby  Saint  Michael,  Ormesby  Saint 
Peter,  and  Ormesby  Saint  Andrew,  and  Scraiby 
otherwise  Seroteby,  in  the  County  of  Norfolk. 

la  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Medbaym  in  the  County  of  Leicester, 

11.  An  Ad  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  Estates 
held  upon  charitable  Trusts  under  the  Will 
of  Sir  John  Cass  Knight,  deceased,  to  make 
Sale  of  Part  of  the  said  EsUtes. 

19.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Governors  of  the 
Hospital  of  King  James  founded  in  C/uurter- 
house  to  endow  the  Perpetual  Curacv  of 
Hartland  in  the  County  of[  Devon  with  a  fixed 
Provision  out  of  the  Tithes  of  the  Rectory 
of  Hartland  aforesaid,  in  substitution  of  their 
present  Obligation,  and  to  sell  the  Right  of 
Presentation  to  the  said  Curacy,  and  the  said 
Rectory  and  Tithes,  and  also  certain  Lands 
at  Hartland  aforesaid,  and  to  invest  the  Mo- 
nies arising  from  such  Sales  in  the  Purchase 
of  other  LandSy  for  the  Benefit  of  the  said 
Hospital. 


13.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parishes 
of  Britwell  Salome  and  Britwetl  Prior  in  the 
Countv  of  Oxford. 

14.  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Parish  of 
Kilmington  in  the  County  of  Detfon, 

15.  An  Act  for  carrying  into  effect  a  Partition 
of  and  other  Arrangements  respecting  Es- 
tates in  the  County  of  Southan^ftonot  Sir 
Frederick  Hutchison  Hervey  Bathurst  Baronet 
and  Louisa  Mary  his  late  Wife,  and  of  the  Ho- 
nourable Charlotte  Oeorgina  Harriet  Craoen 
Widow. 

16.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  Two  Acts  of 
the  Eleventh  of  King  George  the  Fourth, 
and  Seventh  of  his  late  Migesty,  in  rmrd  to 
the  Estates  of  Areyll;  and  to  enabte  John 
Douglas  Edward  Henry,  the  present  Duke  of 
Argyll,  to  borrow  a  further  Sum  of  Money, 
and  to  make  the  same  a  Charge  on  the  said 
Estates;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

17.  An  Act  for  vesting  certain  Estates  appointed 
and  devised  by  the  Will  of  George  Manners 
Esquire,  deceased,  and  purchased  under  the 
Trusts  thereof,  in  Trustees  to  sell  the  same, 
and  to  invest  the  Monies  thence  arising  in 
the  Purchase  of  other  Estates,  to  be  settled 
to  the  same  Uses. 

18.  An  Act  for  empowering  the  Trustees  of 
Brewood  Grammar  School  in  the  County  of 
Stafford  to  make  Sales  and  to  grant  Mining 
Leases  of  certain  Parts  of  the  Estates  be- 
longing to  the  said  School,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses Uierein  mentioned. 

19.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  the  Cathedral  ana  Metropolitical  Church 
of  Saint  Peter  of  York  to  raise  Money  for  the 
DischaT]f|^  of  Debts,  and  for  effecting  the 
Restoration  and  Repair  of  the  said  Cathedral 
Church- 
so.  An  Act  for  selling  the  Entailed  Estate  of 

Monkwood  in  the  County  of  Ayr ^  belonging  to 
William  Paiersen  Esquire,  and  investing  the 
Price  in  the  Purchase  of  other  Lands,  to  be 
entailed  in  lieu  thereof. 

21.  An  Act  to  enable  Duncan  DavidsoaEaaiuie 
of  Tulloch  to  execute  a  new  Entail  of  his 
Lands  and  Estates  of  Tulloch,  for  the  Pur- 
pose of  rectifying  a  Mistake  in  a  former  £n« 
tail  thereof;  ana  for  vesting  Parts  of  these 
Lands  and  Estates  in  Trustees,  for  relieving 
the  said  Duncan  Davidson  of  Sums  laid  out  in 
improving  the  same;  and  for  certain  other 
Uses  and  Purposes. 

29.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  WHl 
of  the  late  Duke  of  Cleveland  to  grant  Mining, 
Building,  and  other  Leases  of  the  Trust  Es- 
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tates  in  the  County  of  Durham  devised  by 
the  Will  of  the  Duke  of  Cievettmd,  and  to 
sell  or  exchange  Parts  of  the  same  Estates. 

83.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Power  to  lease 
Parts  of  the  Estates  devised  by  the  Will  of 
Richard  hAe  Viscount  FitzwUUam  deceased, 
situate  in  the  Citv  of  Dublin  and  the  Neigh* 
bourhood  thereof,  and  for  authorizing  the 
Sale  of  certain  Fee  Farm  and  other  Ilents, 
also  devised  by  that  WilL 

94.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  raising,  by 
Mortgage  of  the  EsUtes  devised  by  the  Will 
of  the  Ri|^t  Honountble  WiHiam  late  Earl 
of  Devon^  a  limited  Sum  of  Money,  to  be  ap- 
plied,  under  the  Direction  of  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery,  in  repaying  to  the  present  Earl 
and  Lord  Courtenay  the  whole  or  a  Portion 
of  the  Monies  already  expended  by  them  for 
the  Repair  and  Restoration  of  the  Castle  of 
l^&wderham  and  the  Buildings  belongiiy 
thereto,  and  towards  completing  such  Repair 
and  Restoration ;  and  for  making  Provision 
for  Payment  of  the  Interest  of  tne  Money 
10  to  be  raised,  and  also  for  the  Liouldatton 
of  the  Principal;  also  for  extending  the 
Power  to  grant  Building  Leases  contained 
in  the  Will  of  the  said  Ute  Earl. 

15.  An  Act  fbr  dischaivitig  the  Borough,  Hun- 
dred, and  Manor  of  Ghelhnham  in  the  County 
GloueeitiTt  and  other  Estates  in  the  same 
County,  fh>m  the  Portions  of  the  younger 
Children  of  the  Right  Honorable  John  Lord 
Sh^rtomet  and  the  younger  Children  of  the 
Honorable  Jamgt  Henru  Leg  ft  Dutton^  and 
fWtm  the  Terms  createa  fbr  raising  the  same. 

t6*  An  Act  fbr  effecting  a  Partition,  Division, 
or  Allotment  of  Estates  in  the  Counties  of 
Vcrk^  St^oikytkd  Suext  devised  by  the  Will 
of  Atkintm  Firaneh  Gibaon,  late  of  Sufhon 
Walden  in  the  County  of  Baes^  Brewer,  de- 
ceased. 

f  7.  An  Act  fbr  carrying  into  effect  certain  Pro- 
visions contained  in  the  Will  of  Thmruu  Swin- 
Uirttrtk  Esquire,  deceased,  rektlve  to  the 
building  or  a  Mansion  Houto  on  the  Testa> 
Ust*%  State  at  BuiUrHtn  in  the  County  of 
StaffMt  and  building  a  Church  or  Chapel  on 
the  said  Estate  i  and  for  other  Purposes. 

M.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Sale  of  Portions 
of  the  Heal  EsUte  devised  by  the  Will  of 
•/offt  Countess  Dowager  of  Ro»e  deceased, 
and  fbr  the  Purchase  of  other  Estates,  to  be 
settled  to  the  Uso«  of  the  said  Will ;  and  for 

Sie  authorizing  the  granting  of  Farming  and 
ullding  Leases  of  tne  same  Estates. 
l9.  An  Act  fbr  better  enabling  the  Trustees  of 
the  Will  of  the  Lite  Chariei  CaUand  F^uire. 
to  grant  Building  and  Farming  and  Mining 
ana  other  Leases  of  certain  Estates  situate  in 


the  County  of  GtamorftttuAeyiied  by  the  said 
Will,  and  to  sell  certain  Portions  of  the  same 
Estates,  and  for  Uylng  out  the  Monies  arising 
fW>m  such  Sales  In  the  Purchase  of  other 
Lands,  to  be  settled  to  the  same  Uses ;  and 
fbr  other  Purposes. 

SD.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Will 
of  the  Most  Noble  Fyancit  kte  Duke  of 
Btidf€water  to  raise  Money  for  rebuilding 
BridrnMiter  HfMte,  and  for  repairing  and  im- 
proving the  Bridgewater  Canal  |  aniTfor  other 
Puruosea. 

M.  An  Act  to  extend  a  Power  of  Leaaiiw  eon- 
tilned  in  the  Marriage  Settleasent  of  Okarin 


Lord  Southampton  and  Harriet  Lady  Swrt- 
ampton  his  Wife. 

32.  An  Act  for  vesting  Parte  of  the  Settled 
Estates  of  the  Honourable  Bdmard  Umf^m 
Liojtd  MottfH  of  Mottyn  in  the  County  c£ 
Fiini  in  Trustees,  upon  Trust  to  sdl,  naort- 
nge,  or  exchange  tne  same,  and  to  lay  oat 
toe  Monies  to  arise  therefrom  in  the'Pkr- 
ment  of  Debts,  Charges,  and  Mortgages  upon 
or  affecting  the  same,  or  other  Estates  aetUed 
to  the  same  Uses,  or  in  the  Purchase  of  other 
EsUtes,  to  be  settled  to  the  same  Uses;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

33.  An  Act  to  enable  6cior/r«  Marquis  of  Ttrentf- 
dale  to  borrow  a  certain  Sum  of  Money  uoam 
the  Security  of  his  Entailed  Estates,  ftrRe. 
payment  to  him  of  a  Portion  of  the  Monies 
laid  out  by  him  in  the  Improvement  of  these 
EsUtes. 

Si.  An  Ace  for  confirming  certain  Cenvcyiices 
in  Perpetuity  made  by  the  ffirlftttiitifal 
Commissioners  for  Ireland  and  the  preeuit 
Bishop  of  Derr^  and  Baphoe  of  Puts  of  1^ 
Mensal  Lands  of  the  See  of  Derrf^  and  for 
confirming  certain  Leases  made  by  the  aune 
Bishop  ma  his  immediate  Predfressor  in  the 
See  of  Derrp  of  other  ParU  of  the  Menal 
Lands  of  the  same  See;  also  for  enabliawtlie 
Bishop  of  Derry  and  Rapkee  for  the  Tbne 
being  to  grant  Leases  of  the  ParU  last  bbcd- 
tioned,  and  certain  other  parts  of  the  Mensal 
Lands  of  the  See  of  Hmy  ;  and  fbr  etfcer 
Purposes. 

35.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Provisions  of  Two 
Acts  of  the  Second  Year  of  King  PHBrnm 
the  Fourth  and  the  First  Year  of  Rer  prrsciit 
Majesty,  relating  to  the  Free  GramaMor 
School  of  King  Mm»^  the  Sixth  la  fJkmiht 
ham  in  the  County  of  Warwiak. 

36-  An  Act  to  enable  WilUam  Bitmri  MNfa^ 
Crawford  Esquire,  the  Heir  in  poMeasldB  or 
the  Entailed  Estate  of  HT/ton  in  the  OooBly 
of  Lanark,  and  nil  iucceaaora,  to  cnnt  FWtt 
RtthU  thereof. 

37.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Moat  NoUeJtte4fl»d 
PlaMagenet  OremtOle  Nugent  Okotdte  Ihmpie 
Duke  of  Bkekingham  and  Chamhe  to  fpttit 
Underleases  of  Lands  situate  in  or  near  the 
Town  of  Rude  In  the  iete  «^  Wight,  and  to 
authorise  the  granting  of  Leases  of  other 
Lands  situate  in  or  near  the  same  Plaee,  be- 
longing to  Elizabeth  I^dia  Und  and  otheilL 

38.  An  Act  to  enable  toe  Right  HonounKle 
fTtlHam  Lewie  I/>rd  IXiMrSi.  by  H ortgwe 
of  certain  HereditamenU  devised  to  hlmlGr 
liife  with  Hemainden  over  by  the  WQl  and 
Codicils  of  the  Reverend  Bdward  ffnghee^ 
to  raise  not  exceeding  Twenty  thoiMaM 
Pounds  at  Interest,  fbr  rebuilding  the  Man- 
sion and  Offices  at  Kinmel  Park,  derUed  by 
the  said  Will  and  Codicils  to  the  Mne  Usaat 
and  for  other  Purpoaes. 

39.  An  Act  to  amend  and  exriain  the  Actpassad 
in  the  Seventh  and  Eighth  Yean  of  Hm  late 
Mi^esty  George  the  Fourth,  Chapter  11,  !■• 
tuled  An  Aet  fa  eapimn  amd  modify  the  l^mi 
Settlement  ^  the  laie  Louia  Cauvin.  far  IW 
Bndowment  amd  maintenanee  of  an  HeefonlJ^ 
the  Support  and  Bdutatwin  ef  Bt^ ;  and  fa- 
ther to  explain  and  modi^  the  said  TMt 
Settlement* 

4a  An  Act  fbr  enabling  the  Thiateea  br  tW 
rime  being  of  HeiA  Charity  Brtalea  u 
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XI 


gnnt  Leases  for  absolute  Terms,  not  exceed- 
ing Twenty-one  Years,  of  certain  JEstates 
Tested  in  them  as  such  Trustees,  and  situate 
in  the  Parishes  ot  ClUi  Saint  Lawrence  Broad' 
efyety  SMeiniei^nAead,  Bovey  Traeey  and 
Newton  Ferrertt  m  the  Countj  of  Devon  ;  and 
§at  confirming  certain  Leases  of  Parts  of  such 


Estates  already  granted,  and  for  fixing  the 
Proportions  in  which  the  Rents  resenred  and 
to  DO  reserved  by  such  Leases,  and  such 
other  Profits  of  the  said  Estates  as  have  ac- 
crued and  shall  accrue  after  the  granting  of 
such  Leases  thereof  respectirely,  shall  be  di- 
vided and  enjoyed  ;  and  for  other  purposes. 
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41.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Henry 
Revely  Mitford  Esquire  with  the  Right  Ho- 
nourable Ladv  Oeorgina  Jemima  Mitford  his 
now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

42.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  the  Reverend 
Henry  George  Buneen, 

43.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  Bemhard  Willhebn 
Edouard  Liebert. 

44b  An  Act  for  inclosing  l4inds  in  the  Manor  of 
Caetlertgg  and  Derwentwater  in  the  Parish  of 
CroMtAwaite  in  the  County  of  Cumberland. 

45.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  John 
otherwise  Jean  Louie  MieoiUe  with  Mary  Ann 
his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry 
again;  and  for  other  Purposes  therein  men- 
tioned. 

46.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  CharUe  Jaegnet 
Marion  FierviUe, 

47.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  FSmUriek  William 
Benecke. 

48.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  John 
Baskenryle  Olegg  Esquire  the  younger  with 
BliziAeik  Olegg  mB  now  Wife,  and  to  enable 
him  to  marry  again ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

49.  An  Act  for  naturalizing /MAwa  Batee. 

5a  An  Act  for  naturalizuig  Samuel  Stillman 

Gair* 
51.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  William 

Athton  Esquire  with  jhme  Jane  otherwise 


Jane  Anne  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him 
to  marry  again;  and  for  other  Purposes 
therein  mentioned. 

52.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  Pierre  Lambert 
Flavian  Ruuma  and  others. 

53.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  Jean  Btgttitte  Lee- 
bazHUet  and  others. 

54.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  John 
Hawkee  with  Fant^  his  now  Wife,  and  to  en- 
able him  to  marry  again ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

55.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Joeeph 
Vere  with  Ellen  Sarah  his  now  Wife,  and  to 
enable  him  to  marry  again ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

56.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Georfe 
fFilliam  Henry  Coward  with  Ann  Coward  his 
now  Wife,  and  to  enable  him  to  marry  again  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

57.  An  Act  for  naturalizing  Pierre  Frederic 
Bugine  Fereonein, 

58.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriuje  of  Henry 
Street  with  Eliza  Street  his  now  Wife,  and  to 
enable  him  to  marry  again;  and  for  other 
Purposes  therein  mentioned. 

59.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  7%omae 
Sewell  Esquire  with  Margaret  Sueannah  his 
now  Wife,  and  to  enable  Kim  to  marr^  again ; 
and  for  other  Purposes  therein  mentioned. 
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■  Com,  see  Com,  American 

Flour,  Importation  of,  see  Com,  Con- 

veyanceof 

Anatormf  Act,L  Ixii  1052;—see  Dimction 


D  E  X}        ANG.        -        ASH. 

AnglO'Portuguese  Legion,  c.  Ixi  598 ;  Ixt  636 

Anti-Catholic  Petition*,  see  Maynooth 

-Com  Law  Conference,  c.  Ixi  833 

PooT'Law  Deputatiom,  c  Ixiv  641 

Appeal,  Court  of  /.  IR.  Ix  1243  ;  2a.  Ixii  175  ; 
Bill  put  off,  200 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  see  Appeal 

Apprentice  Act  Amendment,  c.  Leave,  Iz  101  ; 
lR.*»5.;  2R.»  1091  ;  SR.*  1268;  I.  1R.» 
1375  ;  2R.*  Ixi  202;  Rep.*  409,  418;  3R.* 
501 ;  Royal  Assent,  1109;— see  Mimg  Ap^ 
prentices 

Appropriation  Acts  Amendment,  c.  Leave,  Is  75  ; 
1  R.*  76 ;  2  R.*  99 ;  Rep.  t6. ;  3R.*  143  ; 
/.  1 R.*  131  ;  2R  241 ;  Rep.*  292  ;  R.*  315  ; 

Royal  Assent,  433 

Arbroath  Railway,  see  Dundee 

Ardrossan  Harbour,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  584;  «R.* 
1219;  Rep.*  Ixii  903. 1251  ;  3R.*  1373;  L 
IR.*  1357;  2R.*  Ixiii  881;  Rep.*  1512; 
3R.*  1598;    Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Argentine  Confederation,  see  Slaoe-'Trade  Ah^ 
lition 

ArgylTs,  Duke  of,  EstaU,  I.  lR*  Iziii  1 ;  2R.* 
248  ;  Rep.*  1422  ;  3R.*  ib. ;  c.  iR.*  1423  ; 
2R*1584;  Rep.*  Ixiv  635;  3R.*  TOO;  L 
Royal  Assent,  780 

|{iNidb,c.  lR.*]zi837 

(No.  2)  c.  IR.*  Ixiii  884 

Armagh,  Archbishop  of 

Education  (Ireland),  Ixiv  271 ;  Ixv  173 
Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  SR.  Ixv  752. 
Com.  953, 957 


Armagh 


(,  see  Ribbonitm 


12, 
A. 


Army  Ettimata,  r.  Ixi  155 ;  Amend.  TA. 
N.  144,  M.  1323. 178  ;  2nd  .\mend.  [tf.  f 
133,  N.  17,  M.  1161, 179 

in  India,  c.  Ixi  758  ;  Ixv  1146 

Amaut  Iroops  m  Syria,  see  Syrim 

Ashburton,  Lord 
Corn-Laws,  Ix  138 

Ashburton,  Lord,  c.  Ix.  301 

Ashby-de-la-Zouch and  Leicester  Road,  iR.*  Ix  c 
635 ;  2R.*  802 ;  3R.*  Ixi  419 ;  /.  IR.*  501  ; 
2R.*  Ixii  985;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1598  ;  3R.*  Ixiv 
1  ;  Royal  Assent,  173 

Ashlev,  Viscount,  (Dorsetshire) 
Building  Regulations,  Ix.  9Ul 
Com-lair»— Minbterial  Plan,  Ix.  577  578 
Customs*    AcU— The    Tkriff^Stonca,   Isin 

149S 
Factory  Regulations,  Ix  101  ;  IxvSSS,  9S3 
Lunatic  Asylan,  Licensed,  Rep.  IxvttS 
^--Cou».,A.;rf,-..In.p«,l«-. 

Marriage  Law,  Leave,  hu  707 


ASH. 


—         ATT. 
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Ashley  Viscount — continued* 
Mines  and  Collierie9,  Leave,  Ixiii  1320,  1364  ; 

Com.  Ixiv  423  ;  ci.  2,  426, 427 ;  cl.  3,  428  ; 

Report,  615 ;  3R.  936  999 ;  That  the  Bill 

do    pass,    1008;    Lords  Amend.  Ixv  1094 

109B 
Mining  Apprentices,  Izv  1051, 1053 
Newcastle-under-Lyme  Election,  Report,  Izv 
492 

Jshton'i  Divorce,  I  IR*  Ixiii  553  ;  2R.* 
1236  ;  Rep.»  1422  ;  3R.*  ib. ;  r.  IR.*  1423  ; 
2R.*  1529;  Rep.*  550;  3R.*  635;  /. 
Royal  Assent,  780 

Athtan-^under-Lyne  RaUwrnff  see  Sheffield 

Aueaed  Taxes,  ComposUion,  c.  IR.*  Ixiii  1489  ; 
2R.*  1529 ;  Com.  1584 ;  Rep*  1609  ;  3R  * 
Ixiv  90;  /.  IR.*  271 ;  2R  *  421 :  Com.  431 ; 
3R.*538;  Royal  Assent,  780 

(No.  2),  c  IR* 

Ixv  241 ;  2R.*  322  ;  Com.*  396  ;  Rep  ♦  491 ; 
3tt.*  631 ;  /.  IR.*  728;  2R*  833;  Rep* 
889;  3R.*  934  ;  Royal  Assent,  1061 ;— see 
Stamps 

Astyranee  CompamUy  see  GUagoWf  City  of^In" 
demnity 

AthUme  Election  Committee,  e.  Report,  Ixiii 
1424 

Attorney-GeneralyTheyCSir  F.  Pollock)  (Htm/- 
ingdon) 
Bankruptcy,  Iaw  Amendment,  Rep.  Izv  1084  ; 

Com.  el.  49. 1 129  ;  cl.  75,  1143 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  688,  689,  698, 
690  ;c/.  26,  716, 717 

Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  832 

County  Courts,  Com.  Jxv  1 186 

Deoda'nd,  Law  of,  Ix  721 

Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  Rep.  cl.  5,  Ixi  1236 

Ipswich  Election,  Iz  886,888 ;  New  Wr\t  moved 

for,  Ixv  1171 
Marriages,  Dissenters*  (Ireland),  2R.  Ix  1092 
Meeting  at  Deptford— Dr.  M*Douall— The  Po- 
lice, Ixv  910 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Lords  Amend.  Ixv  101 1 
Municipal  Corporations  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

Ix  129,  298 ;  Com.  Ixii  714,  716,  717 
Public  Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  596 
RaUways,  Com.  cl.  16,  Ixit  1047 ;  add.  cl.  1049 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren, 
Ixii  1058.  1071 ;— Mr.  Fleming,  1121,  1124; 
—Mr.  Mabson,  1 J  82, 1184, 1324 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  Amend.  Ixiii  1450 
Writs  of  Error,  Leave,  Ix  192 

Attomiei  and  Solicitort,  l.  iR.*  Ixv  99 


Tax  on, /.  liii  174 


Attwood,  Mr.  M.  (Whitehaven) 

Coals,  Export  of,  Ixi  834,  855 

Customs'  Acts^The  Tariff,  Ixiii  404;— Cot- 
ton. 1058;— Silk,  1457,  1458;  3R.  Coals, 
add  cl.  724,  727 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  899,  902,  914, 
1U36 

Divisions — Exclusion  of  Members,  Ixiii  1318 

Exchequer  Bills,  Forged ;  Rep.  add.  cl.  Ixi 
1250 


Attwood,  Mr.  M. — continued. 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1156;  Com.  cl.  96,  Ixiii 

239 
Mines  and  Collieries,  That  the  Bill  do  pass, 

Ixiv  1004 
Southampton  Election — Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1331 

Auckland,  Lord,  see  Affghanntan 

Australia  and  New  Zealand,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  1027; 
2R.  Ixii  498,  Com.  906 ;  Rep  *  Ixiii  475  : 
311*  559;  /.  IR.*  598;  2R*  881  ;  Rep.* 
1236;  3li.*  1312;  /.  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv 
421; — see  South  Australia — Western  AuS" 
tralia 

Averages,  The,  see  Com^Laws 
Ayr  Kailway,  see  Glasgow 

Bacon,  see  Custotns  Acts 

Bagge.  Mr.  W.  (Norfolk) 

Rrgi«tration  of  Voters,  Leave.  Ixiii  875 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  2R.  Ixiii  1 105 

Bagshmoe,  Mr.,  see  Salford  Gaol 

Bailey,  Mr.  J.  (Worcester) 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cL  96,  Ixiii  238 

Bailey,  Mr.  J.  jun.  (Herefordshire) 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  Rep.  Ixiv  429 

Baillie,  Mr.  H.  J.  (Invernesshire) 
Aflgbanistan,  War  in,  Ixiii  686;  Ixiv  435,  472. 
481,526,536 

Baldwin,  Mr.  C.  B.  (Totneu) 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Com.  c/.  49,  Ixv 
1138 

Ballot,  The,c.  Ixiv  348,  [A.  157,  N.  290, 
M.  133],  418 

Banhridge  Road,  see  Dundalk 

Bangor  Preferments,  see  St,  Asaph 

Bank,  see  Imperial 

Bankes,  Mr.  G.  (Dorsets/iire) 
Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  95H,962,  1108 
Colonial  Passengers,  Ixv  645 
Corn-Law — Mr.  Christopher's  Amend.  Ix   1 135 
Customs'   Acts — ^The  Tariff — Stones,  Amend. 

Ixiii  1395 
Magistracy  of  Dorsetshire — Quarter  Sessions, 

Ixi  1029 
Parochial  Constables,  Rep.  Ixv  670 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii   1324 
Special   Petty  Sessions.   Leave,  Ixi  299;  IR. 

605,  606,  607  ;  2R.  Ixiii  949 

Bankes,  Mr.,  see  Wakefield  Election 

Banking,  c.  Ixi  1 38 

Bankrupt  Law,  Amendment,  (Lord  Cottenham) 
I.  IR.  Ix  718 

. Improvement,  (Lord  Brougham) 

I.  IR.  Ixv  489;~see   Debtor  and  Creditor, 
Law  of 

Bankruptcy,  Insolvency,  and  Lunacy,  (Lord 
Cottenham)  ^iR.  Ix  718 

,  (No.  2), 


BAN.      — 


BAR. 
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BEN. 


Bankraptcy — eontinuetL 
(Lord  Chancellor)  L  Ix  120  ;  lR.  509  ;  Ixiii  2  ; 
2  R.  Ixv  225  ;  Com.*  487 ;  3R  *  568 ;  c.  1 R.* 
588;  2R.*  835;  Com*  893,  1063;  Rep. 
1082  ;  Com.  cl.  49  1128,  QA.  52,  N.  16.  M. 
36],  1139  ;  cl.  58, 1140  ;  cl.  64,  [A.  59,  N. 
21,  M.  381,  1142 ;  cl.  75,  1143,  fA.  78.  N. 
13,  M.  65],  1143;  Rep.  1180;  3K.  add.  cL 
1215 ;  2.  Royal  Assent,  1301 


Bannerman,  Mr.  A.  {Aberdeen) 
Corn,  Foretgrn,  Importation  of,  Ixiv  1133,  1143 
Election  Petitions,  Trials  of.  Leave,  Ixv  150 

BaptUti^  Declaratiom  and  Oatht,  see  Affirmationt 

Barclay,  Mr.  D.  (Sunderland) 

Corn  Importation,  Com.  c/.  9  Amend.  Ixi  1297 ; 

add.  el.  1338 
Fmancial  Statement,  Ix  147 

Baring,  Major  H.  B.  {Marlborough) 

Catholic  Soldiers  (India),  Ixiii  1 134 

Colonial  Passages,  Ixv  647 

India  and  the  Mauritius — EmigmtioD,  Ix  1377 

Lascars  in  London,  Ix  1377 

Slavery  in  India,  Ixv  1075 

Southampton,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  207, 
208,  209 ;— Mr.  Wren's  Petition,  983 ;— Per- 
sonation of  Electors,  1059 

Baring,  Right  Hon.  F.T.  {Portmouth) 

Appropriation  of  the  Supplies,  Leave,  Ix  76 

Comptrollership  of  the  Exchequer,  Ix  1017 

Corn-laws— Wastage,  Ix  646, 647;— Mr.  Chris- 
topher's Amend.,  1104,  1121,  1126  ;~Mr. 
Wodehouse's  Amend.,  1220 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  534  ;— Fruit, 
731 ;— Cheese,  750  ;^Timber,  903,  1301  ;— 
Cottons,  1375,  1382,  1388;— Coffee,  1505, 
1507 ;— Coals,  1570  ;  3R.  Onion  Seed,  Ixiv 
731 

Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of,  Ix  295,  899; 
l^ve,  1392 ;  Rep.  add.  cl.  Ixi  1249 

Excise  Duties — Compounds,  Ixiii  319 

Financial  SUtement,  Ixi  485 

Gold  Coinage,  Depreciation  of  the,  Ixiv  225 

Income-Tax— Machinery,  Ixi  594,  597 ;  Com. 
840,  864,  974;  Ixii  431 ;  Cora.  Schedule  A, 
1089:  Schedule  C,  llOO ;  add.  cl.  1393, 
1404 ;  Ixiii  S47 ;  3R.  Amend.  993,  1032 

Loan  Acts,  Ixi  600 

Navy  Estimates,  Ixt  109 

Paisley,  Distress  at,  Ixiii  888 

Post-office,  Ixii  1230 

Savings'  Banks,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  1 102 

Barley,  see  Com-Lawt 

Barnard,  Mr.  £.  G.  {Greenwich) 
Wakefield  Election  Committee,  Ixii  368 

Barneby,  Mr.  J.  {Worcettenhire) 
Manslaughter,  2R.  Ixiti  1387 

Banmley  Smidl  Debti,  e.  IR.*  Ixi  1110 

BarrachfC.  Ixi  1348 

Barrington,  Viscount,  {Berk$hire) 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  270 
SouthirarklmprovtnenU  (No.  2),  Rep.  Ixi  1291 


Barritten  {Ireland),  c.  Leave,  Ixi  1294 ;  1 R.* 
1295;  2R.  Ixii  894 ;  Bill  pot  off,  ik. 

Barron,  Sir  H.  W.  (WaUrferd  City) 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  ibr,  Iziii 

1537 
Poor- Law  Commission— Mr.  Lawson's  Instmo- 

tions,  Ixiv  557 

Bates*  NaturaliMotion^  L  IR*  Ixti  985;  2R.* 
1178;  Rep.*  1357;  3R.*  Ixiii  1 ;  c.  iR,* 
114;  2R»  269;  Rep.*  737;  3R.*  884; 
/.  Royal  Assent,  995 

Bateson,  Mr.  R.  {Londonderry  Co.) 
Snpply— Maynooth,  Ixv  380, 392 

Bateson,  Sir  R.  {Londonderry  Co.) 
Corn-laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  1033;— Mr.VTode* 

house's  Amend.,  1205 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Con.  Ix  1181 

BathurtCs^  F.  H.  H.  Estate,  /.  IR.*  Iziit 
248  ;  2R.*  455 ;  Rep.*  995 ;  3R.*  1 142  ;  C- 
IR.*  1238;  3R.*  1423;  Rep.*  Ixiv  422; 
3R.*  481 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  780 

Beaumont,  Lord 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  24 
Affgbanistan— Indian  AflBiirs,  Ixiii  1143,  II J3 
Bonded  Com  Bill  (No. 2),  2R.  Ixv  890 
Com- Laws— The  Averages  Ix  441 ;— 2IU  bui 

618 ;  Com.  eL  17  Amend.  897, 898 
Gold  Coinage,  The,  Ixiii  1466 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  300 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Re-com,  el.  I.  Ixv  585 
Sattara,  Rajah  of,  Ixv  1008, 1009 

Beckett,  Mr.  W.  {LeedtJ 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  46 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Com.  c^  401,  Ixw 

1131 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Wool,  IxTil  1418 

Bedford's,  Duke  of,  EstaU,  c.  XK.*  \x  1002; 
2R.*  Ixi  41;  3R.*  1027;  iL  iR*.  1026; 
2R*  Ixii  75 ;  Rep.*  717 ;  3R*.  895  ,  Royal 
Asseut,  985 

Belfast  and  Cavehill  Radway,  c.  IR*.  Ixi  1110 ; 
2R,*  Ixii  200 

Election-^  Privilege  —  Petition    by    n 

Peer,  c.  Ix  531 ;  Adj.  Debate,  641 

Commiitee,c.  Rep.  Iziii  1 152, 


1238;  New  Writ  moved  for,  1530  [A.  73, 
N.  170,  M.  97],  1543;  Select  Commiitae 
appoioted,  1609 ;  Ixiv  432 

Belhaven,  Earl  of 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ixiv  544 


Ixiii.  1548. 


Bell,  Mr.  M.  (Northumberland) 
Customs'  Actt—Tbe 

1553,  1568 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1981 ; 
cl.  3,  Ixiv  428 

Beneeke's  Naturalisation,  I.  1R.*  Ixii  174; 
2R*  572 ;  Rep.*  717;  3R.*  895;  c.  iK* 
903;  2R.*  1054;  Rep.*  Ixiii  269;  ^K* 
333  ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  475 


BEN.        — 


B£R. 
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Benett,  Mr.  J.  {WiUthire) 

Corn-lairs,— Total  Rep«^,  Ix  859 
Mines  and  Collieries.  3R.  Ixiv  ]  003 
Poor-Law  CommiMion,  Com.  el.  1,  IzW  667 

Beresford,  Major  G.  de  la  Poer  {Alhlone) 
BivisionB— Exclusion  of  Members,  Ixiii  1319 

Beresford,  Major  W.  (Hanokh) 

Customs'  Acts—The  Tarifr— Fish,  Ixiii  7S3 
Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  214,  218 ;   Com. 
moved  for,  271  ; — Exclusion  of  Members  from 
the  Committee,  Ixiv  638;  Report,  760,  761 ; 
Ixv  784,  830 

Berkeley,  Hon.  Captain  M.  F.  F.  {GloucexUr) 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  380 
Corn*Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  711,  716 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  Ixiii 

1668 
Distress,  Public,  Ixv  534 
Elton,  Mr.  Case  of,  Ix  720,  721 ;  Ixi  187 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1012 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  872 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  96, 107, 116,  117 

,  State  of  the,  Ixi  1060,  1065 

,  The,  Light  Gold,  Ixiv  196  ;— Leave,  197 

Poor- Law  Commission,  3R.  Ixv  511 

Berkeley,  Hon.  C.  F.  (Cheltenham) 
Cheltenham  and   Great  Western  Union  Rail- 
way, Rep.  Ixi  1342 

,  Magistrates  of,  Ixv  399 

Berkeley,  Hon.  F.  H.  F.  {Brittot) 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  367 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii,  146 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  908 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi,  1215 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixi  206 

Berkeley,  Hon.  G.  C.  O.  F.  (Gloucettenhire) 
Com- Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  590 
Customs'  Acts— -The  Tari^  That  the  Bill  do 

pass,  Ixiv  740 
Dean  Forest  Poor,3R.  Amend.  Ixiv  171 
Distress,  Public — Adjourn.  Ixv  554 
Railways,  Com.  add.  cl.  Ixiv  187 
Sugar  Colonies,  Ix  329 

Duties,  Ix  442 

West  Indies,  Ix  1005 

Bemal,  Captain  R.  ( Wjfcombe) 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  381 
Com- Laws — Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  550 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1217 
Mutiny  Bill,   Rep.  Ixi   1290;  — Flogging  in 

the  Army,  3R.  Amend.  Ixii  519,  525, 537 
Pbor  Law  Commission,  Com.  Ixv  31, 34 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1330 
Supply — Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  221 

Bemal,  Mr.  R.  {Weymouih) 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Rep.  Ixv  1085 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  676, 680,  687. 

688,696;  c/.  14,  714 
— — -,  Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  840 
County  Courts,  Com.  Ixv  1184 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Coals,  Ixiii  1561 
Gold  Coinage,  Depreciation  of  the,  Ixiv  226 
Municipal  Corporations,  Cora.  Ixii  416 


Bemal,  Mr.  R. — continued. 
Newcastle  under  Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for. 

Ixiii  1253 
Nottingham.  New  Writ,  Ixv  863 
Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  140 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  949 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren, 

Ixii  1060  ;— Mr.  Mabson,  1349 ;  ^New  Writ 

moved  for,  Ixiii  209 
Sugar  DuUes,  Ixiii  1220 

Bernard,  Viscount  (Bandon  Bridge) 
Outrages  (Inland),  Ixiv  701 

Bexley,  Lord 
Income-Tax,  Ixi  744 

^ddulph,  JIfr.,  see  Magutnuy  {Ireland) 

BUU,  Frwate^  c.  Ixiii  28 

Btrhenhead  Improvement^  c.  IR.*  Ix  635  ;  2R.* 
888;  3R.»  Ixi  930;  /.  IR.*  929;  2R.* 
1109;  Rep.»  Ixii  456;  3R.*  895;  Royal 
Assent,  985 


'Liverpool  Junction  Candle    c. 

IR.*  Iz  1375  J  2R.»  Ixi  217;  3R.»1027; 
/.  IR.*  1026;  2R.*  Ixii  717;  Rep.*  lllO; 
3R.«  1178  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiii  475 


(No.  2) 


— — — — ^— ^— ^—  (Extennm).  c. 
IR*  Ix  1375  ;  2a.*  Ixi  217 

Free  Grammar  School  Ettate,  I, 


IR.*  Ixiii  1512;  2R.*  Ixiv  l ;  Rep.*  694  ; 
3R.*  781 ;  c.  IR.*  787;  2R.*  1009;  Rep.* 
Ixv  588  ;  3R.  631  ;  add.  cl.  [[A.  41,  N.  96, 
M.  55],  633;  /.  Royal  Assent  871 


— — 9  Police^  see  MancheUer 

Births,  B£gistration  of,  see  Regiitratitm 

Biihopridj  West  Indian^  c.  Leave,  Ix  148, 442  ; 
IR.*  1091  ;  2R.*lxi  41,420;  Com.  490; 
Amend.  492  [p.  g.  A.  126,  N.  17,  M.  109], 
496;  3R.*  511 ;  /.  IR.*  583;  2R.*  835; 
Rep.*  929;  3R.*t5.  :  Royal  Assent,  1109 

Blackburn  and  Charley  Road,  c.  iR.*  Ix  881  ; 
2R.*  Ixiii  1152 ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  173 ;  3R.*  750; 
/.1R.*781;  2R*938;  Rep.*  1088;  3R.* 
1165;  Royal  Assent,  1240 

Blackstone,  Mr.  W.  S.  (fFaUmgford) 
Corn-Laws,  2R.  Ixi  309 ;  3R.  Ixii  54 
Election  Proceedings,  Ixv  796 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,   2R.  Ixiii   1106; 

Rep.  Amend.  Ixiv  428 ;  3R.  add.  el  7»0, 

1009 

Blackwall  Railway ,  see  London 
Blake,  Mr.  3f .,  see  Cardigan  EUciitm 


BLA. 
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Blake,  Sir  V.  (Galway) 
Barristers  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ixi  1294  ;  2R.  Ixii 

894 
Coro-Lavrs— Amend.  1x1242,1843;  Com.  el. 

2,  Amend.  Ixi  574 ;  3a.  Ixii  56 
Kingsclere  Incloeure,  3R.  Ixii  878 
Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  185 
iPetitioDS,  Presentation  of,  Ix  119 
Queen's  Counsel,  Ixii  1072,  1073 

BkUhky  Road,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  1109;  2R.*  Ixii 
295 

Blewitt,  Mr.  R.  J.  {MonmoutK) 
Canton,  Ransom  of,  Ixii  4, 5 
Chinese  War— Hong  Kong,  Ixi  608 
Corn-Laws,  3R.  Ixii  61 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of,  Leave,  Ix  1391, 

1399 
Financial  Statement,  Ixi  484 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi.  1007,  1008, 1009, 1012, 

1118;  Amend,  1252,  1262;  Rep.  Ixii  285; 

Com.c/.  1.  1087;  cLA,  1387 
Opium  seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation 

for,  Ixi  787 
Reform  in   the  Representation,  Adjourn.  Ixii 

981 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1331 
Ways  and  Means — Exchequer-Bills,  Ixii  1043 

JBoers,  The,  see  Natal 

Boldero,  Captain  H.  G.  (fihiippenham) 
Barracks,  Ixi  1348 

Flogging  in  the  Army,  Ix  531 ;  Ixii.  520,  525 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  565,  573,  574,  577, 

578,  581 
Percussion  Muskets,  Ixi  601 

BoUon  and  Pretton  Railway,  c.  1  R*  Ixii  75  ; 
2R.*  295;  Rep.*  1054;  3R.*  1110;  /. 
lR.*i5.;  2R.*1234;  Rep.*  1357;  3R.* 
Ixiii  1 ,  Royal  Assent,  475 

West  Houghton  Road,  c.  1R.»  Ixi 

217;  2R.*  511;  Rep.*  Ixii  1054;  3R.* 
1110;  /.  IR.*  ib.;  2K.*  Ixiii  1.;  Rep.* 
1598;  3R.*  Ixiv,  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  173 

,  Dktreti  in,  c.  Ix  247 

■,  Poor  of,  c,  Ix  1176 


Bonded  Corn,  see  Com,  Bonded 

Bonding  Flour,  see  Flour 

Borough  Magiitratet,  Appointment  of,  I.  Ixii 
1237— Sunderland,  Ixiii  116;  /.  201,  252; 
—see  Hull 

Boroughbriti^e  Road,  see  Ferrybridge 

Boroughs  Improvement,  I.  IR.*  Ix  94 ;  2  R.* 
241 ;  Rep.*  292  ;  3R.*316;  c.  1R.*635; 
Bill  postponed,  002 

■ (No.  2)  c.  IR.  Ix  1091; 

2R.*  1268 

■  Incorporation,  c.  IR.*;  2R.*  Ix? 

1030;  Com.  llol  ;  Rep.*  1125;  3R. 
1146;  /.1R.*1177;  2R.*1214;  3R.1297; 
Royal  Assent,  1301 

Borthwick,  Mr.  P.  iFA/esham) 
Colonial  Pssseogert,  Com.  Ixii  497 


Borthwick,  Mr.  P. — continued. 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1187 
Income-Tax  Report,  Ixii  359 ;  Com.,  Schedule 

D,  1276 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  298,  695 
Metropolitan  Roads,  Ix  640 ;  Ixii  490,  491 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Ixiii  450 ;  Com.  eL  1 1 

Ixv52;  add,  el.  516 
Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  14S 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren, 

Ixii  1068 ;— Mr.  Mabson,  1209, 1331,  1333 
Spain,  Invasion  of,  Ixi  67 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  114 
West  India  Clergy,  Com.  Ixi  495 

Boston  Harbour,  c.  IR.*  Ix  1002;  2R.*  bd  41 

(No.  2)   c.  IR.*  l»i  1373  ; 

2R.*  Ixiii  205;  Rep.*  1014;  SR.*  1152; 
/.  IR*  1236;  2R.*  1422  ;  Rep.*  1466;  ZVL* 
1513;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

(No.  3)  c.  IR.*  Ixii  1373  ;  2R.* 

Ixiii  268;  Rep.*  813;  3R.*  884;  /.  1R«* 
881;  2R.»  1422;  Rep.*  ib.;  3R.*  1466; 
Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Boundary  Question,  c.  Ixiii  564, 1585 

Bovning,  Dr.  J .  (Bolton) 

Anti-Corn  Law  Conference,  Ixi  833 

BoUon,  Distress  in,  Ix  247 ;— Poor  of,  1176 

BoroQghs  Incorporation,  Rep.  Ixv  1145 

Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  1112 

Burying  the  Dead  in  Towns,  Com.  moved  far, 
Ixi  282 

Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  251 

Copyright  Com.  ct.  15,  Ixii  892 

■'  of  Designs,  Com.  moved  for,  bu  119  ^ 

2R.  Ixi  689 ;  Rep.  Ixv  966 

Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  409,  496  ;— 
Toul  Repeal  850  ;  —  Mr.  Wodebou»*f 
Amend.,  1220 ;  Com.  Ixi  542 ;  c/.  99, 
1319  ;  add.  c/.1338 ;  Rep.  1404;  3R.  Aaend. 
Ixii  63  ;  add.cl.7i 

Coroners  for  Lancaster  and  Warwkk,  Ixr  SR. 
727 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixi  935  ;— Catlle« 
1st  Res.,  Ixiii  645 ;— Fish.  727  ;~Batt»r. 
743 ;  — Cottons,  1367,  1368,  1372,  1388  { 
Amend.  1391  ;-SiIk,  Amend.,  1462, 1465  ;— 
Coffee,  1505;— Straw  HaU.  Amend.,  1512 

Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Cooi. 
Ixiii  1660 

Deitign,  School  of,  Ixv  144 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  Islii 
1647;  Ixiv  878;  Ixv  532 

Exchequer-Bills,  Forgery  of,  Leave,  U  1397 

Inoome-Tax  Com.  Ixi  1012,  1109,  1139;  Re- 
port, Ixii  220 

Jerusalem,  Bishop  of,  Ixi  1114 

Landed  Property.  Tax  on  the  Descent  «f,  Cooi. 
moved  for.  Amend.  Ixii  1163,  1164 

Library  Committee — Attendance  of  Meaben» 
U  125,  126 

Maaufacturing  Districts,  Distress  in,  Ixi  309 

Monuments  to  Naval  Officers,  Ixv  1210 

National  PetiUons— The  Clmrter,  Ixiii  35 

Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  108,  900,  901 

Paries,  The  Public,  Ix  246 

Poor  Law  Commission — Mr.  Ltwsoii's  tnstme* 
tions,  lxtT554;  Rep.  WL  29,  Ixv  379 

Quarantine,  Ixi  608 

Railways,  Com.  add.  cL  1x1  v  1 73,  193 


BOW. 
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BRO. 


Bowrin^ir,  Dr.  J.— rofi/mv«</. 

Refom  in  the  Hepresentation,  Itii  923 

Sattara,  The  Rajah  of,  Ixv  1060 

Silver  Coinaire,  Ixiv  345 

South  Australia,  Rep.  Ixv  395 

Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Fie- 
minfr,  Ixi!  1121  ;— Mr.  Mahson,  1325 

Stangem  in  the  Gallery.  Ix  101 1 

Supply,  Ixiv  1371 ; — Miscellaneous  Estimates — 
Records,  Ixv  185  ;— Education,  186;~Bri- 
ttsh  Museum,  200; — Dissenting  Ministers, 
613;— Civil  Contingencies,  848,849;— Edu- 
cation — Sinflrinfr,  850 ;— India  and  China,  861 

Syria,  ArnautTroops  in,  Ixii  815 ; — Omar  Pacha, 
Ixiii  481  ;  Ixiv  750 

Taxes  in  Foreitrn  Countries,  Ixi  51 1 

Truck  System,  The — Frauds  of  Manufacturers, 
Ixii  866 

Turkish  Commercial  Treaty,  Ix  293, 295 

Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  1 13 

West  Indies— Africa — Emigration,  Com.  moved 
for,  Ixi  1105 

Bradford  {York)  Waterworks,  c.  IR.*  Ix  635; 
2R.«  1091 ;  3R.*  Ixi  1219;  /.  1R.»  Ixii  1 ; 
2R.*  292 ;  3R.*  572  ;  Royal  Assent,  95 

Brampion  Roadi,  see  Market  Harborough 

Braroston,  Mr,  T.  W.  {Enex) 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 
492 

Brandling  Junction  BaUway,  e.  IR.*  Ix  720; 
2R.*  1091;  3R.»  Ixi  584;  /.  iR.*  583; 
2R.*  835  ;  Rep.*  Ixii  572  ;  3R.*  717, 
Royal  Assent,  985 

Brazil,  c.  Ixii  1252  ;— Commercial  Treaty  with, 
Ixiv  1 170 

BreakwtUer,  see  Fhattng"  National 

Brentford  Gas,  c.  IR,*  Ixi  419;  2R.»  1290; 
Rep.  Ixiii  1475.  1152;  3R.»1238;  /.  lR.» 
1236;  2R.»  1422;  Rep.*  ib.;  3R.*1466: 
Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Brewood  Free  Grammar  School^  L  iR.*  Ixi  501 ; 
2R.*  722;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1466;  3R.*  1513; 
c.  iR.*  1609;  2R.*  Ixiv  422 ;  Rep.  1009; 
3R.*  1095 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  1240 

Bribery  at  Elections,  c.  Ix  71;  /.  Ixii  1358; 
IR.  Ixiii  199;  2R'  321;  Com.  471 ;  Rep. 
474;  3R*  475;  c.  IR.  597;  2R.  609 

■  (No.  2)   c.   Leave,  Ixiii 

1260,  1491;  1R.*1609;  2R.*  Ixiv  344  ; 
Rep.*  700;  Re-com.  860;  Ixv  671;  d,  1, 
676  ;  cl,  neg.  687 ;  cL  2,  ib, ;  cL  5,  702 ; 
[A.  62,  N.  15,  M.  47],  705;  cl  6  with- 
drawn, 706;  ci.  7,  t6. ;  cL  14,  707;  d.  14 
to  25  neg.,  716  ;  d,  26,  ib.  ;  [A.  39,  N.  80* 
M.  4i;],  724  ;  cl  27,  725,  f  A.  28,  N.  70,  M. 
42],  726 ;  Rep., add.  cl.  (Mr.  Hawes),  933 ; 
3R.*963;  /.  lR.*934;  2R,  1061 ;  Rep.* 
1112;  3R.*1177;  Royal  Assent,  1214;— 
see  Witnesses  Indemnity 

Bridgewater's,  Duke  of,  Thistees  Estate  {Areh^ 
biS^  of  York's)  L  IR.*  Ixiii  963  ;  2R.* 
1118;  3R.*  Ixiv  858;  c.  lR.*979;  2R,* 
1289  ;  Rep.*  Ixv  492;  3R.*  568;  /.  Royal 
Assent^  871 


Bridport  FJtction'- Mr,Warburton,  c.  Ixiii  476, 
560,  908,  [A.  156,  N.  37,  M.  119],  961  ; 
That  the  Inquiry  be  referred  to  Select  Com- 
mittee, 962;  Adj.  Debate,  1107,  [A.  44,  N. 
16,  M.  28],  1117 

,  Public  Meeting  at,  see  Public  Meetings 


Bristol  and  Gloucester  Railway,  c.  1 R.*  Ixi  419 ; 
2R.*584;  Rep.*  Ixiii  94  ;  3R.*  114  ;  /. 
1R.*248;  2R.*  675;  Rep.*  963;  3R.* 
995 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Boundary,   c.  iR.*  Ix  881;   2R.* 

1175;    3R.*  Ixi  458;    /.  iR.*  722;   2R.* 
929  ;  3R.*  Ixii  174 ;  Royal  Assent,  985 


Floating  Dock,  e.   IR.*  Ixi  419  ; 

2R.*584;  Rep.*  Ixiii  90;  3R.»114;  /. 
1 R.*  195 ;  2R.  321 ;  Rep.  455 ;  *3R.*  475  ; 
Royal  Assent,  995 

Briti^  Claimants  on  Portugal,  c.  Ixiii  13 


Merchant  Vessels,  c.  Leave  Ixv  764; 

1R.*767 

■  Museum,  see  Supjpiy 

Possesions  Abroad  {Colonial  Customs), 


c  Ix  104  ;  Com.  150,  803  ;  Ixii  519,  539 ; 
Amend.  [A.  54,  N.  63,  M.  9],  559;  IR.* 
Ixii  1373  ;  2R.  Ixiii  114  ;*  Com.*  Ixiv  550; 
Rep.*  635;  3R.  add.  cL  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
742;  tA.  83,  N.  160,  M.  771,  745;  d.  9, 
Amend,  (Mr.  Gibson),  [o.  9.  X.  105,  N.  36, 
M. 69], 748 ;  Bill  passed,  750 ;  /.  iR.*  780 ; 
2R.*  1165 ;  Rep.*  Ixv  99 ;  3R.*  166 ;  Royal 
Assent,  222 

Britwell  Inclosurt,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  584;  2R.*  Ixiii 
268;  Rep.*  1014;  3R.*1423;  /.  IR.* 
1466 ;  2R.*  1598  ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  1 ;  3R.*172 ; 
Royal  Assent,  422 

BrockIehurst»  Mr.  J.  (Macclesfield) 
Customs'   Act^— The  Tariffs  Cotton,   Ixtii 
1368;— Silk,  1456,  1458,  1459 

Bromyard  Roads,  c.  iR.*  Ix  720;  2R.*  Ixiii 
884 ;  Rep.*  1423  ;  3R.*  Ixiv  344  ;  /.  1 R.* 
271 ;  2R.*  616 ;  3H.*  750 ;  Royal  Assent,  780 

Brotberton,  Mr.  J.  (Salford) 
Birmingham,  Free  Grammar   School  Estate, 

3R.  ad(/.c/.  Ixv  633 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  146 
Bridport  Election,  AcVoarn.,  Ixiii  946, 1112 
Business  of  the  House,  Ix  263 
CopyrightofDesigni,  3R.lxi  693;  Rep.*  Ixv 

972 
Corn«Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  700,  1067  ;— 

Com.  el.  9,  Ixi  580,  581.  1331 ;  3R.  Ixii  53 
Coroners  for  Lancashire  and  Warwickshire,  8R. 

Ixv  737 
Customs'   AcU— Tbe   Tariff  —  Cottons,  Ixiii 

1377,  1396 
Bean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  Ixiii 

1668 
Debate,  Rules  of,  Ixii  319 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1033 ;— Re^assem- 

bling  of  Parliament,  Ixv  439 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  cl.  1, 

Ixiii  591 


BRO. 


BRO. 
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Brotherton,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
Election  Compromittes,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

607 
Elector*  Removal,  2 R.  Ixiii  1589 
Flag  Officers,  Returns  moved  for,  Adjourn.  Ixiv 

1164 
Income  Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1017 ;  Report,  Adjourn. 

Ixii  153,  173, 174,  285,  323,  422;  3R.  Ixiii 

1048 
Kingsclere  Inclosure,  Report,  Ixii  807 
Manufacturers,  The— The  Truck  System,  Ixi  54 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  703 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixii  1072 ;  Leave,  Ixiii 

1361;  Com.  el.  2,  Ixiv  427 »  That  the  Bill 

do  pass,  1007  ;  Lords'  Amends.  1100 
Monuments  to  Naval  Officers,  Ixv  1208 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  195 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  581 
Petitions,  Presentation  of,  Ix  114 
Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1319 
Public  Meetings-Stafford  Gaol,  Ixv  1058 
Railways,  Tax  on,  ivi  512  ;  Com.  add.  el.  Ixii 

1050 
Smith,  Sir  Sydney— Public  Honours,  Ixv  635 
Soutliampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1326 
Stamps  and  Assessed  Taxes,  Ai](jonm.  Ixv  166 
Supply — Education,  Ixt  186  ; — Adjourn.  315 
Truck  System,  The — Frauds  of  Manufiicturers, 

Ixii  846 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  92, 93, 1 13 
Warner  Captain,  his  invention,  Ixv  1048 

Brougham,  Lord 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  24 
Administration  of  Justice  (Scotland),  Ixiii  1483 
Affirmations,  2R.  Ixiv  631 
Anatomy  Act,  Ixii  1054 
Appeal,  Court  of,  Ix  1254,  1261,  1267;  2R. 

Ixii  193, 197 
Attomies,  Tax  on,  Ixii  174 
Bankruptcy,  IR.Ixi  510  ;  Ixiii  3;  Ixv  489 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Ixii  1358,  1370,  1372 ; 

IR.  Ixiii  199  ;  2R.  321, 330  ;  Com.  471, 472, 

474  ;  2R.  Ixv  1062 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  Ixiii  1003, 1005 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Ixiv  276 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ixiv  547 
Copyright,  Ixiii  252;  Com.  787 
Com-Laws— Edinburgh  Conference,  Ix  131  ; — 

Woollen  Manufactures,  138 ; — The  Averages, 

434,  436,  441  ;  2R«  Ixii  626,  635 ;  Amend. 

637;— Fixed  Duty,  720;  Com.  776 
Counsel— Members  of  Fkirliament#  Ixv  741 
County  Courts,  SR.  Ixv  631 
Creole,  Case  of  the,  Ix  317,  327 
Debtor  and  Creditor,  Law  of,  IR.  Ixv  489, 491 
Distress  in  the  Manufacturing  Districts,  Uiv 

781 
■  National,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  1241, 

1283 
Education — Singing  Classes,  Ixv  16 
Election  Petitions,  Ixii  1250 
Evidence,  Uw  of,  2R.  Ixi  214, 815 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of.  Com.  moved  for, 

1x1  25,  38 ;  8R.  Ixii  293 ;  Com.  460 ;  3R. 

add.  eL  502 

■  Prepamtion  of,  3R.  Ixv  728 

Hull,  Magistracy  of,  Uii  615, 518 
Income-Tax,  The,  Resolutions,  Izi  507»  723, 

759, 755 ;— Mechanics'  Institutions,  1026  ;— 

Exemption  of  Foreigners,  Ixiii  466,  467;— 

3R.  Ixiv  39, 79;--July  Dividends,  938 
Insolvent  Debtors,  3R.  Ixv  935 


Brougham,  Lord. — eantimted. 
Jurisdiction  of  Juittices.  2R.  Ixiii  976 
Kennedy,  Sir  R.  Ixi  7,  9 
Law  Reforms,  Ixv  235 
Local  Couru,  IR.  Ix  1172  ;  Ixi  3 
Lunacy,  1 R.  Ixi  206 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Ix  99,  97^ 

977,  1089, 1090 ;  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  9u^. 

203.  207, 410,  501, 583 ;  Report,  Ixv  1123  , 

Re-com.  1179 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixiv  1168  ;  Re-Com.  Ixv 

571,584 
Newfoundland— ^Constitutions  Ibr  the  Cokxiies, 

Ixiv  538 
Poor-Uw  Chaplains  (Ireland),  Ix  631. 632 

■  Commission,  2R.  Ixv  6519 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  Ixiii  988 

,  Protection  of  her  Person,  2IL  Ixv  1 70 

Saturn,  The  Rajah  of,  Ixv  1009 

Slave  Trade,  Treaty  for  the  SuppremioDoftke, 

1x718;  Ixv  936,  951, 952 
Tariff;  The,  Ixiii  599 
Townshend  Peerage,  The,  Ixiii  557, 558 
Universal  Suffnge,  Ixiii  3,  4 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  lltUiii  1467  ;2R.  i516» 

1525, 1527 

Browne,  Mr.  R.  D.  (Mt^  Co  J 
Distress  (Ireland),  Ixiv  700 

Bruce,  Major  C.  J.  C.  (£^  and  iVotnse) 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ixi  642,  645 
Com*  Laws — Ministerial  Plan—Barley.    OatSi« 

&c.,  Ix  1 188 
Petitions  against  the  Income-Tax,  Ixii  903 
Southampton  Election,  Ixi  420 

Bryan,  Major  6.  {Kilkem^  Co.) 
Distress  (Ireland)  Ixv  610 

Bucclenchy  Duke  of 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Ixv  123 
New  South  Wales,  2R.  Ixv  175 

Buck,  Mr.  L.  W.  {Devomkirt) 
Corn  Laws,  2R.  Ixi  310 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff- CatUe.  Ixiit  696 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  c/.  1,  Ixv  67 
Southampton  Election  Committee— Mr.  Wna 
Ixii  1056  ;— Mr.  Mabson,  1179, 1183 

Buckingham,  Duke  of 
Address  in  Answer  lo  the  Speech,  Ix  39 
Corn-Laws,  2R.  Ixii  606  ;  Com.  ci.  17,  898 
Customs'  Acts— The  tkiiS,  Com.  Ixiv  1085 

Buckmgkam's  and  Chandm,  Duke  ofl  Etimie^  L 
IR.*  Ixiv  938;  2R.«  1088;  Rep.*  Ixv  3i6, 
569;  3R,»  728;  c  iR.*  757;  2R.»  893; 
Rep«*  963 ;  3R.*  978 ;  /.  Royal  Aswot, 
1061 

Buckland  Indomre,  c.  1 R.*  Ixi  419 ;  2R.*  930 ; 
Rep.*  Ixii  t  no  ;  3R .•  1178 ;  L  lR.«  1177  ; 
2R.*  1357  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1;  3R.*  105; 
Royal  Assent,  475 

Builiina  RegulaHom,  L  \R.  1x04;  2R.  236; 
Rep.^  292;  3R.  316;  c  iR.*  635.  Bil 
postponed,  902 

<No.2)c  |R.*IB1001, 


2R.*  1268 ;  Rep.*  liiii  884 }  Uif  635  ;  BiO 
put  off,  Ixv  355 


BUL. 


-  BUL.        {I  N  D  E  X.}        BUN.        —         CAM. 

Bun9aC$  Naturalization^  /.  1R.*  Ixi  120  ;  2R.* 
501 ;  Rep.»  583  ;  3R.»  782;  c.  iR.*  837  ; 
2R.»  1027;  Rep.»  ixii  869;  3R.»  903;  /. 
Royal  Assent,  985 

Bwrdena  on  land  see  Com  Importation 


BttUer,  Mr.  C.  {Ukeard) 
Absenoe,  Leave  of,  Ix  807 
Bankruptcy,  Ixv  493 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  !x¥  671  •  674,  687, 

690,  695,  696,  698,  700;  cL  5,  702 ;  ct.  14, 

715, 716 ;  el.  26,  716  ;  et.  27,  726 
Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton,  Ixiii  476, 

479,  560, 561,  562,  907,  908,  919,  959,  962, 

1107,1112 
Business  of  the  House,  Ixii  885 
Colonial  Customs  Duties,  Com.  Ixii  568 
Corn,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  Ixiv  1 159 
Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  762,  768,  966 ; 

— Mr.  Wodehouse's  Amendment,   1202; — 

Barley,  OaU,  ftc,  Colonial  Produce,  1238 ; 

— AvenM^es,  1242;  2R.  Ixi  342,  941 ;  Com. 

c/.  14,  1323 
County  Courts,  Ixv  492 ;  Com.  1 183 
Criminal  Law— Killing  a  Goat  (Ireland),  Ix  356 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tarifi— Cattle,  Ixiii  709 ; 

—Fish,  729 ,— Butter,  742 ;— Ores— Copper, 

760 ;— Timber,  907 ;— Cotton,  1378 ;— Coals, 

1580;  Ixv  494 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1198 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

307  ;— Secret  Committees,  Ixiv  1129 
Electora  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1591 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of,  1x1  1117;  Rep. 

a<M.r/.  1246;  Ixv  1187.  1188 
Gold  Coinage,  Depreciation  of  the,  Izvi  198, 

232 
Hill  Coolies,  Ix  1353 
Income-Tax- Right  of  Petitioning,  1x1  513; 

Com.  1024, 1 122 ;  Rep.  Ixii  341 ;  2R.  998 
Ipswich,  New  writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  844;  Ixv 

1173 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of  the,  Ixv  293 
Lunacy,  I R.  Ixv  492 
Magistracy  of  Dorsetshire — Quarter  Sessions, 

Ixi  1032 
Marriage  Uw,  Leave,  Ixi  297,  299, 696, 701 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Lords'  Amend.,  Ixv  1098 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

Ixiii  1248 
Newfoundland  Bill,  Leave,  Ixiii  879 ;  Com.  Ixv 

983 
PeUtioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  17 
Privy  Council— Judicial  Committee,  Ix  102 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add,  el.  Ixiii  1093 

Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  140 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Mab- 

son,  Ixii  1182,1187,  1199 
Spain,  Invasion  of,  Ixi  69 
Special  Petty  Sessions,  1 R.  Ixi  606, 607 
Supply— Canada,  Ixiv  1369,  1370 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  92,  HI,  112 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3IL  Ixiii  1454 

Buller,  Mr.  E.  (Stafford) 
Corn-Laws — Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  538;    Rep. 

Amend.  1360,  1366  ;  Com.  el.  27,  Ixi  1328 
Income  Tax,  Com.  Schedule  D.,  Ixii  1301 ;  eL 

60, 1388 
Poor-tAw  Commission,  Com.  el»  1 ,  Ixiv  666 
Public  Business— Ways  and  Means,  Ix  898 
Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  594 

Buller,  Sir  J.  B.  Y.  (Devonshire) 
Great    Marlow   Election  —  Contempt  of  the 

House,  Ixii  3.  373,  375;- Mr.  Gibbons,  1319, 

1322 
Newcastle-under-Lyme  Election,  Report  Ixiii 

422 

VOLLXV.    {SS) 


Burdett,  Sir  F.  (Wiltthire) 
Corn-Laws,  Total  Repeal,  Ix  828 
Monuments  to  Naval  Oflicers,  Ixv  1207 
Poland,  Ixiv  814 

Smith,  Sir  Sydney — Public  Honours*  Ixv  634 
Warner,  Captain,  his  inventions,  Ixv  1033, 1051 

Burglary^  Executiomjor^  e.  Ixii  490 

Burial$f  see  Burying 

BumeSf  Sir  A.,  Detpatchet  of,  c.  Ixii  1021 

Burntisland  and  Granton  Pier,  Ferry  and  Boad, 
IR.*  Ixi.  1110;  2R.»  Ixii  200;  Rep.*  Ixiii 
600,1014;  3R.*1152;  /.1R.*1142;  2R.» 
1466 ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  271 ;  3R.*  422 ;  Royal 
Assent,  780 

Barrel!,  Sir  C.  M.  (New  Shoreham) 
Corn«Lawii— Total  Repeal,  Ix  820 
Distress,  Public,  Ixv  545 
Truck  System,  The — Frauds  of  Manufacturers, 
Ixii  867 

Burronghes,  Mr.  H.  N,  (Norfolk) 
Norfollc  ConsUbolary,  Ixii  1171 
Parish  Constables,  Rep.  add.  eL  Ixv  670 
Rural  Police,  Ixi  1084 

Burying  the  Dead  in  Towns,  c.  Com.  moved  for, 
Ixi  281  ;  Leave,  Ixv  1030 

Business  of  the  House,  c.  Ix  262  [A.  26,  N.  200, 
M.  174],  263;  Ixii  885,  1175,  1254;  Ixiii 
979 

Butter,  see  Customs*  Acts 

Byng,  Mr.  G.  {Middlesex) 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  386 

(UMes,  see  Customs*  Acts 
C^abul,  see  Affghanisttm 

CahrerOf  see  Spain 

Caledonittn  (Utnal,  c.  Ixi  303, 660 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  835 ; — see  Suj^y 

Callagkan,  Mr.  D.  {Cork  City) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  163 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Amend., 

Ixiii  610 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

Ixiv  1112 

Calland*s  Estate  {Higgen's),  L  )R.*  Ixiii  1118  ; 
2R.*  1512;  Rep*  Ixiv  938;  3R.*'1088; 
c.  IR.*  1095;  2R.*  1289;  Rep.*  Ixv  492  ; 
3R.*  568 ;  L  Royal  Assent,  871 

(xanberwell  and  Peckham  Lighting,  c.  IR.*  Ixt 
299;  2R.*  Ixii 638  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1152 ;  3R.* 
1238;  /.  IR.*  1236;  2R.*  1422;  Rep.* 
1466;  3R.*  1513  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Camhrian  Iron  Ompany,  c.  IR.*  Ix  802  ;  2R.* 
1175 
2Y 


CAM. 


—        CAM.        {INDEX.}        CAN.        —        CAU. 


Cambridge,  Duke  of 
Queen,  Attempt  to  AsBassinate  the.  Address, 
Ixiii  998 

CambusUmg  and  Muirkirk  Roadi,  c.  iR*  Ixi 
755 ;  2R.*  Ixii  76  ;  Rep  *  Ixiii  813  ;  3R.» 
1014;  /.  IR.*  1118;  2R.*  1236;  Rep.* 
1512;  Ixiv  538 

(No.  2),  c.  IR  * 

Ixiv  700;  2R*750;  3R.*  Ixv  17;  /.  IR.* 
1 ;  2R  *  99  ;  Rep.»  166  ;  3R  *  222 ;  Royal 
Assent,  871 

Camoysy  Lord 
Catholics  in  Workhouses,  Ixiii  1237 

Campbell,  Lord 
Administration  of  Justice  (Scotland),  Ixiii  1468, 

1486, 1487 
Affirmations,  2R  *  Ixiv.  629 
Appeal,  Court  of,  IR.  Ix  1243,  1266;  9R.  Ixii 

175,  195,  198,  199 
Bankruptcy  Laws,  Ixi  120 
Births,  Registration  of,  Ix  441,  442 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixiii  472  ;  2R.  Ixv 

1061, 1063 
Copyright,  Com.  Ixiii  811 
Corn-Laws,  1x316,  440 
Counsel— Members  of  Parliament,  Ixv  730 
County  Courts,  3R.  Ixv  630 
Creole,  Case  of  the,  Ix  324 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Ixi  120 
-^ — — _ of  Appeal  (Ireland),  IR. 

Ixiii  883 
Evidence,  Law  of,  2R.  Ixi  215 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  Com.  Ixii  459 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  89 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  Ixiii  975 
Law  of  Merchants  and  Factors,  3R.  Ixii  996 
Legal  Reform,  Ixiii  2  ;  Ixv  238 
Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  lxv2R«  757; 

Com.  954 
Local  Courts,  IR.  Ix  1175 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Ix  315,  976, 

1089,  1090;  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  203,  208, 

409,  410,  502;   Rep.  Ixv  1120,  1125;  Re- 

com.  1179 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixv  491 ;  Re-com.  c/.  1, 

586 ;  3R.  892 
Newfoundland,  2R.  Ixv  1178 
Oaths,  Ixi  835,  836 
Plea  of  Not  Guilty,  Ixiii  1515 
Poor- Law  Commissioners,  Ix  998 
Queen— Protection  of  her  Person,  IR.  Ixv  101 ; 

Com,  add.  cl.\7 1 

's  Prison,  Com.  Ixft  1052 

Railway  Travelling,  Uiii  599,  676 ;— on  Sun- 
days, 1014 
Railways,  Com.  add.  c/.  Ixv  99 
Townshend  Peerage,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  IzlH 

558 
Witnesses,  Indemnity  of,  Ixiii  1525 
,  Protection  to  (SootlandJ,  Ixiv  858 

Campbell,  Mr.  A.  {Argyilthire) 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ixi  641.  642 ;  Com.  moved 
for,  646,  653 ;  Leave,  Ixit  496 ;  SR.  Ixiii  99, 
101,  102, 103,  104,  1429, 1585;  Ixiv  91 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  Re-ooro.  Ixiii  1386 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  808 ;— May- 
nootb,  Ixv  393 


Canada^  Com  imported  into,  e.  Ix  332  ; — Bi$kc^ 
of,  I  Ixiii  999,  1239  ;— P«6&  Worlu^  Ixiv 
781  ;— see  Quthec— Supply 

Loan,  c.  Res.  Ixv  869,  [A.  89»  N.  9, 


M.80"l,  870;  lR.*871;  2R.»893;  Com.* 
963 ;  Hep.*  978 ;  3R .•  1064 ;  /.  iR  •  1094; 
2R.*  nil;  Rep.*  1177;  3R*  1214, 
Royal  Assent,  1300 

Canah,  see   Birmingham — CaUdtmkm — EUtt- 
mere — Sunday  Trtffic 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ix  101 

Canterbury,  Viscount 
Bribery  at  Election?,  Ixii  1370;  Ixifi  474 
Com-Laws,  2R.  Ixii  635 

Canton,  Ramom  of -- Revenue^  c.  Ixi  1348; — 
Captures  in  Chuui,  Ixii  4 

Cape  of  Good  Hope,  The,  l.  Ixiv  272 

Carbery,  I/)rd 

Education  (Ireland).  Ixv  171 

Cardigan  Electitm,  c.  Ixii  295,  473 

Cardwell,  Mr.  E.  {Clitheroe) 
Clitheroe  Election — Intimidation  of  Witoeasn* 

Ixi  1033 
Pooi^Law  Commission,  Com.  eL  1,  Ixiv  676 

Carlow  Road,  c,  lR,*lxi  1027;  2R.*  Ixu  200; 
Rep.*  Ixiii  978  ;  3R.*  1529 ;  /.  IR.*  1514  ; 
2R  *  Ixiv  1 ;  Rep.*  271 ;  3R.*  421 ;  Royal 
Assent,  780 

Carnegie,  Hon.  Capt.  S.  T.  {Stafford} 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Schedule  E.,  Ixii  1314 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  113 

Cafi*f,  Sir  /.,  Charity,  {Shaw's)  EsiaU,  L  I R,* 
Ixii  501 ;  2R.*  717;  Rep.«  Ixiii  195;  3R» 
248 ;  c.  IR.*  268 ;  2R.*  559  ;  Rep  •  1152; 
3R.*  1238 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Cassava  Powder,  see  Customs'  Acts 

Castlerigg  and  Derwtnheater  Inciosure^  c.  1 R.* 
Ix  1371;  2R.*  Ixi  136;  Ixii  903;  3R.* 
997  ;  /.  IR.*  985  ;  2R.*  1110;  Rep.*  1178; 
3R.*  1234;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiii  475 

Catholic  Grievances,  L  Ixiii  200,  1237; — sec 
Roman  Catholic 

Priests  in  Madras,  /.  Pastpooement  oC 


Motion,  Ix  140, 243 

Sptritual 


Ixiv  1290 


■    Sailors  and  Soldiers^  Ixi  59^— f /la&J 
Ixii  1129 

CattU,  Duties  on,  c.  Ixi  938;  I.  Ixii  718 ;— 4«e 
Oistom^  Ad 

CamnnU  EstaU,  L  lR.*  Ixiii  763;  2R.*  1142 ; 
Rep.*  Ixiv  939 ;  3R.*  1088 ;  c.  iR,*  109S  ; 
2R.*  Ixv  343;  Rep.*  1030;  3R.*  10*4; 
/•  Royal  Ajs«qI,  1214 


CAV.         —        CKA.        {I  N  D  E  X}        CHA.         —        CHA. 


CuvehiU  RaUwm^f  see  BelfoMi 

Cement  Stones^  Duty  on,  c.  Ixiv  788  ;  Ixv  175 ; 
— see  Ctatomt'  Acts 

Central  America — Detention  of  British  Subjects^ 
c.  Ix  809 

Challenge  of  Jurors^  iJr  eland)  y  c.  Ix  1356 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  (The  Right  Hon.  Lord 
Lynd  hurst) 

Address,  Answer  to  the,  Ix  94 ;  Ixiii  1118 

Administration  of  Justice  (Scotland),  Ixiii  1478 
I486, 1487,  1488 

Affirmations.  2IL  Ixiv  634 

Appeal,  Court  of,  IR.  Ix  1253,  1264;  2R.  Ixii 
184,197 

Bankruptcy  Laws,  Amend.  Ixi  120 ;  IR.  509, 
510 

Borough  Magistrates,  Appointment  of,  Ixii 
1238  1243  1247 

Briber^  at  Elections,  Ixii  1370 ;  2R.  Ixiii  330 

Committees.  Cbairmao  of,  Ix  39 

Copyright,  Ixiii  252  ;  Com.  777 

Counsel — Members  of  Parliament,  Ix?  738 

Creole,  Case  of  the,  Ix  326 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,  Ixi  121 

Evidence,  Uw  of,  2R.  Ixi  211,  217 

Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  2R.  Jxii  294 

Hops,  Duty  on,  Ixiii  455 

Hull,  Magistracy  of,  Ixii  506, 513,  518 

Income- Tax,3R.  Ixiv  89 

Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  3R.  Ixiti  973,  974,  975 

Justices  at  Sessions,  IR.  Ixiv  699, 781 

Legal  Reform,  Ixiii  2,  3 ;  Ixv  225,  234, 240 

Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  Ixy  2R.  757 ; 
Com.  952,  953,  962,  963 

Local  Courts,  IR.  Ix  719, 1175 

Lunacy,  Ixi  135 ;  IR.  203,  207,  208 

Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Ix  316,  977. 
1088,  1089,  1090,  1091 ;  Com.  moved  for, 
Ixi  202,  203,  410,  501,  583;  Report,  Ixv 
1120, 1121,  1124;  Re-cnm.  1179 

Poor-Law  Chaplains  ^Ireland),  Ix  632 

Queen,  Attack  on  the — Answer  to  Address, 
Ixiii  1 118;— BUI  for  Protection  of  her  Per- 
son, IR.  Ixv  101 ;    2R.  166, 170;  Com.  171 

Railway  Travelling,  Ixiii  599 

Tariff,  The,  Ixiii  599 

Townshend  Peerage,  The,  Com.  moved  for, 
ixiii  558 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (The  Right  Hon. 

H.  Goulbom)  (Cambridge  University) 
Allotment  Commissioners  (Ireland),  Ixii  1129 
Appropriation  of  the  Supplies,  Leave,  Ix  75,  76 
Belfast  Election— Privilege,  Ix  645 
Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warhurton,  Ixiii  561 
Canada  Loan,  2R.  Ixv  869 
Cbiltem  Hundreds,  Refusal  of  the,  Ixv  1105 
Church  Rates,  Leave,  Ixiii  1632 
Coinage,  The,  Ix  814 ;  Ixiii  1427, 1492 ;  Ixiv 

214, 423, 755;  Ixv  181 
Common-law  Courts  (Ireland),  Ixiii  985;  Ixv 

764 
Corn  Laws — ^Avemges,  Ix  1242 
Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,  Ixii  311 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tarifi— Cassava  Powder, 

Ixiii 722 ;— SpiriU  (IiYland),  980 ;— Leather, 

1365 ;— Cottons,  1380,  1388;— Coals,  1545, 

1559;  3R.  add.  W.  Ixiv  722 
Danish  Claims,  Ixv  840 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — continued* 

Dean  Forest — Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com. 
Ixiii  1598,1664 

Dover,  Harbour  of  Refuge  at,  Ixiv  1 131 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  3R«  Ixv 
1079 

Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  215,  218, 493;  Ixv 
817,  832 

Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  Ix  295, 899.971, 1004, 
1005 ;  Leave,  1377,  1389,  1393,  1398,  1399, 
1400;  1x1303,514;  Ixv  1187 

Comptroller  of  the,  Ix  806,  1015 

Loan  Acts,  Ixi  497 

Excise  Duties  Compounds,  Ixiii  318 

Financial  Statement,  Ixi  484,  489 

Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  860;  Rep.  Ixii  102; 
Com.  1073  ;  cl.  1, 1086,  1087  ;  Schedule  A. 
1089,  1092,  1093;  Schedule  B.  1100;  Sche- 
dule  C.  1104, 1105;  Schedule  D.  1259,1266, 
1302;  cL  3,  1382  ;  cl.  4.  ib.,  J  386;  cl.  60, 
1388,  1389,  1390;  cl.  87,  1391,  1393;  add. 
cl.  1396;  cl.  94,  Ixiii  234,  235  ;  cl.  95,  ib.; 
cl.  96,  236,  238  ;  cl.  98,  241 ,  243 ;  add.  cl. 
244,  245,  247;  Rep.  add.  cl.  311,  313; 
Mr. Gill's  Amend.  316;  3R.  1035;  add.  el. 
1051,  1054 ;  Ixv  1075 ;— On  Foreign  Funds, 
1145 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  850 

Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of.  Com. 
moved  for,  Ixii  1146 

Limitations  of  Actions  (Ireland),  Rep.  Ixv  1213 

Manufacturers,  The  —  The  Truck  System, 
Ixi  53 

Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  701 

Naval  Officers,  Retiring  Pensions  to,  Ixi  137 

Opium  seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation 
for,  1x1 777. 785,  787 

Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  214 

Port  Wine  Duty,  Ixv  1093 

Post  Office,  Ixii  1231 

Prison  Discipline  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1318 

Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  133 

Railways,  Tax  on,  Ixi  512 

Savings  Banks,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixtv  1099 

South  Australia,  3R.  Ixv  486 

Spirits  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii  597 

Stamps  and  Assessed  Taxes,  Com.  Ixv  153,  166 

Sugar  Duties,  Ixiii  1155 

Supply— China,  Ixiv  1368;— Canada,  1369;— 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Ixv  91,  95,  96, 
97  ;— Education,  185;— London  University, 
198;— British  Museum,  200;— Prince  Ed- 
ward's Island,  201;— Svria,  615;- Civil 
Contingencies,  847 ;— South  Australia  852  ; 
India  and  China,  860 

Timber  Trade,  Ixiii  269 

Tobacco  Trade  Regulations,  Com.  Ixv  923 

Ways  and  Means— Exchequer  Bills,  Ixii  1043 

Chancery  J  Court  gf,  Officers  Abolition^  L  1R.* 
Ixiv  1240 ;  2R.»  Ixv  487  ;  3R.*  834 ;  c.  1 R  ♦ 
835;  2R.*  893;  Com*  963;  978;  Rep* 
1030 ;  3R.*  1064 ;  I. ;  Royal  Assent,  1214  ; 
wtt  Appeals 

ChajdainSf  see  Poor-Lano  Cht^iUuns 

Chapman,  Mr.  K.{Wldtby) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Fish,  Ixiii  724 ; 

Timber,  900 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  add*cl,  Ixiit  314 
Masters  of  Merchants  Ships — Leave.  Ixv  766 
Timber  Ships,  Overloading  of,  Ixi  303 


CHA. 
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Charitable  Funds,  see  Income^Tax 

'Pawn  Offices  (Ireland),c.  IR.*  Ixi?  422  ; 


2R.*  787;  Com.*  860;  Rep*  979;  3R.* 
1095  ;  /.  IR.*  1 165  ;  2R.*  Ixv  1 ;  Cora.  99 ; 
Rep.*  166;  3R.*316;  Royal  Assent,  871 

Cbarleville,  Earl  of 
Drainage,  (Ireland),  Com.  Iz?  318 

Charter  House  HospUal  Estate,  I.  iR*  Ixii 
1233 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  1 ;  Rep.*  963  ;  3R.*  995; 
c.  IR.*  1014  ;  2R.*  1316 ;  Rep.*  IxW  173 ; 
3R.*  196;  /.  Royal  Assent,  422 

The  People's  c.  Ixii  1373;-'See  National 


PetUion 

Cheese,  see  Custonu*  Acts 

Chelsea  Hospital,  c.  lR.»  Ixiv  1095;  2R.^ 
1289  ;  3R.*  Ixv  124  ;  /.  lR»  166  ;  2R.«  395 ; 
3R.*  569  ;— Royal  Assent,  871 

Chelsea,  Viscount  (Reading) 

Blection  Compromises,  Ixiii  210 ;  Ixv  798 

Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Utwm  Railway, 
c.  iR*  Ix  1091;  2R.*lxi41;  Rep.  1339; 
Adj.  [A.  74,  N.  110,  M.  36],  1346;  3R.* 
Ixii  2;  /.  IR.*  1 ;  2a*  456;  Rep.*  1357; 
3R  *  Ixiii  195  ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Magistrates  of,  c.  Ixv  243,  399 

Chester,  Bishop  of 
Plea  of  Not  Guilty,  Ixiii  1515 

Chester  Canal,  see  EUesmere 

Child  Murder,  c.  Ixi  722 

Childers,  Mr.  J.  W.  (Malton) 
Cattle,  Duties  on,  Ixi  938 
Corn- Laws,  Ministerial  plan,  Ix  461 ;  Com.  Ixi 

545 ;  cl.  29 ;  Amend.  1299, 1300, 1301,  1315, 

1332 
Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,  Ixii 

321,322,323 
Distress  of  tlie  Country,  Ixiv  1188 
Financial  Statement,  Ixi  485 
Gold  Cotnaire,  The,  Ixiii  1427, 1492 
Great  Marlow  Election,  Ixii  374 
Supply—Education,  Ixv  187, 189 

Children  m  Coal  Mines,  see  Mines 

Chiltem  Hundreds,  Refusal  of  the,  c.  Ixv  1102 

CAina,  War  in—Hong  Kong,  c.  Ixi  608 ;  Ixiv 
1368; — see  Canton—Opium — Supply 

Charley  Roads,  see  Rlackbum 

Christie,  Mr.  W.  D.  (Weymouth) 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  372 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Stones.  Ixiii  1496 
Income  Tax,  Com.  2od.  Res.  Ixi  1274 ;   SR. 

Ixii  1031 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  848 

Christmas,  Mr.  W.  (Waterford  CUy) 
Com- Laws — Ministerial   Plan,  Ix  561; — ^Mr. 
Wodehou8e*s  Amend.  11 98;  3R.add.  cU  Ixii 
70 
Income  Tax,  Com.  2nd.  Res.  Ixi  1274 


Christopher,  Mr.  R.  A.  (LmcolnMlttrt) 

Com-lAWs — Ministerial  Plan,  1x587  ; — Amend 
1093,    1157;— Mr.    Wodehoose's    Amend. 
1 199;  Com.  el.  27,  Ixi  1328 ;  add.  eL  1338 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff;  Ixii  410 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Mab- 
Bon,lxii  1194,1197 

Christopher's  {or  Manner^s)  EstaU,  L  lR.*  Ixiii 
195;  2R.*  321;  Rep.*  1512;  3R*  1598; 
c.  1  R.»  1609 ;  2R.*  Ixiv  422 ;  Rep.*  1009 ; 
3R.*  1095;  /.  Royal  Assent,  1240 

Church,  Compulsory  Attendance  at,  c.  Ix.  309 

Externum,  c.  Ix  104,  1270;  Ixi  1115; 

Ixii  1381;  Ixiii  1611;  Ixv  86>  242;— 
Dean  Forest 

of  Scotland,  c.  Ix  103;  Ixi  618;  Con. 


moved  for,  646,  [A.  62,  N.  139.  M.  77]. 
653 ;  Leave,  Ixii  496 ;  1 R.  497 ;  2R.  Ixiii 
97,  QA.  48,  N.  131,  M.  83],  109,  155,  1427; 
Bill  put  off,  1584 ;  Ltiv  90  ;  /.  554 

Rates,  e.  Ix  70;  Leave,  Ixiii  1613,  [A. 


80,  N.  162,  M.  82],  1637;  Ixv  963 

Stretton  and  Longdon  Roads,  c.  iR.* 


Ixi  299 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  600 ;  Rep.«  1238  ;  3R* 
1316;  /.  IR,*  1312;  2R*  1518$  Rep.^ 
1598 ;  3R.*  Ixiv,  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  173 

Welsh,  c.  Ix,  730 


Cioil  Bill  Decrees  {Ireland),  c.  Leave,  Ixii, 
869;  lR.*i6.;  2R.*  1054;  Rep.*  1178; 
3R.*  Ixiii,  4;  /.  iR.*  195;  2R.*  1312; 
Rep.*  1422 ;  3R.*  ib;  Royal  Assent,   Ixiv, 

173 

— —  Cbfi/tf^enciei,  see  Supply 


Clancarty,  Earl  of 
Drainage  (Ireland),  Com.  Ixv  319 
Education  (Ireland),  Ixiv  647;  Ixv  171.  834 
Poor*Law  Chaplains  (Ireland),  Ix  626, 632 

Clandestine  Outlawries,  c.  IR.*  Ix.  40 

Clanricarde,  Marquess  of 
Aberdeen,  Earl  of— The  French  Ambnandar, 

Ixi  410 
Algiers,  Posseaslon  of,  Ixi  121 
(^m-Lairs,  Com.  Table  of  Duties,  Ixli  900. 901 
Counsel — Members  of  Plarliaaent,  Ixv  749 
Country,  Sute  of  the,  Ixv  488 
Cusloffls'  Acts— The  Tariff;  SR.  Ixiv  966 
Distreas,  National,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  1274, 
Drainage  (Ireland),    Com.  Ixv  318;    d.  2 

Amend.  322 
Income-Tax,   3R.  Ixiv  81,  8ft  s    Adjoofua. 

86, 88, 283,  293 
LimiUtion  of  Acdooa  (Ireland),  Ixv  2IL  753 
Magistracy  (Ireland) —fifr.  Si.  Geoife,  Ixir 

278  280 
Marriages,  Diasentets'   /Ireland),   Ix  97,  99. 

316,  976;  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  202,  203; 

Report,  Ixv  1124 
Mines  and  Collieries,   Ixv  7i  104;    Rr-eam. 

cLl,  586 
National  Distress,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii  1140 
Newfoundland  Bill,  2R.  Ixv  1179 
Newgate  Regulations — Sympathy  willi  Criqu  • 

nals,  Ixiii  1007 
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Clanricarde,  Marqtiew  of    conimueiL 

Outrages  (Ireland),  Ixv  1 116 
Railways,  Com.  add*  el.  Ixv  100 
Spain— The  French  AmbaMador,  Ixi  503, 506 
Spirit  Duties  (Ireland),  3R.  Ixii  989,  1051 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  2R.  Ixv  834 
Tipperary,  State  of,  Ixiii  970,  973;— Special 
Commission,  1513, 1514 ;  Ixiv  280,  282 

Clarence  and  Hartlaool  Junction  RaUwc^,  see 
Great  North  of  England 

Clarendon,  Earl  of 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  The,  Ixiv  972 
Com-Laprs,  Com.  Ixii  732 
Income-Tax.  3R.  Ixiv  67,  79 
Law  of  Merchant  and  Factor,  3R.  Ixii  996 
Spain,  Invasion  of,  Ixi  1 

Clay,  Sir  W.  {Tower  HamleU) 

Corn-LAw»— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  448 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  959 ;  2R.  Ixii  1019 

Clee  Incioture,  c.  1R»  Ix  802;  2R.«  1175; 
3R.*  Ixi  755 ;  /.  IR  *  722  ;  2R .•  929  j  3R.» 
1109;  Royal  Assent,  Ixii  985 

Clements,  Viscount  {Leitrim  Co,) 
Distressof  the  Country,  Ixiv  1186 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Ixiii  423,  434 ;    Com. 

moved  for,  Ixiv  838, 864, 855, 857 ;  Ixv  637 
Electors  Removal,  3R.  Ixiii  1595 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  84 
Police  Rewards  (Ireland),  Ixv  344 
Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  Ixiii  417 
Supply^Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  820;— May- 

nooth,  379 

Clergy,  WcMt  India,  see  Bishoprici 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  (Stamford) 

BelhBi  Election— Privilege,  Ix  534, 536 

Caledonian  Canal,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  835 

Excise  Duties,  Com.  Ixii  500 

Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  978, 1118,  1131  ;  Sche- 
dule A,  Ixii  1090 ;  el.  87, 1391 

Municipal  Corporations  Bill,  Ixiv  1291 

Mutiny  Bill,  Report,  Ixi  1890 

PeUtiouing,  Right  of,  Ixii  8, 488 

Fbst-Oflice,  Ixii  1889 

Pointing  Committee,  Ix  188 

Southampton  Election,  Ixi  480:— Mr.  Wren, 
Ixii,  1068 

Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  8R.  Ixiii  1150 

Supply,  Com.  Ix  193,  196;  Ixii  713,  714;— 
China,  Ixiv  1368,  1369;  — Kingstown  Har- 
bour, 1371  ;— MiscelUneous  Estiomtes,  Ixv 
181 ,— Caledonian  Canal,  613 ;— Civil  Contin- 
gencies, 843, 846 

Ways  and  Means,  Ixi  488 ;— Exchequer  Bills, 
Ixii  1043  ^ 

Ckrkenwelt  Lnprooementf  c.  iR*  Ixi  1110; 
2R .•  Ixiii  269  ;  llep.»  884  j  3R.»  978 ;  /. 
1R.»995  5  2R.»1142;  Rep.*  1236;  3R.» 
1313 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Cleveland,  Duke  of 
Corn-Laws,  Com.  Ixii  750;  cL  17,  898 
Gold  Coinage,  The,  Ixiii  1467 


Cleveland'i  Duke  of,  Eitaie,  I.  iR*  Ixiii  553; 
2R.*  881;  Rep.*  Ixiv  271 ;  3R.*  422;  c. 
1R*431;  2R.*750;  Rep*  1289;  3R.* 
Ixv  17;  /.  Royal  Assent,  222 

CliiTord  of  Chudleigh,  Lord 
Catholic  Grievances,  Ixiii  200,  201 

s  in  Madras,  Postponement  of  MoUon, 
Ix  140,  843;  Ixiii  330 

CUtheroe  Election,  clxi  931 ;— Intimidation  of 
Witnesses,  1032 

Cloncurry,  Lord 
Drainage  (Ireland),  Com.  Ixv  319 
Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  172 
Maynooth,  Education  at,  Ixii  458 
Queen's  Letter,  The — ^Distress  (Ireland),  Ixiv 

1.8 
Spirit  Duties  (Ireland),  3R.  Ixii  1051 
Tipperary,  State  of,  Ixiii  97i 

Clyde  Navigation,  see  Forth 

Coal  Duties,  I  Ixi  834  ;  Ixii  639 ;  Ixiii  1491  ;— 
see  CuMtonu^  Act$ 

Cobdeo,  Mr.  R.  {Stockport) 

Colonial  Customs  Duties,  Com.  Ixii  570,  571 

Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  835 ;— Bur- 
dens on  Land,  739;— Total  Repeal,  957, 
1048,  1068;— Com.  Ixi  558 ;— Regulation  of 
Wages,  Ixii  83;  add.  el.  71 ;  That  the  Bill 
do  pass,  75  i — Repeal,  Com.  moved  Ixiv  1357 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Ixiii  718; 
—Cheese,  748;  — Leather,  1364,  1365;— 
Cottons,  1368, 1370, 1381, 1383, 1397 

Distress  in  the  Manufacturing  Districts,  Ixiii 
1154;— of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for, 
1665;  Ixiv  1809,  1838;— Re-assembling  of 
Parliament,  Ixv  481  {—Public,  Adjourn.  55i, 
556, 560,  561 

Inoome-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1806,  1818;  IR.  Ixii 
703 

Mano&ctnrers,  The — ^The  Truck  System,  Ixi 
47,  668,  663,  664 ;  Ixii  856 

Mexico  and  Texas,  Ixv  964 

Poor-lAw  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  607 

Reform  in  Representation,  Ixii  967,  978,  979 

Stockport,  Distress  at.  Ix  801 

Sugar  Duties,  Ixiii  1178 

Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  98, 114 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  D.  R.  W.  B.  (Bri^port) 

Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton,  Ixiii  478, 
568,563,915,1114 

Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  Ixi  638, 648 ;  8R. 
Ixiii  103 

Copyright,  Leave,  Ix  191 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 
490 ; — Exclusion  of  Members  from  the  Com- 
mittee, Ixiv  637,  638,  639;— Evidence  given 
by  Members,  778,  982, 1015  ;  Ixv  818 

Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  585 

Railways,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiv  178 

Supply — ^Maynooth,  Ixv  385 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A,  D.  R.  W.  B.,  see  Election 
Compronuei 

Cockbam,  Sir  G.  (R^inm) 
Elton,  Mr.,  bis  case,  Ix  201, 730,  731 
Flag  Officers,  Returns,  moved  for,  Ixiv  1163 


coc. 
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Cockbum,  Sir  G. — contmued* 
Haslar  Lunatic  Asylum,  Izv  401 
Manby,  Captain,  Ixiii  1055 
Masters  of  Merchant  Ships,  Leave,  Ixv  767 
Monuments  to  Naval  Officers,  Uv  1203 
Naval  Promotions,  Ixv  152 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  90,  99,  105,  200,  201  ;— 

Light  Gold,  Ixiv  196,344  ;— Leave,  197 
Slave-Trade,  Ixlii  91 

Vessels,  Captured,  Ixiii  1640 

Supply — Miscellaneous  Estimates — Syria,  Ixv 

618— India  and  China,  857 
Warner,  Captain,  his  invention,  Ixv  1050 

Coffee,  see  Cmtom*  Actt 

Coinage,  The,  c.  Ix  814  ;  Ixiii  1427  ;  /.  1466  ; 
c.  1492  ;  Ixiv  196, 198,  344,  345,  422,  702, 
754  ; — Defacing  the,  Ixv  179 ;— see  Silver 
Standard 

Colbome,  Lord 

Pentonville  Prison,  2R.  Ixiii  883;  Com.  973 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  Ixiii  686 

Colchester,  Lord 
Admiralty,  The  late,  Ixi  131 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  2R.  Ixiv  975 
Greenwich  Hospital  Schools,  Ixii  471 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  138 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Ixiv  698 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Re-oom.  el.  \,  Ixv  586 

Colebrooke,  Sir  E.  (TawrUon) 
Supply — India  and  China,  Ixv  855 

CoUectionsfor  the  Muteum,  see  Supply 

ColUeriei,  EmpUnftnent  of  Children  in,  see 
Mmee 

Colling,  Mr.  W.  ( Warwick) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  188 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  983 

Colonial  CuUom  Dutia,  see  Britith  Foueuions 
Abroad 

Ecclesioiticai  Ettahlishmentt,  see  Sup- 
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Committees,  Chairman  of,  L  Ix  39 

Common  Law  Courts  (Ireland)  c.  Ixiii  985 ;  1 R.* 
Ixv  124;  2R.*  343  ;  Bill  withdrawn^  761 

Commutation  of  Sentence,  c.  Ixv  1 188 

Compromises,  see  Election  Compromises 

Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer,  c.  Ix  806, 1013 


pljf 


Emigration,  see  Emigration 

— *  Lands,  Sale  of,  c.  Leave,  Ix  76 

Passengers  ^  Fan  Diemen's  Land,  c. 

IR.*  1x881,  2R.  1179,  1355;  Com.  1x1 
419  i  Rep.*  837;  Com.  Ixii  497;  Rep.  Ixiii 
582  ;  3R.*  Ixiv  983  ;  Ixv  644  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Hawes)  [o.  g.  A.  118,  N.  24,  M.  94l,  666  ; 
Bill  passed,  667 ;  /•  lR.»  728;  2R.*  889; 
Com.*  934 ;  Rep.*  1008;  3R.*  1061 ;  Royal 
Assent,  1301 


Produce,  see  Com-Laws 


Colville,  Mr.  C.  R.  {Berkshire) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  189 
Child  Murders,  Ixi  782 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariffr-R^^^^''*  l"*^  743, 
Poor- Law — GilbertUnions,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi 
8S2 ;  Com.  Ixiv  270 

Commercial  Relations  with  France,  c.  Ixiii  1018 

-^—  Treaties,  see  Broii^ — rcjpu— 7Ww 


Conolly,  Colonel  £.  M.  (JJoncgal  Cn.) 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  919 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  849, 

852 
Paisley,  Distress  at,  Ixiii  887 

Consolidated  Fund,  c.  IR  *  Ixi  511 ;  2R  •  584 ; 
3R,»  837;  L  IR.*  835;  2R.*  929j  3R.* 
t6. ;  Royal  Assent,  1109 

(No.  2)  c.  IR-*  Ixv  963  ; 

2R  *  977 ;  Com.*  1030 ;  Rep  •  1064 ;  3R,» 
1094;  /.  IR.*  ib.  2R.*  1111  ;  Rep.*  1177  ; 
3R.*  1197  ;  Royal  Assent,  1301 

Constables,  see  Publie  Meetings 

Constabukay,  see  Norfolk — Parish 

Consul-General  of  Texas,  see  Elliott,  Captain 

Consular  Establishmeni,  c.  Ixi  220 ;— «ee  ^^9^ 

Contempt  of  the  House,  see  Great  Marlow 

Controverted  Elections,  c.  Ixiii  814  ;^see  Eiec* 
tion  Petitions  Trial 

Cottoicts—Hulks,  c.  Ix  147 

Copeland,  Mr.  Aid.  W.  T.  (Stoke^on-TVenl) 
Tnick  System,  The — ^Frauds  of  Manufactmen, 

Ixii  863 
Wages,  Payment  of — AppoiDlment  of  Coib- 

mittee,  Ixiii  319 

Copper,  see  Ctctfomi'  Acts 

Copyright  {ALr.  Godson),  c  Leave,  Iz  191  ; 
IR.*  192;  2R.730 

— ^— ^  Amendment  (Lofxf  MahofC),  c.  Leawe, 
Ix  1429;  lR.*lxi41 ;  2R.694  ;Rep.*  1109: 
Com.  1116;  Re-com.  cl,  1,  1346;  cL  3, 
1391,  [;A.56,N.68,  M.12j,  1397  ;  AmeDa. 
"A.  91,  N.  33,  M.  58],  1398;  2nd  Amend. 
o.  g.  A.  22,  N.  161,  M.  793*  1400 ;  Sod 
3iv.  Qo.  9.  A.  96,  N.  17,  M.  79]],  1401 ;  W. 
4,  [^A.  69,  N.  26,  M.  43],  1402  ;  Com.  cL 
15,  Ixii  890,rA.  36,  N.  11,  M.  25].  892 ;  eC 
24, t6.;  Rep.* 903;  3R.*1110;t  IR.*  II7T, 
Ixiii  252 ;  2R.*  321 ;  Com.  777 ;  Rep.* 
1512 ;  3R.*  Ixiv  538  ,  Royftl  Assent,  858 


1^ 


er 


:,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ix 


128;  Leave,  129;  1R.«  131 ;  2  R.  Ixi  667  ; 
Rep.*  Ixiv  422 ;  Com.  Ixt  568 ;  Rep.  965, 
[A.  73,  N.  14,  M.  593  973 ;  cl.  3,  (a.  7B» 
N.  13,  M.  65],  976;  3R.*  978;  I  iR.* 
1007  ;  2R.*  1061 ;  Rep.*  1112  ;  3R.*U77  j 
Royal  Assent,  1214 

Corehouse,  Lord,  c  Ixii  3 

CorA»,8ee  Customs  Acts 

Corn  Ameriam,  e,  Uv  841 


COR. 


—        COR.  {INDEX}        COR.        —        COW. 


Com  Average$,  c.  Ix  1 006 ;— J^cl  of,  on  TUket, 
Ixi  43  ;^AddUional  Towtu,  44 

,  Bonded,  c.  Leave,  Ixi  646  ;  1R.*  583 

(No.  2),  c  Committee,  Ixiv  537 ; 


1 R  •  550;  2R.  lx¥  344,  [A.  116,  N.  29,  M. 
87],  354 ;  Com*  491 ;  Rpp.*  588 ;  3R.* 
631;  (.  IR*  728;  2R.  889;  Rep*  934; 
3R.*  1008 ;  Royal  Assent  1214 

— ,  Conv^ance  of,  from  America,  e.  Ix  1177, 
1270  ; — Importation  of,  Ixi  42,  404 

Dutiei  Repeal,  I  (Earl  of  Radnor)  IR.* 
Xvt  833 ;  2R.  1009;— Protest  1026 

— ,  Foreign,  Importation  qf,c,  Ixir  1133,  [A. 
113,  N.  175,  M.  62],  1160;  Ixv  493, 1229 

—  Importation  mi,  r.   IR.  Ixi  44,   136; 
2R.     304,  [A.  284,    N.    176,    M.    1081, 
405,  513  ;  Com.  519,  {k.  230,  N.  115,  M. 
1 15],  572  ;  cl.  2, 574  ;  cL  5,  579 ;  d.  8.  ib. ; 
cl.  9,  580,  [r.  p.  A.  89,  N.  64,  M.  25],  581, 
94U  1297.  1320  ;  c/.  29, 1299,  [A.  202,  N. 
69,  M.  1331, 1332 ;  a.  14, 1323  ;  el  18,  ib. ; 
el,  26,  1326  ;  d.  27,  ib.,  [A.  242,  N.  37,  M. 
205],  1330;   add    d.   1335;   Rep.  1403; 
3R.  Ixii  23,  Amend.  {Reg^^ation  of  Wages), 
ib.,  [o.  0.  A.  236^  N.  86,  M.  150],  58 ;  Ad- 
journ. [A.  68,  N.  247,  M.  179],  61  ;  3R. 
[A.  229,  N.  90,  M.  139],  63;  add.  el.  66 
(Mr.  French  J ;   d.  neg.  71 ;    2nd  add.  d. 
(Mr.  Johnston),  ib, ;  d,  neg,  72 ;  3rd  add.  d. 
(Mr.  Wakley),  ib.   c/.  nes.  75;  Bill  passed 
t6.;  /.  IR.*  i6.;  457;  2R.  572,  [Contents 
119,   NotXonteots    17,    M.    102],    637: 
Amend,  [p.  q.  Contents  109,  N.  5,  M.  104] 
ib.'.  Protest  t6.;—(  Fir  a/  Dufy)  720;  Com. 
721,  Amend.  [Contents  71,  Not-Contents 
207,  M.   136],  801;    1st  Resolution  (Lord 
Brougham)  [Contents  9,  Not-Conteots 96, 
M.  87],  804  ;  2nd  Res.  [|(3ontents  6,  Not- 
Contents  87,  M.  81],  ib.\  895;  c/.  12,  c/. 
13,  896;  d.  17,  897,  [[Contents  80,  NoU 
Contenu  12,  M.68],  898 ;  Table  of  Duties, 
Amend.  899,  \o.  q.  Contents  50,  Not-Con- 
tents 7,  M.  43],  902 ;— (^uiR6er  of  Townt), 
Amend.  [Contents  3,  Not-Contents  29,  M. 
26],    t6.;   3R.  (^Duiiei  on    Cattle),    991; 
Protest,  995 ;  Royal  Assent,  1234 

— -  Laws,  c.  Ix  40,  72 ;  L  {Edinburgh  Caitfer~ 
eiicc)131 ;-  {Woollen  Manufacturet)  133 ;  c. 
(Minitterial  Plan)  201,  245,  329;  Adj.  De- 
bate,  334,  448,  538,  [A.  349,  N.  226,  M.. 
123],  620;—  Barley,  Oo/s,  jt;.—  Colonial 
Produce;  Amend.  (Mr.  Wodehouse),  1184, 
To.  q.  A.  256,  N.  53,  M.  203],  1221 ;  Amend. 
(Mr,  W.  S.  O'BnenJ,  1229,  [A.  39,  N.  135, 
M.  97],  1240 ;  Report,  1357 ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
£.  Buller),  1360;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hastie) 
1366  ;— /.  (PetitionM)  241, 316)  434,  634  ;— 
e.  (Manchetter  Declaration)  639; — (Wattage) 
646',-^ {Total  Repeal)  Mr.  Villiers,  648; 
Adj.  Debate,  730,  814,  902,  1018,  [A.  90, 
N.  393,  M.  303],  1082  ;--(Jfiipectors)  728; 
—  C -Bunfeiis  on  Land)  729; — Amend. 
(Mr.  Christopher)  1093,  [o.  q.  A.  306, 
N.   104,  M.  202],  1168;— (Qticai%  pro- 


dm-JLotirf— conti  nurd. 
duced)  ^37 5; -{Public  Distrett)  Ixiii  1599; 
— (i^pec/)  Mr.  Villiers,  Com.  moved  for, 
Ixiv  1307,  [o.  q.  A.  231,  N.  117,  M.  114], 
1365  ;^-see  AntuCom  Law — Canada — Flour 
'■^Grinding. 

Cornwall,  Duchy  of,  c.  iR.*  Ix  327  ;  2R.* 
530;  3R.*  1091;  /.  iR*  1088;  2R.» 
Ixi  120;  Com.*  202;  3R.«  409;  Royal 
Assent,  583. 

Coroners,  Power  of,  c.  Leave,  Ixii  491 ; — see 
Warwick 

Cottenham  Drainage,  e.  IR.*  Ix  802;  2R.* 
1175  ;  Rep.*  Ixii  997;  3R.*  1054  ;  /.  iR* 
1050;  2R.*  1178;  Rep.*  Ixiii  195  3R.* 
248 ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Inclosure,  IR.*  Ix  802 ;  2R.*  1175  ; 


3R.*  Ixi  837;  /.  iR.*  835;  2R.*  1026; 
Rep.*  Ixii  572 ;  3R.*  717 ;  Royal  Assent, 
985 

Cottenham,  Lord 
Appeal,  Court  of,  lR.lx  1259;  SR.  Ixii  191 
Bribery  at  Elections,  2R.  Ixiii  326 
Copyright,  Com.  Ixiii  810 
County  Courts  3R.1xv631 
Creole,  Case  of  the,  Ix  326 
Debtor  and  Creditor,  Law  of,  Ixv  489 
Hull,  Magistracy  of,  Ixii  512, 514 
Law  Reforms,  Ixv  232 
Local  Couru,  IR.  1x718 
Lunacy,  IR.  Ixi  206,  207 
Marriages  (Ireland),  Re-com.  Ixv  1179 
Queen,  Protection  of  her  Person,  2R.  Ixv  169 
Railways,  Com.  add  cl.  Izv  100 

Cottons,  see  Customs*  Acts 

Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,e.  Ixii  309 
■  Members  of  Parliament,  L  Izv  730 

Country,  State  of  the,  L  Ix?  487;  see  Distress 

County  Courts,  {Salaries  and  Expenses  J  L  iR.* 
Ixiii  1598;  2R.*  1xt224;  Com.*  487;  c. 
Ixv492;  /.  3R.  630;  c,  iR.*  671 ;  2R.* 
893 ;  Com.  1074, 1094  ;  Rep.*  1125 ;  Com. 
1182;  Bill  postponed,  1187;  —  see  Local 
Courts 

Courtenay,  Visconnt  {Devonshire) 
Poor-Liw  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  249 

Courts  of  Law,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii  736  ; 
—see  (bounty 

(Coventry  Boundary,  c.  IR.*  Ixv  893;  2R.* 
963 ;  Com.*  1064,  1094,  Rep.*  1 125  ;  3R.* 
1211,  QA.  47,  N.  3,  M.  44],  1212 ;  /.  iR.* 
1177;  2R.*  1214;  3R.*  1197 ;  Royal 
Assent,  1301 

Cowards  Divorce,  /.  1R.*  Ixi  1026  ;  2R.*  Ixiii 
1584;  Com.  1598  ;  3R.*  Ixiv  271 ;  c.  IR.* 
422 ;  2R.*  635  ;  Rep.*  Ixv  241 ;  3R.* 
322 ;  l.  Royal  Assent,  871 

Cowper  Hon.  W.  F.  {Hertford) 
Church  of  Scotland,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  647 
Corn-laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  1033 


cow.      — 


cus. 
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Covrperi  Hon.  W.  F.— con/tntfeef. 

Distress,  Pablic,  Ixv  558 
Great  Marlow  Blectioo,  Izii  374 
Greenwich  Hospital  Schools,  Ixiv  829,  838 
Health  of  Towns— Burials,  Leave,  \xv,  1033 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Izi  1218;  Petitions  against, 

Ixii  296,  307 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  197 
Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  140 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S.  {Rochdale) 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  cl.  27»  726 
China,  Ixiv  1368, 1369 
Church-Rates,  Leave,  Ixiii  1627 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  1035 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1069 

(Ireland),  Ixv  606,  612 

Election  Compromises,  Ixv  827 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1253;    IR.  Ixii  703; 
Com.  Schedule  D.,  Amend.  1256,  1311 ;  3R. 
Amend  xliii.  986 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  3R.  Ix  1373 
Nottingham)  New  Writ  naoved  for,  Ixiii  1445 ; 

Ixv  861 
Poor-law  Commission,  Leave,  Ixiii  451;  2R. 

Amend.  Ixiv  94 ;  Com.  611;  c/.  1,  Amend. 

Ixv  41,  325 ;  el,  23, 339 ;  add.  cL  375 ;  3R. 

496 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  907 
Supply— Education — Singing,  Ixf  860 

Crawfurd^s  EitaU,  see  MiUoiCt 

Creole,  CoMe  of  the,  I  Ix  317 

Criminal  Law— Killing  a  Goat  (^Ireland),  c. 
Ix  635,  728 

m   ■  JuritdktionqfCourti  of  Quarter  &s- 
«iofU,  /.  IR.*  Ui  722 

Crimimdi,  Surrender  of  Expatriated,  c.  Ixv  322 

Cripps,  Mr.  W.  (Ctrenoetler) 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1592 
Kingsclere  Indosure,  3R.  add  el.  Ixii  883 
Supply— Registration,  Ixv  200 

Crofnarty  Court  Houae,  see  Ron 
Croydon  RuUwmf,  see  London 

Currie,  Mr.  R.  {Northampton) 
Income-Tax,  IR.  Ixii  685 

Curteis,  Mr.  H.  B.  (Rye) 

Elton,  Mr.,  his  case,  Ix  200 ;  Ixi  181,  191 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1211,  1215;  3R.  Ixiii 

1032 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  697 
Monuments  to  Naval  Heroes,  Ixv  977 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  7th  Res.  Ixii  48 
Petitions  against  the  Income-Tax,  Ixii  307 
Poor-Law  Unions,  Ixii  495 
Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  149 

CuMtona*  AcU—The  Tariff,  c.  Ixiit  351,  Com. 
[A.  219,  N.  152,  M.  67],  412  ;  Amend. 
512,  [p,  q.  A.  281,  N.  108,  M.  173],  549; 
-^Cattle,  610;  1st  Res.  Amend.  617,  [A. 
113,  N.  380,  M.  267],  671;  Adj.  Debate, 
687;  Amend.  (Mr.  VilUers),  702,  [A.  44, 
N.  209,  M.  1653,  706;  Amend.  (Major 
Vivian),  708 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  S.  0*Brien) 
[o.  q.  A.  131,  N.  32^  M.  89],  720;-*CaiMWi 


CHetema*  AetM^The  rarsj^.— coatinued. 

Powder,  722  ;— /liA,  723 ;— Fmit,  730,  [A. 
110,  N.  51,  M-  59],  735;— Bflcwi,  738; — 
Butter,  740 ;  Amend.  741,  [A.  59,  N.  115* 
M.  56],  744 ;— CAeese,  745 ;   Amend.  [A. 
37,  N.  82,  M.  45],  751 ;— Oiiionf  75«; — 
Potatoe*,7bZ  ;—Or«f— Copper,  755,  QA.  158, 
N.  7,  M,   151],  761  J— Jnm  Ban,  762; — 
SpiriU  (Jre^oiid),  888  ;—Oiik,  891 ;  Amend. 
[p.  q,  A.  108,  N.  41,  M.  67],  898;— TtMfer, 
900 ;  Amend.  1280,  [A.  16,  N.  243.  M. 
227].  1302;— leo/AfT,  1364,  [A.   t48.  N. 
36,  M.   112],  1365  ;—Cottoiit,  1366,  [r.^ 
A.  36,  N.  156,  M.  120],  1382,1387 ;  Amcoa. 
(Captain  Mangles)  [A.  42,  N.  56,  M.  14\ 
1389;  Amend.  (Dr.  Bowring)[A.  44,  N. 
97,  M.  53],  1398;— TToo/,  1399;  Amesd. 
(Mr.  C.  Wood)  FA.  65,  N.  122,  M,  57], 
1420;  Amend.  (Mr.  O.  W.  Wood)  [A.  47, 
N.  96,  M.  49],  1422 ;— Sift,  1455  ;  Aoaeod. 
(Mr.  Grimsditch)  [o.  q.  A.  240,  N.  22,  M . 
218],  1460;  Amend.  (Dr.  Bowring),  1462; 
— QiUet,  Amend.    (Mr.    MiteheU)   1493, 
[o.  q.  A.  163,  N.  35,  M.  1283,  1494  ;^ 
Stone$,  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes),  1495  i^Cef- 
fee.  Amend.  (Visct.  Uowick)  1499,  [A.  48, 
N.  81,  M.  33],  1505 ;  Amend.  (Vitcu  Sa»> 
don)  1506,  [A.  69,  N.  133,  M.  64],  1508; 
— TVo,  1510;  — Grfo,  Amend.  (Mr.  T. 
Duncombe)  [A.  81,  N.  137,  M.  56J,  it.  ,^— 
Straw  Hats,  Amend.  (Dr.  Bowring)  1513  ;— 
Coals,  1545 ;  Amend.  (Visct.  HowidL)  [o  f. 
A.    200,    N.   67,    M.    133],    1581;     Re- 
com.  1597;   Rep.  1659;    IR.*  bdv  90; 
Com.   195,  344 ;   Re-com.*  431  ;    Rep.* 
635 ;  3R.   Coals,  add.  c/.  (Mr.  Jervis),  730, 
[A.  42,  N.  80,  M.  38;],  728 ;—  Oium  Sted^ 
Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Doncombe)  729,  [a  f .  A. 
93,  N.  63,  M.  30l,  731 ;— Corks,  AQend. 
(Mr.  T.  Duncombe)    [o.  q.  A.  110,   N. 
74,   M.  36],   733 ;    Bill  passed,  742  ;   L 
1R.*780;    2R.  939,  [Contents  59,  Nou 

Contents  4,  M.  553,  ^^^^  ^"^  ^^^^» 
Amend,  [o.  q.  Contents  44,  Not-Cooleois 
8.  M.  36.J,  1095:  Rep.  tfr.;  3R.  [Coo. 
tents  52,  NoUContenU  9,  M.  43],  1168; 
Royal  Assent,  1240;— see  Brkisk  R 
uom  Abroad  —  Cement  Stones  ^ 
Provisions  in  Bond — Tariff-^  Van 
Land 

Amendment,  c    IR.*  Ixv   341  ; 


2R.»  322  ;  Rep.*  396 ;  3R.  494 ;  /.  IR.* 
487  ;  2R.*  568 ;  Rep.*  619 ;  3R.  738 ; 
Royal  Assent,  871 ;— see  Cement  Sti 


Dalbouste,  Earl  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speedi,  Ix  13 

Dalmeny,  Lord  (SMmf  ,  4pt.) 
Income-'na,  Com.  Ixi  978 
YarmoQth  and  Norwicb  Railimj,  3R.  A 
1x11087 


—        DT. 


DAN. 

Damsh  Claim,  e.  Ix?  837 
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Darby,  Mr.  G.  (Sutiex) 
Belfast  Election,  Select  Conmittee  appoiated, 

Ixiii  1609 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  691,  695,  698, 
702,703;  c/.  26, 717,  721 

,  Prosecution  for,  Ixiii  835 
Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  963,  1114,  1115, 1116 
Copyright,  Com.  cl.  24,  Ixii  893 
Corn,  Bonded,  2IL  Ixv  350 

■  Lawrs,  Com.  Ixi  541 ;  c/.  29,  1304 ;  3R. 
Ixii  43 
Customs'  Acts— The  TariflT— Cheese,  Ixiii  749 
Eastbourne  Union — New  Poor- Lair,  Ixiii  194 
Election  Compromises  Committee-^ Mr.  Coch- 
rane, Ixiv  779 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved,  Ixiii  852 
I^rochial  Constables,  Rep.  Ixv  670 
Poor- Law—Gilbert  Unions,  Ixi   1092  ;— Com- 
mission, Com.  Ixiv  605 ;  c/.  1,  677  ;  cl.  2,  Ixv 
334,337;  add.  el.  339 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  ei.  Ixiii  1093 
Railways,  Com.  add.  d.  Ixiv  1 74 
Southampton  Election — Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1384 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  Ixiii  1454 

Darlington  RtdUcay  see  Northern  Union 
Daoidion'i  Ettate,  see  TuUoch^i 

Dean  Foreit  EccUsiattical  Dittrieti,  c.  IR.*  Ixii 
294;  2R.*  Ixiii  884;  Rep.*  1490 ;  Re-com. 
1597,  1660,  QA.  101,  N.  25.  M.  76l,  1666  ; 
2nd  DiT.  [A.  101,  N.  13,  M.  88],  1688; 
Rep.  Ixiv  171,  422,  985  ;  Amend,  [o.  q. 
A.  177,  N.  44,  M.  133;],  989  ;  3R.*  1009  ; 
l.  1R.»  1088  J  2R.»  Ixv  99  ;  Com.*  166  ; 
3R.*  224  i  Royal  Assent,  871 

I  Poor,  c  1R.»  kii  294 ;  2R.* 

Ixiii  884 ;  Rep*  1490  ;  Com.*  1584;  Rep.* 
1609;  3R.*  QA.  82,  N.  21,  M.  61  J,  Ixiv 
171 ;  /.  iR.*  271 ;  2R.*  616 ;  Com,*  694 ; 
3R.*  780;  Royal  Assent,  1240 

Death,  Pttnithment  of  {Ireland),  e.  Leave,  Ixii 
868;  lR.*t5.;  2R.*  1054  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  94  ; 
3R.*  114;  /.  IR.*  195;  2R.*  475;  Rep.* 
881 ;  3R.*  963  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Debate,  Ridet  of,  c.  Ixii  219 

Debtor  and  Creditor,  Law  of,  I.  IR.  Ixv  489 

D'Eyncoort,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  {Lambeth) 
Iticome-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1149 

Defacing  the  Coin,  see  Cwnage 

De  Grey,  Earl 
Ma^strates  (Ireland)  — Mr.    Biddulph,   Ixii 
1235;  Ixiii  248.  251 

D*Israeli,  Mr.  B.  {Shrewtbury) 
A^hanistan,  War  in,  Ixiv  444, 491 ;  Ixv  1076 
Auckland,  Lord.  Ixiv  1307 
Boundary  Question,  Ixiii  1585 
Bumes,  Sir  A.,  Despatches  of,  Ixiii  1021 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  220,  267,  280 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff.  Ixiii  390 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  891 ;— Re-assem- 
blinv  of  Parliament,  Ixv  419 

VOLLXV.    {2*2} 


D 'Israeli,  Mr.  B. — evntinued* 
Ea«t-lndia  Company,  Advances  to  the,  Ixiii  985 
Income-Tax,  2R.  Ixii  1028  ;  3R.  Ixiii  1047 
Mexico,  Blockade  of  the  Coast  of,  Ixiii  1426, 

1490 
Supply— India  and  China,  Com.  Ixv  860 

Denison,  Mr.  E.  B.  ( Yorhhire) 
Customs' AcU— The  Tariff— Potatoes.  Ixiii  755 
Mines  and  Collieries,  3R.  Ixiv  936 

Denman,  Lord 
Administration  of  Justice  (Scotland),  Ixiii  1482, 
Affirmations,  IR.  Ixi  418;  Ixii  1357 ;  Ixiii  1237; 

2R.  Ixiv  936 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  Ixiii  1005 
Creole,  Case  of  the,  Ix  321 
Evidence,  Law  of,2R.  Ixi  208,  216 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  88 
Plea  of  Not  Guilty,  Ixiii  1515 
Queen's  Prison,  Com.  Ixii  1052 

Deodand,  Law  of,  c.  Ix  721 

De^ford,  Meeting  at— Dr.  M^DouaU—The 
Police,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixv  835,  898,  [A. 
30,  N.  89,  M.  59],  921 

DejAford  Pier,  e.  iR.*  Ixi  217;  2R.*  511  ; 
Rep*  Ixiii  1152;  Ixiv  90  ;  3R.*  196;  /. 
IR.*  271;  2R.*  538;  Rep.*  939;  3R.* 
1088 ;  Royal  Assent,  1240 

DeputaHom  to  Mimiert,  Explanation  of,  c.  Ixv 
762 

Derby  RaUwoy,  see  Birmingham 

Derry,  Bisbop  of 

Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  2R.  Ixv  754 
Spirit  Duties  (Ireland),  3R.  Ixii  985 

Dmy%  Bithop  of,  Eitate,  L  IR.*  Ixiii  1118 ; 
2R.*  1598  ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  694  ;  3R.*  781 ;  c. 
1 R.*  787  ;  2R.*  1289  ;  Rep.*  Ixv  492 ;  3R,* 
631 ;  Royal  Assent,  871 

Derwentwater  Incloture,  see  Castlerigg 

Design,  School  of,  e.  Ixv  143 

Detign$,  Copyright,  see  Copyright 

Detention  of  British  Subjecti,  see  Central  Ame- 
rica 

Devon,  Earl  of 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Ixv  104,  115;  Re- 

com.  571,  583;  cL  1,586, 587 
Poor- Law  Returns — Use  of  Machinery,  Ixi  418 
Queen's  Prison,  Com.  Ixii  1052 

Devon's,  Earl  of,  Ettate,  1. 1 R.*  Ixiii  553 ;  2R.* 
675;  Rep.*  Ixiv  538;  3R.*  616;  c.  iR* 
635  ;  2R.*  860 ;  Rep.*  Ixv  175  ;  3R.*  241 ; 
/,  Royal  Assent,  871 

Diiior5oi*s,  Lord,  Ettate,  I.  iR.*  Ixiv  1240; 
2R.*  Ixv  99;  Rep.*  619;  3R.*  728;  c. 
IR.*  757;  2R.*  893;  Rep.*  963;  3R.* 
978;  /.  Royal  Assent,  1061 

Dinection—The  Anatomy  Act,  c.  Com.  moved 
for,  Ixiv  1114;  /.  1169 

Dittentert'  Marriogei,  see  Marriagei 
2  Z 
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Distress— Number  of  Paupers,  c.  Ixiii  482  ;— 
Bolton  —  Com- Laws  —  Manufacturing  Dis- 
tricU^Paisiey-^Queeris  Letter,  The^Stock- 
port 

■■I  ,  National,  /.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 
1118;  Ixiv  1241,  [Contents  14,  Not-Con- 
tents  61,  M.  47J,  1288 

,  of  the  Country,  c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr. 

Feirand),  Ixiii  1640,  [A.  6,  N.  106,  M.  100], 
1659;  Resolutions  (Mr.  Wallace)  Ixiv  861; 
Adj.  Debate,  1015;  Adjourn.  [A.  84,  N. 
173,  M.89],  1085,  1171  ;  2nd  Div.  [A.  24, 
N.  255,  M.  231],  1237  5  3rd  Div.  LA.  18, 
N.  213,  M.  195],  ib. ;  4th  Div.  [A.  19,  N. 
209,  M.  190],  1238  ;  [0.  q,  A.  174,  N.  49, 
M.  125],  ib, 

;  Public,  /.  Ixv  224 ;  c.  Re-asserobling 


of  Parliament  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  402,  [A. 
91,  N.  147,  M.  56 1,  482  ;  Com.  moved  for 
Amend.  (Mr.  Gibson)  517 ;  Adjourn.  [A.  33, 
N.  188,  M.  155],  552  ;  \o.  cl.  A.  156,  N,  64, 
M.  99],  566 

(Ireland),  c.  Ixiv  700  ;  Ixv  606 


District  Courts  and  Prisons,  c.  IR*  Ixiv  4S1  ; 
2R.*  635;  Com.*  700;  Rep.*  860;  3R.* 
1095  ;  iL  IR,*  1165  ;  2R.*  Ixv  316  ;  Com.* 
395;  3R.*  569;  Royal  Assent,  871 

Divett,  Mr.  E.  fExeter) 

Customs'  Acts— The  TarifT— Oils,  Ixiii  897 
Election    Committees  —  Witnesses,  Ixti  1116, 

1118 
Portendic— Claims  of  France,  Ixv  758,  761 
South  Australia,  Com.  Ixiv  997 

Dividends,  see  Jncome^Tax 

Division,  Lists  of 
Aiffl^banistan,  War  in,  Correspondence  moved 

for  [A.  9,  N.  75,  M.  66],  Ixiv  536 
Army  Estimate?,  Amend.  [A.  IS,  N.  144,  M. 

132],  Ixi  178  ;  2ud  Amend.  [0.  y.  A.  133,  N. 

17,  M.  116],  179 
Ballot,  The,  [A.  157,  N.  290,  M.  133],  Ixiv 418 
Bankruptcy    Law  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  30, 

Amend.  [A.  7,  N.  85,  M.  76].  Ixv  1092 ;  el. 

49  [A.  52,  N.  16,  M.  36],  1139;  c/.  64  [A* 

59,  N.  21,  M.  58],  1142;  el,  15  [A.  78,  N. 

13,  M.  65],  1143 
Belfast  Election.  New  Writ  moved  for  [A.  73, 

N.  170,  M.  971.  Ixiii  1543 
Birmingham  Free  Grammar  School  Estate,  3R. 

add.  el  [A.  41,  N.  96,  M.  65],  Ixv  633 
Bishoprics,  West  India,  Com.  Amend.  [o.f.  A. 

126,  N.  17,  M.  1091,  Ixi  496 
Bribery  at  Elections  (No.  2\  Re-com.  el,  6  [A. 

63,  N.  15,  M.  47],  705 ;  c/.  26  [A.  39,  N.  80, 

M.  41].  724 
Bridport  Election— Mr.  Warburton  [A.  156, N. 

37,  M.  119],  Ixiii  961 ;  That  the  inquiry  be 

referred  to  the  Select  Committee  [A.  44,  N. 

16,  M.  28].  1117 
British  Possessions  Abroad  (Colonial  Customs), 

3R.  add.  cl.  (Mr.Labouchere)  [A.  83,  N.  160, 

M.  77],  Ixiv  745 ;  at.  9,  Amend.  (Mr.  M.  Gib- 
son) [0.  a,  A.  105,  N.  36,  M.  69],  748 
Business  of  the  House  [A.  86,  N.  200,  M.  174]. 

1x263 


Division,  Lists  of— eon/niMerf. 
Canada  Loan,  Res.  [A.  89,  N.  9,  M.  80].  Ixr 

870 
Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Railwmi. 

Rep.  Adj.  [A.  74.  N.  110,  M.  36],  Ixi  1546' 
Church  of  Scotland,  Com.  moved  for  |A.  62,  V. 

139,  M.  77].  Ixi  653;  2R.  [A.  48,  N.  131,  ^1. 

63],  Ixiii  1U9 
Rates,  Leave  [A.  80,  N.  162,  M.  SS' 

Ixiii  1637 
Colonial  Customs  Duties,  Com.  Amend.  [A. 

54,  N.  63.  M.  9],  Ixii  559 

Passenfl^ers,  Amend.  (Mr.  Haivea)  [sl  f . 


A.  1 18,  N.  24.  M.  94).  Ixv  666 
Copyright.  Recom.  cl.  3  [A.  56.  N.  68,  M.  1?]. 

Ixi  1397;    Amend.  [A   91,  N.  33.  M.  &*!. 

1398  ;  2nd  Amend,  [o.  7.  A.  22,  N.  101,  M. 

79],  1400 ;  2od  Div.  [o.  q.  A.  96.  N.  17«  M. 

79].  1401 ;  cl.  4.  [A.  69.  N.  26,  M.  43).  14U2 . 

cl,  15  [A.  36,  N.  II,  M.  25].  Ixii  tt9S 
of  Designs,  Rep.  [A.  73»  N.  14.  U. 

59],  Ixv  973;  cU  3  [A.  78,  N.  13,  M.  €i\ 

976 
Com.  Bonded,  2R.  [A.  1 16,  N.  89,  M.  87]»  Uv 

354 
i ,  Foreign,  Importation  of  [A.  113,  N.  175, 

M.  62],  Ixiv  1160 
ImporUtion  Bill,  2R.  [A.  284,  N.  176,  M. 

108],  Ixi  405 ;   Com.  [A.  230,  N.  US.  M. 

115],  572 ;  \r.p.  A.  89,  N.  64,  M.  85],  ^1  . 

el.  27  [A.  242.  N.  37,  M.  205],   1330  ;  rL 

29    [A.  202,  N.  69.  M.  133],   1332;     3fL 

Amend,  (o.  y.  A.  236,  N.  86,  M.  150L  lx.t 

58;  Adjourn.  [A.  68,  N.247.  M.  179),  €1. 

3R.  [A.  229.  N.  90,  M.  139],  63 ;  9R.  (C^io. 

tents  119.  Not-Contenta  17,  M.  108],  637. 

Amend,  fo.  f.  Contents  109.  Not*C>Micrttti 

5,  M.   104],  16.;  Com.  Amend.   (Coateats 

71,  Not-ContenU  207.  M.  136],  801 
Uvs,  Ministerial  Plan  [A.  349.  N.  826. 

M.  123],  Ix  620;— ToUl  Repeal  [A.  90,  X. 

393,  M.  303],  1082  ;— Amend.  (Mr.  CliriM*. 

pher)[o.^.  A.  306,  N.  105,  M.208J.  1168: 

— Amend.  (Mr.  Wodehous^)  [«.  f.  A.  85*. 

N.  53.  M.  203].  1221  ;--Amend.  (Mr.  W.  S. 

O'Brien)   [A.  38,  N.  135,  M.    97].  I84u; 

— Repeal  of  the.  Com.  moved  for  [#uf.  A. 

231,  N.  117,  M.  114],  Ixiv  1365 
Coventry  Boundary,  3R.  [A.  47,  N.  3,  M.  44). 

Ixv  1212 
Customs*  Acta— The  Tarifl;  Com.  [A.  819.  K. 

158,  M.  67],  Ixiii  418 ;  Amend.  (•.  •.  A. 

981,  N.  108.  M.  173],  649;— CatUe,  Isi  Re*. 

Amend.  (A.  113.  N.  880.  M.  867].  671; 

Amend,(Mr.Vimers)[A.44.N.809.M.l65). 

706;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  S.  O'Briea)  |«.  •.  A. 

121,  N.  32,  M.  89],  720 ;— Pmii,  ( A.  1|0,  N. 

51 ,  M.  59],  735 ;— Butter.  Amend.  (A.  59,  N. 

1 1 5,  M.  56] .  744  ;— Cheese,  Amend.  [A.  X. 

N.  82.  M.  45],  751  ;— OresXopper  (A.  15^, 

N.  7.  M.  15;).  761  ;— Oils,  Amend.  [•.•.  A. 

108,  N.  41,  M.  67],  898  ;— Timber, 


148,  N.  36,  M.  1121.  l365;-Con< 
[r,p.  A.  36.  N.  156.  M.  180].  1382;  A 


[A.  16,  N.  243.  M.  827].  1302  ;-.LMtber 
[A. 

I'-.  J 

(CapUin  Mangles)  [A.  42,  N.  56,  M.  14), 

1389;    Amend.  (Dr.  Bowring)  [A.  44«  N. 

97,  M.  53],  1398,— Wool,  Ameod.  |  A  65,  N\ 

122,  M.  57],  1420 1— Silk.  AM^nd.  [a.  f.  A. 


840,  N.  22,  M.  218],  146U ; .  CaMea,  Ai 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  [e.  f.  A.  163,  N.  34  M. 
188],  1494;-Coflee,  Ameod.  (Vmesm 
Howicic)  [A.  48.  N.  81,  M.  33].  IM; 
Amend.  (Viscount  Saiidon)  [A.  6f,  y.  133, 
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Division,  List  of^eM/tntMNf.  I 

M.  64].  1506 ;— Corks,  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Dun* 

con.be)  [A.  81,  N.   137.  M.  56],  1510  ;— 

Coals,  Amend.  (Viscount  Howirk)  [o.  a.  A. 

200.  N.67.M.  133].  1581 ;  3R.  Cohlt,  add. el. 

(Mr.  Jenris)  1  A.  42,  N.  80,  M.  38],  Ixfv  728  ; 

— Onion- Seed,  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Duocombe) 

[o.^.  A.  93,  N.  63,  M.  30],  731 ;— Corks. 

Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Dnncoml>e)  [o.  ^.  A.  UO. 

N.  74,  M.  36],  733;  SR.  [Contents  69,  Not- 

ContenU  4.  M.  55],  977  ;  3R.  [Contents  52, 

Not-Contents  9,  M.  43],  1168 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  [A. 

101,  N.  25.  M.  76],  Ixiii  1666;  2nd  Div.  (A. 

101.  N.  13,  M.  88].  1688;  Rep.  Amend.  [o.p 

A.  177.  N.  44,  M.  133],  Ixiv  989 
Poor,  3R.  [A.  82,  N.  21.  M.  61], 

Ixtv  171 
Deptford.    Meeting  at— Dr.  M^Douall— The 

Police.  Com«  moved  for  [A.  30.  N.  89,  M. 

59],  Ixv  921 
Distress,  National,  Com.  moved  for  [Contents 

14.  NouContents  61,  M.  47],  Ixiv  1288 

of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for  [A. 


.  moved  for  [A. 
I ;  Adjourn.  [A. 
;  2nd.  Div.  [A. 


6,  N.  106,  M.  100],  Ixiii  1659 
84,  N.  173,  M.89J,  Ixiv  1085 
24.  N.  255,  M.  231],  1237 ;  [o.  7.  A.  174.  N. 
49,  M.  125],  1238 ;— Reassembling  of  PSr- 
liament  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  [A.  91,  N.  147. 
M.  56],  Ixv  482 ;— Public,  Adjourn.  [A.  33, 
N.  188.  M.  155],  552;  [0.  d.  A.  156,  N.  64. 
M.  92].  566 
Edioburgh  and  Glasgow  Railway^  Com.  [A.  46, 

N.S5,  M.21],lxi757 
Election  Compromises,  Com.moved  for.  Amend. 

(A.  17,  N.  160,  M.  143],  Ixiii  510;~Mr. 

Walter  [A.  223,  N.  77,  M.  146],  Ixiv  711 ; 

—Report,  Amend,  [v.  f.  A.  I77f  N.  45,  M. 

132],   770; — Secret  Committees  [p.  7.  A. 

49.  N.  129,  M.  80].  1130;-'Resolntions  (Mr. 

Roebuck)  [0.  e.  A.  47.  N.  136,  M.  89],  Ixv 

831 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  [A.  102,  N.  120.  M.  18], 

Ixiii  1595 
Exchequer  Bill*.  Rep.  add>  cL  [A,  64,  N.  779 

M.  13],  Ixi  1250 
Flag  Officers,  Returns  moved  for.  Adjourn.  [A. 

21,  N.  71.  M.  50],  Ixiv  1164;— 2nd  Div.  [A. 

13,  N.  60.  M.  47],  1373 
Income-Tax,  Com.  [r.  p.  A.  51,  N.  328.  M. 

277].  Ixi  10U9 ;  2nd  Div.  [r.  j».  A.  91 ,  N.  241 . 

M.  150],  1018 ;  [r.  p.  A.  87.  N,  290.  M; 

203].  1212 ;  2nd  Div.  [r.  ;i.  A.  84,  N.  225,  M. 

141],  1215 ;  Rep.  [A.  308,  N.  202,  M.  106]. 

Ixii  444;  IR.  [A.  285,  N.  188.  M.  97],710. 

2R.  [A.  155,  N.  76.  M.  79],  1040 ;  Com, 

Schedule  C.  Amend.  [A.  117,  N.  253,  M. 

136],  1107;  Schedule  D.  Amend.  [A.  112, 

N.  258,  M.  146],  1306 ;  2nd  Amend.  [0.0. 

A.  259.  N.  50,  M.  209],  1311  ;  Schedule  E. 

Amend.  [A.  32,  N.205,  M.  173],  1317  ;c/. 

87,  Amend.  [A.  84,  N.  159,  M.  75],  1391  ; 

add.  el.  [A.  40,  N.  203,  M.  163],  1405  ;  cl. 

9^  [A.  76,  N.  27.  M.  49],  Ixiii  239 ;  d.  188 

[A.   174,  N.  52,  M.  122],  241 ;  add.  el. 

[A.  18,  N.  183,  M.  166],  244;  Rep.  add. 

tl.  [A.  66,  N.  110,  M.  441],  314;  Amend. 

(Mr.  Gill)  [A.  36,  N.   183,  M.  147],  316; 

3R.  Amend.  [0.  q.  A.  156,  N.  21,  M.  135], 

992;  3R.  [A.  255,  N.  149,  M.  106],  1048 ; 

add.  el.  Amend.  [A.  96,  N.  199.  M.  1031, 

1051 ;  3R.  Amend.  To.  9.  Contents,  112,  Not- 

Contents,  52,  M.  60],  3R.  Ixiv  83  ;  [Con- 

tenls  99,  Not-Contents  28,  M.  71],  339 


Division,  Lists  of-.-coii/l/itfe(/. 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Adjoom* 
[A.  107.  N.  126,  M.  19],  Ixiii  861  ;  Com. 
moved  for  [o.  q.  A.  133,  N.  119,  M.  14], 
873 ;  New  Writ  moved  for  [A.  86,  N.  32, 
M.  54],  Ixv  1176 

Irish  Government,  Conduct  of  the.  Corres- 
pondence moved  for  [p.  g.  A.  146,  N.  75,  M. 
711.313 

Judicial  Resignations  (Ireland  and  Scotland), 
Correspondence  moved  for  [A.  75,  N.  148, 
M.  75],  ix  291 ;  Returns  moved  for  [A.  113, 
N.  139,  M.  26],  307 

King9c)ere  Inclosure,  Rep.  [A.  137,  N.  15,  M. 
122],  Ixii 809;  3R.  Amend.  [0.  a.  A.  Ill,  N. 
30,  M.  81],  872;  2nd  Div.  [A.  118,  N.  27, 
M.  92],  881 ;  add.  eL  [A.  45,  N.  72,  M.  27], 
884 

Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of,  Com. 
moved  for  [A.  77,  N.  221,  M.  144],  Ixii  1164 

Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  Rep.  [A.  41, 
N.  15,  M.  26].  Ixv  1213 

Lunatic  Asylums,  Licensed,  Com,  el*  1  [o.  q, 
A.  19,  N.  187,  M.  3],  Ixii  890 

Marriage  Law,  Leave  [A.  100,  N.  123,  M.  23], 
Ixi  720 

Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  2 
[A.  159,  N.63.M.96],lx  1182 

Mines  and  Collieries,  3R.  Adjourn.  [A.  16,  K. 
62,  M.  46],  Ixiv  937 

Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for 
[A.  56,  N.  85,  M.  29],  Ixiv  1113 

Mutiny— Flogging  in  the  army,  add.  cl.  [A. 
59,  N.  187.  M.  128],  Ixii  537 

National  Petition—The  Charter,  That  the  pe- 
titioners be  heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House 
[A.  49,  N.  287,  M.  238],  Ixiii  88 

Naval  Promotion,  Returns  moved  for,  [A.  23, 
N.  99,  M.  76],  Ixv  152 

Navy,  State  of  the,  2nd  Res.  [A.  40,  N.  138,  M. 
98],  Ixi  1069 ;  3rd  Res.  [A.  47,  N.  139,  M. 
93],  1070 

Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for 
[A.  143,  N.  97,  M.  46],  Ixiii  1258 

Newfoundland,  Com.  [A.  68,  N.  13,  M.  55], 
Ixv  996;  2nd  Div.  [A.  82,  N.  21,  M.  61], 
1005;  el.  1  [A.  78,  N.  13,  M.  65],  1007; 
2nd  Div.  [A.  76.  N.  13.  M.  63],  t6.  e/.6.  [A. 
82,  N.  21,  M.  61],  1068 ;  3R.  [A.  55,  N.  12, 
M.  43],  1 128 

Nottingham.  New  Writ  moved  for  [A.  41,  N. 
136.  M.  95].  Ixiii  1448 

Opium,  seized  by  the  Chinese.  Compensation 
for  [A.  37.  N.  87,  M.  50],  Ixi  795 

Petitioning.  Right  of.  [A.  136.  N.  167.  M.  31], 
Ixii  20;  That  the  Petition  be  brought  up 
[A.  221,  N.  222.  M.  1],  215)  1st  Res.  [A. 
268  N.  46,  M.  222].  483 

Petitions,  Presentation  of,  Resolntion  to  be  re- 
scinded [A.  50.  N.  237,  M.  187],  Ix  120 

Poor-law — Gilbert  Unions,  Com,  moved  for 
[A.  41,  N.  108,  M.  67],  Ixi  832;— Com- 
mission. 2R.  [A.  260,  N.61,  M.  199],  Ixiv 
168 ;  Com.  [A.  219,  N.  48.  M.  171],  257 ; 
Adjourn.  [A.  18.  N.  225.  M.  207],  271 ;  Ad. 
joum.  [A.  29,  N.  297.  M.  268],  614 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  [0.  q.  A.  156,  N.  37, 
M.  119],  651  $  c/.  1,  Amend.  [A.  74,  N.  206, 
M.  132],  683 ;  cl.  2.  [A.  228,  N.  45,  M.  183], 
691  ;  cl,  1  [A.  164,  N.  92,  M.  72],  Ixv  74  ; 
[r.  p,  A.  16,  N.  178,  M.  162].  77  ;  That  the 
clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  [A.  146.  N.  26,  M* 
120],  78 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Crawford)  [A. 
II,    N.   113,  M.    102],  327;  Res.  (Mr. 
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Divisions,  Ust  of— cmtmued 
,  o^"}  &  t;A;  125,  N.  8,  M.  1171,333: 

I  a'  aI,    'J*-J,^^'  ^^ '  "^^  "/•  (Mr.  Darby) 

rf^^i'^Lf'^-  ^5'  N.  90,  M.  351.  377-  3R, 
(A.  103  N.30,M.73J.61l5  Ttat  [he  bS 
do  paw  [A.  83,  N,  5.  M.  78],  517 

rA"o?°w*^„^r-  *'"'•  "•  (Mr.  B.Wood) 

fi  i^  M^i«*^-  "•  (AWerman  Thompson) 
[A.  27,  N.  69,  M.  42],  1 104  *^     -* 

187^1"TP//*^I^-  *-  N.  106.  M.  97], 

'*M.759).lxn^r"'""''°"  [A.67.N.226. 

R-btomsm-Armagh  Assizes,  Correspondence 
d:         ,'..  '^'  M.  48],  Ixv  I  073 

''-M.yiuX'''""-  *«•  r^-  2<«'  N.  131, 
South  Australia,  Rep.   FA   fin   M   o    «#  ^ii 

K^ii  M  53^'  i2«'^^-|«^'  ^« '  3R.  fIfS 
,    M.  hnssf^'  ^  '-^Wly  [A-  76.  N.  13.' 

^«^?S•'°"  ^'""■''"  Committee-Mr.  M.b- 
Ta!  117    N    w"'»/*±?°,'"  »«»>»nitted 

S„,'*,^J''"«-,IA.  39,  N.  42,  M.  3],  IStt""'  ' 

aoutbwark  Improvement  (No.  2).  Ren  TA    a 
N.36,  M.  311.  Ixi  1291     -ta   IZ^'K    ,:' 
187,i;f..31,M!'lS|S'8'"'""-''-fA. 

reS.Hri''*Vp'i'«^'  That  the  Order  b« 
SudCws^f^l^il  ''•  '87,  M.  136],  ,x  1011 

M.%?K^r3R"iWlM%» 
Su«r"li  ^^  ^^;^-  '34.  M.8\].'U3 '•  °'~*- 
T  ,:P".5"''  A'"«»<'-  (Mr.  fiiebnck)  A  IR 
N.S9.  M.  41],  Ixiii  1175,  Am^SrrMr' lii 
boucbere)  [A.  164,  N.  245,  mTsiI  IMs' 

Rluajjjon  (I«l.nd)'fA.  H'S^-r^.^,' 
220  J  ftfaynooth,  [A.  85,  N.  48,  M.  471  ^^' 


DUB. 


Diyiaiont,  LUt  of— cewlwiierf 
Warwick  and  Lanca«ter,  Coroners  for,  2R.  Ad- 
journ. [A.  19,  N.  fil,  M  321,  Ixv  727 

Ixiu  1312, 1316,  Iv  860  ^^^  ^* 

Divorcetsee  Ashton--Coward^GUjn^Hmpkt 

l>ock,  see  Bristol-^  Thames  Haven 

Donegal  Grand  Jury,  c.  Ixiii  423  5  Com.  moTed 
for,  Ixiv  838 ;  Ixv  637 

I>onet$hireMa^straaf^ste  Magistrate 

Double  CosU.  c.  1R,»  Ixiii.  205 ;  2R.»  268  • 
Rep.»1490;  3R.»  1529;/  iR*  ,5^: 
2R.»lxr  619;  Rep.»  934  ;  3R>  l^ ! 
Royal  Assent,  1214  ' 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  {  Warwick) 

Birraingbam  Free  Grammar  School  Estato  su 
Ixv  632  ^^  ***' 

Boroughs  Incorporation  Ixv  1101 ;  3R.  II4£ 

* Magistrates.  Ixiii  147 

Coroners  —  Warwick  and  Lancaster    9R    i- 
343,  980,  981 ,  982  "^«»^«^  »«.  l^r 

Coventry  Boundary,  Ixv  1211 

Floating  Breakwater,  Ivi  1297 

Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for.  Ix  ISQs 

Severn  Navigation,  Ixi  933 

Trade,  Colonial-Customs  Duties,  Co..  Ix.  lO 

Douglas,  Sir  H.  {Liverpool) 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  169 
Corn-Laws— Totol  Repeal,  Ix  1035 
Custom's  Acts— The  Tariff-Timber  Ixiil  fk» 
^  1282,  1304 ;  Amend.  1305  '    *"'  ^ 

Distress,  Public,  Ixv  564 
Maynooth  College— Privilege,  Ixiii  342, 51 1 
Mutiny  Bill—Flogging  in  the  Army  3R.  |xii 

NewfoundUnd  Bill ;  Com  Ixv  985 
Warner,  Captain,  his  invention,  Ixv  1036 

Dover,  Harbour  of  Re/vgeai,c.\xif  1131 

DowDshire,  Marquess  of 
Education  (Ireland),  Ixiv  272 
Tipperary,  State  of,  Ixiii  972 

Drainage,  c.  Ix  902 ;  Ixii  639,  see  CoiUmkam 

-  (Jirfaiirf),  c.  IK*  Ixv  1027;  2R,* 


1219;  Rep.»  Ixiii  475;   Com.*  Ixiv  422- 
RepM3i;  3R.»  550;  /.  iR.-  aja-  jr: 

Contents  6,  M.  241,  322;  llcp.»619;'3R^ 
728 ;  Royal  Assent,  1061 

Drama,  The,  c  Ixiv  791 

DrogAeds  arftiwr,   e.   1R.»  Ix  IW8;  2R.* 

i'?.^^/\'i*P*  ^"  ^^i  w»  «^;  3R* 

3R.»  1422;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

DMin  Bmmdaries,  e.   IR.*  Ixv   588;    2R,* 
631;  Com.*835;  Rep.*  871 ;  3R.*  8»3  • 

3K.»  1112  ;  Royal  Assent,  1214 

Freemen,  Admission  of,  c,  Ixiii  206 
— ,  Lm-d  Mayor  of,  c.  Ixii  371 


DUB.        —        DUN.  {INDEX}        DUN.         — 


EAT. 


DMin  Polkt,  c,  1R»  Ixi  583;  2R.*  1290; 
Kep.«  Ixii  1178;  3R.*  Ixiii  114;  /.  iR.* 
195;  2R*  455;  Rcp.«  475;  3R.*  881; 
Koyal  Assent,  995 

■  Royal  Society,  c,  Ixi  604 

■  Univertiiy,  Right  of  Votings  see  Voting 
Duchy  of  Cornwall,  see  Cornwall 

Dufi,  Mr.  J.  {Bannfihire) 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ixi  <>45 
Customs  Duties— The  Tariff,  Ixi  935 

Duke,  Sir  James  (^Boston) 

Maval  Heroes,  Monuments  to,  Ixv  1209 

Dunalley,  Lord 

Tipperary,  Outrages  in,  Ixiii  882 

Duncan,  Viscount  {Bath) 

Corn-Laws— ToUl  Repeal,  Ix  834 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lord's  Amend.  Ixiii  12 

Duncannon,  Lord 

Greenwich  Hospital  Schools,  Res.  Ixii  465 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixiii  1513 

Duncombc,  Mr.  T.  S.  iFindfury) 

Bribery  at  Elections,  Ix  71 ;  el.  14,  Ixv  7)4 

,  Prosecutions  for.  Ixiii  834 

Business,  Public,  Ixii  1176 

Catholic  Prisoneis,  Spiritual  Instruction    for, 

Ixiv  1290 
Charter,  The  People's,  Ixii  1373 
Coinage,  The,  Ixiv  754 

Corn-Laws— Mr.  Christopher's  Amend.  1x1150, 
1159;  Com.  Ixi  570 

Coroners— Warwick  and  Lancashire,  Ixv  981, 
982 

County  Courts,  Com.  Ixv  1184 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Butter,  Ixiii  742 ; 
— Corks,  Amend.  1510 ;  Onion-Seed,  Amend, 
ixiv  729,  731 ;  Corks,  Amend.  733 

Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com. 
Ixiii  1660;  Rep.  Ixiv  171 

Deptford,  Meeting  at— Dr.  M^Donall— The 
Police,  Ixv  835,  898,  918 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixii! 
1657;— Re-assembling  of  Parliament,  Ixv 
402,  482;— Public,  559 

Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  425,  427.  491, 
492;  Amend.  493,  502,  509,  510;— Secret 
Committees,  Ixiv  1127 ;  Ixv  817 

Electors,  Removal  of,  2R.  Ixiii  1594 

Flogging  in  Prisons,  Ix  1377 

Great  Marlow  Election,  Ixii  370,  372,  375  ;— 
Mr.  Gibbons,  1319,  1922, 1323 

Inoome-Tax— Charitable  Funds,axi  838 ;  Com. 
1018, 1021, 1207,1254, 1262;  2nd  Resolution, 
1289;  3rd  Resolution,  1289;  IR.  Ixii  688: 
Com.  add.  el.  Ixiii  246, 247,  1054 

Ipswich  Election,  Ix  888, 896, 897 ;— New  Writ, 
1148 

National  Petition— The  Charter.  Ixtii  13,  75, 
76,  86, 424 

Norfolk  ConsUbulary,  Ixit  1173 

Petitioning,  Right  of,  IxU  5,  76,  82, 200,  214, 
300,476 

Poor-Laws,  Ix  725,  727, 728 ;— Betnming  Offi- 
cers, 1092 ;  Gilbert  Unions,  Com.  moved  for, 
Ixi  807,  831 ;  —  Commission,  Ixiii  415  ;— 
Leave,  439,  446 ;  Com.  Amend.  Ixiv  558, 


Duncombe«  Mr.  T.  S.^eontinued. 

615;  c/.  I,  678;  Ixv  29, 37;  c/.2,334;  add. 

el.  340 
Port  Wine  Duty,  Ixv  1093 
Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1271, 

,1320 

Public  Houses,  Com.  a<f£f.c/.  Ixiii  1091,  1093, 
1100,1103 

'  Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  589,  598, 

667.670 

Stafford  Gaol,  Ixv  1054,  1058 

Queenborough  Corporation,  Ix  883 

Registration  of  Electors,  Ix  247 

Rural  Police,  Ixi  1078 

Salford  Gaol— Mr.  Bagshawe.lxi  598 

Southsmpton  Election  —  Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii 
1326;— Mr.  Wren's  Petition,  Ixiii  979,  980, 
981,  982,  1588 ;— Personation  of  Electors, 
1059  ;— New  Writ  moved  for,  1081  ;  Ixv  894 

Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  2R.  Ixiii  1106 

Supply,  Ixiv  1368;  Adjourn.  Ixv  315 

Tobacco  Trade  Regulations,  Com.  Jxv  922 

Dundalk  and  Bannbridge  Road,  c;  1 R.*  Ixi  1 1 09 ; 
2R.*  Ixii  1054 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  813 ;  3R.*  884 ; 
/.  1R.»  1118  ;2R.*  1236;  Rep.*  1422;  3R. 
t5. ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Bimdas,  Colonel,  Ditmiual  oj,  c.  Ixiv  980 

Dundas,  Rear  Admiral  J.  W.  D.  ^Greenwich) 
Clitheroe  Election — Intimidation  of  Witnesses, 
Ixi 1032 

Dundee  and  Arbroath  Railway ,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  217 ; 
2R.*  Ixii  200;  Rep.*  Ixiii  114;  3R.*475; 
/.  lR.*i5.;  2R.*553;  Rep.*  881,  1312; 
3R.*  1422 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Duomore,  Earl  of 

Mines  and  Collieries,  Re-com.  cL  1  Amend. 
Ixv  586 

DtUie$,  see  Colonial^CuUom'^Import 

Eatt  India  Bishopt,  c.  IR.*  Ixv  175 ;  2R.*  671  ; 
Com.  835;  Rep.*  963  ;  3R.*  1064;  /.  iR.* 
1094  ;  2R.*  nil  ;  Rep.  1177  ;  3R.*  1214  ; 
Royal  Assent,  1301 

Company,  Advance  to  the,  c.  Ixiii  985, 
1020 ;  see  Ajfghanistan— Burnet,  Sir  A, — India 

East,  Mr.  J.  B.  (  Winchester) 
Kingsclere  Inclosure,  3R.  Ixii  878 

Eastbourne  Union — New  Poor-Law,  c,  Ixiii  192 

Easthope,  Sir  J.  {Leicester) 
Church  Rates,  Ix.  70;  Leave,  Ixiii.  613,  636; 

Ixv.  963, 964 
Corn-lairs — ^Total  Repeal,  Adjourn,  ix.  967 
Distress,  Public,  Ixv.  535 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii.  39,  43, 

52 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii.  952 
Seats  for  Members.  Ixii  489 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 

Ixiii  979, 984 ;—  Personation  of  Electors,  1058, 

J060 

Eaton,  Gaptaio,  R.  J.  (Cambridgethire) 
Com  Importation,  3R.  Ixii  52 


EBR.        —        EGY.         {I  N  D  E  X.}         ELE.        — 


ELI. 


Ebrington,  Viscount  (Pfymouih) 
Corn  Importation,  3R«  Amend.  Izi  304;  Com. 

el.  27,  1328 
Hop  Duties,  Ixii  308 

EccletiaMlical  and  Admiralty  Courts  Appeals 
Transfer  (Ireland),  I.  iR.  Ixiii  883 

— — —  Benefices  Demises  see  Incumbents 

9 

— — —  CorporalUms  Leasing,  I.  IR.*  Ix 
93;  2R.*lxi418;  Rep.*  Ixii  984 ;  5R.* 
1050;  c.tR*  1110 

(No.  2)  c. 

1R.»  Ixii  1373  ;  2R.*  Ixiii  205 ;  Com.  585 ; 
cL  1 ,  t6. ;  Rep .♦  Ixv  924  ;  3R.  1076  ;  add. 
cl  1079,1080;  Bill  passed,  1082 ;  /.  1R« 
1094;  2R.*1111;  Rep.*  1177;  3R*  1214; 
Royal  Assent,  1300 

■  Courts,  L  Ixi  120 ;   Ixiii  2 

Establishments,  Colonial,  see  Supply 

Jurisdiction,  c.  lR.»   Ixiv   1095; 


2R.*  1289;  3R.*  Ixv  124;  /.  iR.*  166; 
2R.»568;  Rep.*  619;  3R*.  728 ;  Royal 
Assent,  871 

Leasehold  Property ^  c.  Ixii  308 

Residences,  1. 1 R.*  Ixi  418  ;  2R.* 


929  ;  Rep  •  Ixii  984  ;  3R.*  1050  ;  c.  1  li.» 
1110;  2R.*  1373;  Rep.  Ixiii  268;  3R.* 
333  $    /.  Royal  Assent,  995 

Edinburgh  Conference,  see  Com  Laws 

and  Glasgow  Raibsayj  c.  1 R.*  Ix  94  ; 


2R.«  Ixi  42  ;  Com.  756,  [A.  46,  N.  25,  M. 
211  157;  3R.*  Ixii  472  ;  /.  IR.*  456  ;  2R.* 
895 ;  Rep.*  985 ;  3R*-  1050 ;  Royal  As- 
sent, 1234 

Education-Singing  Classes,  /.  Ixt  7;  c.  18, 
495;  /.  569;  c.  588,  841,  850;  /.  1178; 
—see  Supply 

"  (Ireland),  I.  Ixi  411  ;  r.  936  ;  /.  Ixi? 

271,  547;  Ixv  171 ;— see  Agricultural--^ 
Supply 

Egerlon,  Mr.  W.  T.  {Cheshire) 
Boroagh  Magiitrates,  Ixiii  159 
Customs'  Acts^The  Tariff— Cheese,  Ixiii  747, 

748 
Railways,  Com.cl.  11,  Ixii  1045 
Special  Petty  Sessions,  2R.  Ixiii  9Q 

Egcrton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  F.  {Lancashire') 
Copyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ixi  686 
Election  CoropromiseH,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

492 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  285,291 
Marriage  Law**,  Leave,  Ixi  283,  715 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1355 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  60 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  207,  296, 2!I9,  305 ; 

Res.  474,481 
Salford  Gaol^Mr.  Bagsbawe,  Ixi  598, 603 

Egerton,  Sir  P.  de  M,  G.  {Cheshire) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cheese,  Ixiii  746 

't^,  see  Syria 


Election  Committees^ Witnesses, r. Ixii  II 1 6  ; — 
see  Athlone^Beffast^Bribay^Bridport — 
Cardigan— Clitheroe^Cotmsel^Great  Mtrr- 
low— Ipswich— Lewes — Lyme  Regis — Nr»- 
coMtle-under-Lyme  — Nottingham  —  Fenrym — 
Southampton  —  Sudbury -^Thetford-^Woke^ 
field—  Warrants—  Waterfard 

Compromises,  e.  Ixiii  209 ;  Com.  moved 


for,  218;  Adj.  Debate,  271,  424,  482; 
Amend.  493,  [A.17,N.  160,  BJ.  143],  510  ; 
—Mr. Walter,  c.  Ixiv  635,  702,  [A.  223,  N- 
77,  M.  146J,  711 ;— ErdSttsim  if  Members 
from  theCommitteCy  637, 642  ;—Mr.Cockrus^ 
719,771,982,1015  ;—Report,755 ;  Amend, 
[o.  g.  A.  177,  N.  45,  M.  132],  770  ;— Com. 
appointed  to  search  for  Precedents,  780 ; — 
Secret  Committees,  1117,  \p,  q.  A.  49,  N. 
129,  M  80]],  1130;  Resolutions  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck),  Ixv  767,  [p.  q.  A.  47,  N.136,  M.  891, 
831 

Petitions— Absence  of  a  Member,  c.  Iri 


757;    /.  Ixii  1250;— see  Bribery— Comtny^ 
verted 

•" Trial,  c.   Leave,  Ixv    149- 

1R.M51;  2R.-  175;  Rep.-  322 ;  3R.* 
343  ;  /.  IR.*  395 ;  2R.«  619  ;  Com.*  72  8 
3R.*  834  ;  Royal  Assent,  871 

Proceedings,  see  Election  Compromi 


Electors,  Personation  of,  see  Southampton  Etee^ 
tion 


;  Registration  of,  see  Registratinn 
Removal,    e.    1R.»   Ixiii  977 


1589;  (A.  102,  N  120,  ^""181."  1592; 
Amend.  [^A.  101,  N.  79,  M.  22 J,  1595 

Eliot,  Right  Hon.  Lord  {Cornwall) 
Barristers  (Ireland)  Leave,  ixi  1295 
Borous^h  Magiisrates,  Ixiii  163 
Civil  Bill  Decrees  (Ireland).  L^ave  Ixn  8«9 
Criminal  Law— Killing  a  Goat  (Ireland)  j  Ix 
636, 728 

Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Ovec,  Copper. 

Ixiii  759 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1 179 

(Ireland)  Ixiv  701  ;  Ixv  608. 610 

Donegal   Crand  Jury,  Ixiii  423,  4S4:  Com. 

moved  for,  Ixiv  856 
Dublin  Royal  Society.  Ixi  604 
Education  (Ireland).  Ixi  937;  Ixv  308, 216 
Fisheries  (Ireland)  Ixi  839 ;  Com.  Ixv  223 
Flanagan,  James,  Death  of,  Ixi  1074 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  Ix  297. 334 :  Ixlli  979 
Income>Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  408,  420 
Informers  (Ireland),  Ix  102 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of  the,  Ixr  904 
Limitation  of  Aetioos  (Ireland),  Ixv  1212,  1213 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Biddulpb.  Ixrit  270L 

1425,  1426 ;— Mr.  St.  G«oi|re,  Ixiv  551 
Marriages.    Dissenterv'    (Ireland),   Ix    443; 

Le*ve,  1006;   2R.  1092;   Com.  1180;   3IL 

1374 
Maynooth,  Orent  to,  Ixiv  788  :  Ixv  388 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Ixiii  687 
Ministers*  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  novca  for. 

Ixiv  1112 
Mmiidpal  CorponUioosflrehuid),  Ix  144, 200$ 

Com.  Ixii  716 


ELL 


—        ENN.         {I  N  D  E  X.}        ENO.        —        EWA. 


EHot,  Right  Hon.  Lord— con/mt<ef/. 

Navigation,  Interna)  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ix  1430 

Outrages  (Ireland),  Uiv  701 

Party  Crimes  (Ireland),  Ixi  153,  154,  155 

Police  Rewards  (Ireland),  Ixv  344 

Poor  Lavt  Comaiiuion,  Com.  Ixiv  606 

Ratlwrays  (Ireland),  Ix  144,  244  ;  Com.  moved 
for,  1416,  1421 

Ribboni.sm  in  Ireland,  Ixv  896;~Armagh  As- 
size, 107K  1073 

Rivers  (Ireland),  Rep.  Ixiv  430 

Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  Ixiii  417 

Spy  System  (Ireland),  Ixi  301 

Stipendiary  Magistrates,  )x  245 

Temperance  Processions  (Ireland),  Ixiii  1424, 
1425 

Tipperary,  Outrages  in.  Ixiii  565 

Flkmere  and  Chester  Canal,  c.  IR  *  Ixi  299  ; 
2R.'  584  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  4  ;  3R.*  94 ;  /.  IR.* 
195  ;  2R.*  321  ;  Rep/  455  ;  3R.*  475  ; 
Royal  Assent,  995 

EUenboraughj  Ijord — Salary,  c,  Ix  1176 

Ellice,  Mr.  E.  {St.  Andrew's  &c.) 
Caledonian  Canal,  Ixi  303,  660 ;  Com.  moved 

for,  835 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  Ixiii  105 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Rep.  Ixv  965 
Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of.  Com. 

moved  for,  Ixii,  1162 
Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Ixiv  92 
Salmon    Fisheries   (Scotland),    Re-com.   Ixiii 

1386 

Ellice,  Right  Hon.  E.  (Coventry) 

Distress  of  the  Ck>untry,  Ixiv  1059, 1084 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1257 ;  2od  Reeolutioo, 
1269 

Elliott,  Captain,  c,  Ixiii  12,  686 

Ellis,  Mr.  W.  {Leicester) 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leaaiog,  Ck>m.  c/.  I, 

Ixiii  591 
Income-Tax  Com.  el.  96,  Ixiii  236 
Merchant  and  Factors,  Lav  of.  Com.  Ixiii  596 

Elphinstone,  Mr.  U.  {Lewes) 
Afighanisian  and  Cabul,  Ix  147 
Corn-Lawf — ^Total  Repeal,  1x^686 
Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  214,  216;  Com. 

moved  for,  231 
Income-Tftx,  Report,  Ixii  231  ;  Amend*  450, 

451 
Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of.  Com. 

moved  for,  ixii  1139,1160 
Registration,  Ix  1176 

Elton,  Mr.  A»  case,  c.  Ix  ^00,  720 ;  Ixi  181 

Ely  Plate  Improoement,  c.  1 R.*  Ixi  1 110 :  2R.* 
Ixiii  269 ;  Rep.*  1152  ;  3R.*  1238  ;  /.  lR.» 
1236;  2R.»  1422;  Rep.»  1466;  3R.^ 
1513  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Emigration,  e ,  Leave,  Ix  76 

■  —  Colomal,  e,  Ixii  811 ; — see  India—' 

West  Indies 

Employment  of  Children  in  MmUy  see  Mines 

Enclosure,  see  Indoture 

Ennis,  Provision  Eiots  at,  see  Provision  Riots 


Enoch  Chapel,  c.  Ixii  83 

Equitable  Gas  Company, c.  iR.*  Ixi  136  ;  2R.* 
584  ;  Rep.»  Ixiii  4  ;  3R.*  114 ;  /.  iR.  195  ; 

-2R.*321;  Rep.*  455;  3R.*  475 ;  Royal 
Assent,  995 

Error,  Writs  of,  see  Writs 

Escott,  Mr.  B.  {Winchester) 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  68 

Afighanistan,  War  in,  Ixii  83,  307 

Auckland,  Lord,  Ixiv  1183, 1184.  1185 

Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  687,  692,  696  ; 
c/.5,705;  c/.  14,707,715 

~-^—  Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  839 

Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  946 

Corn-Laws,  Total  Repeal,  Ix  869 

Customs  'AcU—The  Tariff— Cattle,  Ixiii  702  ;t- 
Fruit,  734;  PoUtoes,755 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 
1653;  Ixfv  1181,  1238 

Election  Compromises — Exclusion  of  Members 
from  the  Committee,  Ixiv  642 ;— Mr. Walter, 
717 ;— Report,  757,  769 ;— Secret  Commit- 
tees, 1121, 1128;  lxy793 

Electors'  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1589 

Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  382  ;   Com.  cl.  60,  1390 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  604 

Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lords'  Amend.  Ixiii  1 1 

Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  Amend.  Ixv  332 ; 
cL  2, 335 ;  add.  cl.  356  ;  3R.  502 

Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  140 

Railways,  Com.  add.  cL  Ixiv  181 

Estcourt,  Mr.  T.  G.  B.  {Oxford  University) 
Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Railway, 

Rep.  Ixi  1344 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Railway,  Ixi  756 
Qneenborough  Corporation,  xl  882 

Evans,  Mr.  W.  {Derbyshire) 
Local  Courts,  Ix  530 

Evidence,  Law  of.  Improvement,  I.  IR.*  Ix  716  ; 
2R.  Ixi  208  ;'  Rep*  Ixiii  675,  1118  ;  3R.* 
1142  ;  c.  IR.*  1423  ;  2R.*  Ixiv  196  ;  Com. 
Ixv  1064 ;— see  Peerage — Perpetuating 

Ewart,  Mr.  W.  {Dumfries,  Sfc.) 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  49 

Com,  American,  Ixv  842 

Laws — ^Burdens  on  Land,  Ix  729 ;— To- 
tal Repeal,  902 

Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,  Ixii 
323 

Deodand,  Law  of,  Ix  721 

Design,  Schools  of,  Ixv  143, 149 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1207 ;— Re-as- 
sembling of  Parliament,  Ixv  427 ;— Public,  556 

Income-Tax,  2R.  Ix  1009 

Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of,  Com* 
moved  for,  Ix  1150, 1154 

library  Committee — Attendance  of  Members, 
1x126 

Parks,  The  Public,  Ix  246 

Physicians  and  Surgeons,  Colleges  of,  Ixiv  981 

Public  Houses,  2R.  Ixii  893 

—Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  133 

Meetings,  Right  to  bold,  Ixv  605 

Railways,  Leave,  Ix  173 ;  Com.  add.  el.  Ixii 
1049 

Supply-'Miicellaneous  Estimates,  Ixv  87^  90 ; 

—Education,  185;^BriUsh  Museum,  201 


EXC.        -        FEI.  {INDEX}  PER.        —        FIN. 


Exchequer  Bills,  c.  IR*  Ixii  1 1 10 ;  2R  *  1 178  ; 
Rep.»  1371 ;  3R.*  Ixiii  4 ;  /.  1R.»  195  ;  2R.» 
248 ;  Rep  *  321 ;  3R.*  455  j  Royal  Assent, 
475 

(£9,193,000),  c.  IR.*  Ix  963  ; 

2R .♦  977  ;  Cora  *  1030;  Rcp.»  1064  ;  3R.* 
1094  ;  /.  1R.»  ib. ;  2R.«  1111  ;  Rep.*  1177  : 
3R.*  1 197 ;  Royal  Assent,  1301 


*»^».      S7f  i     ,  v/uiu.      JVOUi  IVCp,       J 

1094;/.  1R.»»6.;2R.*  1111;  R 
3R.*  1 197 ;  Royal  Assent,  1301 

Forgery  of,  /.  k  95;  c.  295, 

899,  971  ;  /.  973  ;  c.  1004 ;  Leave,  1377  ; 
L  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  9;  c.  IR*  41 ;  2R.* 
135,  302  ;  Rep.  513,  1117,  1221  ;  cl.  5, 
Amend,  ib.  j  cL  6,  Amend.  1240 ;  add.  cL 
1241,  [A.  64,  N.  77,  M.  13l,  1250, 1290  : 
3R.»  1339;  I.  1R.»  Ixii  1 ;  2R.  292  ;  Com. 
459;  3R.  502;  Royal  Assent,  985;  Ixv 
1187 ; — see  Comptroller^  Way$  and  Meam 

■  Loan  Actt,  c.  Ixi  497 


• Pnmiration,  c.  IR.*  Ixv  241  ; 

2R.*322;  Rep.<396;  3R.*  492;  /.  IR.* 
487;  2R.*  568;  Rep.*  619;  3R.  728; 
Royal  Assent,  871 

Exchequer,  Chancellor  of  the,  tee  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer 

Exchequer,  Comptroller  of  the,  see  Comptroller 

,  Court  of  (England),  c.  IR.*  Ixv  124  : 

2R.*  241  ;  Com.*  588  ;  3R.*  757 ;  /.  IR.* 
728;  2R.*  889:  Rep.*  934;  3R.*  1008: 
Royal  Assent,  1061 

Excite  Dutiet^Compoundt,  c.  Com.  Ixii  500  • 
IR.*   638;    2R.*   997;    Com.   Ixiii   318 
Rep.*  475  ;  3R.*  559  ;  /.  IR.*  598  ;  2R.* 
675 ;  Rep.*  763 ;  3R.*  881 ;  Royal  Assent, 

^^l*9ion    cf  Membert  from  Committee,  see 
Election  Compromitet 

Executiontfor  Burglary,  c.  Ixii  490 

Exeter,  Bishop  of 
Poor-Law  Chaplains  (Ireland),  Ix  633 
Commissionen,  Ix  978,  999 

Exeter,  Marquess  of 
Albert,  Prince,  Address  to,  Ix  39 ;  Answer,  95 

Factory  Regulationt,  c.  ix  100;  Ixv  222 

Falmouth  Election  Petition,  see  Penryn 

Farmert'  and  Gardenert'  Hailttane  Attmmce 
Company,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  299 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  333 

Favertham  Navigation,  c.  iR.*  Ixi  584  ;  2R,* 
Ixii  1373  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  475,  600 ;  3R.*  686  ; 
/.  IR.*  675  ;  2R.*  881  ;  Rep.*  995  ;  3R.* 
1056 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Feet  to  Sheriff t  see  Sheriffi 

Feilden,  Mr.  W.  (Blackburn) 
^Tx*iil  844  **"*'  The— Frauds  of  Manubcttti«rt, 


Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  {Londonderry  City) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff-.Cattle,  Ixiii  617 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  hAw  857 
Municipal  Corporations,  Com.  Ixii  716 

Ferrand,  Mr.  W.  B.  {KnareOorough) 
Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  962 
Com-Uws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  420:— Total 

Repeal,  698,  710,  711, 1058,  1077 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cotton,  Inii  1371 . 

1372, 1376 

Distress  of  the  Country.  Com.  moved  for.  Ixiii 

1640,  1661, 1654,  1658;  Ixiv  1880 
Election  Compromises  Committee — Mr.  Wml. 

ter,  Ixiv  719 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  440 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  860 
Manufacturers,  The— The  Truck  System,  ixi 
52.  56, 140, 141,  655. 662.  666      ^    "»  "" 
Placard  issued  at  Manchester,  Ixtit  1154,  1155 

"Je'J^?^^'"™"'""'  '*  295;  Leave,  Inii 
450;  2R.  Ixiv  133,  150.  152.  160;  Com. 
Adjourn.  269. 261,  572.  618 ;  cl.  I,  6fi5 :  W. 
2,687;  C/.1,  Ixv  45  »        ,  «• 

Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiii  1093, 1 101 

Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabaon,  Ixii  1125 
1348, 1349. 1360  ^  ' 

Supply,  Com.  Ix  199 

Truck  System,  The— Frauds  of  Manu&etitten. 
Com.  moved  for,  Ixii  820,  850, 857,  867 

Wages,  Payment  of.  Appointment  of  Commit- 
tee, Ixiii  92, 1 13.  319  ^-*««u« 

Ferrybridge  and  Boroughbriefga  Road,e.  lIL* 
Ixi  418;  2R*  Ixii  997;  Rep.*  Ixiii  260  • 
3R.*  333;  /.  IR*  321;  2R.*  475;  Ben.* 
Ixiv  1  ;  3R.*  172 ;  Royal  Assent,  422 

Fielden,  Mr.  J.  (Oldham) 
Corn-Laws,  Total  Repeal,  Ix  1 074 :  Com.  moved 

for,  Ixiv  1313 ;  SRHxIii  58  ^^ 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cottons,  hriii  l»7 
Deputations  to  Minuters,  Explaoatkm  of,  Ixv 

768,  763 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Adjourn.  Ixlv  1236L 
1238;  lxv545.558  ^^ 

(IrelandX  Ixv  608 

Income  Tax,  Com.  #?/,  96,  Ixiii  339 

Kingsclere  Indosure,  Report,  Ixii  809 ;  5R. 
876,  878 

Manufacturers,  The  Master,  Ixi  160 
National  PeUUon— The  Charter,  Ixiii  98 
Poor-Uw  Commission,  Com.  Adjourn.  Ixiv  968. 
667,  618,613,  643;  Ixv  77;  Amend.  Si  • 
iff.  el.  370,  494;  3R.  498.  507 ;  That  tke 
Bill  do  pass,  Amend.  617 

Fierville't  JSaturalitation,  I.  1R,»  Ixi  583- 
2R.*lxii  572;  Rep,*  717;  3R.*  895;  c 
IR.*  903;  2R*  1110;  Rep.*  Ixiii  269- 
3R,*  333 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  475 

Finance,  L  Ixi  510 

Financial  Documentt,  c.  Ixi  467 

• .  Policy,  c.  Ix  1268 

Statement,  c.  Ix  147 ;— Iiinor<  DuUea, 

811— see  Iname^Tax^Wt^ and  Memu 

Fines  and  Rtcaperiet  (  Walet  and  Cketkirt),  c 
Leave,  Ixii  1233;  IR,*  1251.  2R.*  txiii 
205;  Rep*  422  ;  3R.*  475  ;  /.  iR.*  5M  : 
2R.*881j  Rep.*  963;  3R.*  1422;  Royal 
Atf«Dt,  ba?  172  ^ 


FIS. 


—        FLA.  {INDEX}  FLE.        ^ 


FOX. 


Fiik^  Dutia  an,  c  Ixi  838  ;— see  Cuttom*  Acts 

—— ,  Foreign,  c  Ixii  376 

Fisheriet,  The,  c.  Ix  639  ;~8ee  Salmon^Tyne 


(Ireland),  e.  Ixi  839;  IR.*   1339; 

2R.*  200  ;  Rep.  Ixir  860, 1009 ,  Com.  Ixv 
223  ;  Rep.»  343  ;  3R.*  492  j  /.  iR.*  568  ; 
2R.*  619;  Com.*  834;  Rep.*  889,  934; 
3U.*  1008 ;  Royal  Assent,  1214 


T\reaty  Act  Conimuanee,  c.  IR.*  Ixiv 

1009;  2R.*  1095;  Com.*  1170;  Rep.* 
1289  :  3R .*  Ixv  17,  19;  L  iR.*  99  ;  2R.* 
315;  Com.*  395;  3R.*  487 ;  Royal  As- 
sent, 871 

Fitzgerald,  Lord 
Adminlty,  The  late,  Ixi  134,  135 
Affghanistan — Indian  Aflain,  Ixiii  1148,  1152 
Catholica  in  Madras,  Ix  142, 243 
Corn-Laws,  9R.  Ixii  615,  617 ;  Com.  798 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixtv  89,  291,  307 
National  Distress,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii  1 142 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  775  ;~Distress  (Ireland), 

Ixiv  2 
Roman  Catholic  Worship  (India),  Ixiii  332 
Sattara,  Riyaof,  Ixv  1008 
Tipperary — Special  Commission,  Ixiii  1514; 

ixiv  281 

Fitxroy,  Captain  R.  {Durham  CtVy) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  163 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Ixi  2R.  690 
Com,  Conveyance  of,  from  America,  Ix  1177 
Counsel,  Attendance  of  at  Committees,  Ixii  319 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Oils,  Ixiii  897 
Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  218,  227;  Com. 

moved  for,  228 
Emigration,  Leave,  Ix  93 
Ipswich  Election,  ^rit,  Ixv  1160 
Merchant  Ships,  Masters  of,  Ixv  764 
National  Floating  Breakwater,  2R.*  Ixi  584 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  197 
Newfoundland  Bill— Com.  el.  6,  Ixv  1069 
Poor  Law  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  612 
Property  Tax  on  Foreign  Funds,  Ixv  1144 
Southwark  Improvemedt,  Com.  add*  el.   Ixii 

1113 

Fitzwilliam,  Earl 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  34 
Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderland),  Ixiii  204 
Children  in  Collieries,  Employment  of,  lxiiil96, 

197,198,199 
Corn  Laws,  2R.  Ixii  635 
Finance,  Izi  510 

Hops,  Duty  on,  Ixiii  455, 456, 458, 459 
Income-Tax— Taxing  Tenants,  Ixiii  685 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  Ixiii  775 
Tariff,  The— Cattle,  Ixiii  682 

FU»william\  VUcount,  or  (Herbert's)  Estate,  I 
iR.*  Ixiii  553;  2R.*  675;  3R.*  Ixiv  421  j 
c.  1R.*431;  2R.*635;  Rep.*  1289;  3R.* 
Izv  17  ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  222 

Flag  Officers,  c.  Returns  moved  for,  Ixiv  1163 ; 
Adiourn.  [A.  21,  N.  71,  M.  50],  1164; 
2od  Div.  [A.  13,  N.  60,  M.  47]],  1173 

Flanaghan,  James,  Death  of,  c.  Isi  1072 
VOL  LXV.    (SSi) 


Fleehoood  Improvement  and  Market,  c.  1  R.*Jxi' 
511 ;  2  R.*  1027 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1238 ;  3R.* 
1316;  /.  1R.*1312:  2R.*  1422;  Rep.* 
1512 ;  3R.*  1598 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Fleming,  Mr.  J.  W.  (Hanqfshire) 

Com- Laws — Mr.  Christopher's  Amend.  Ix  1 144 

Southampton  Election,  Ixii  f  119 ;  Mr.  Mabson, 

1210;  Mr.  Wren's  PetiUon,  Ixiii  979,  982, 

983, 1586 ;— Personation  of  Electors.  10i)7, 

4058, 1059  ;  New  Writ  moved  for,  1070, 1072 

Fleming,  Mr,,  see  Southanq^on  Election 

FUnt  Election  Committee,  e.  Report,  Ixiii  560 

Floating  Breakwater^  c.  Ixi  1295 

Flogging  M  Prisons,  e,  Ix  1377 

the  Army,  c.  Ix  531 ;  see  Mutir^ 

FUner,  Importation  of,  c.  Ix  333, 728  \'-^Boni'mg 
of,  Ixi  300 

FoUett,  Sir  W.  W.,  see  Solicitor-General,  Tlie 
Food,  Prohibitory  Duties  on,  c.  Ix  293 

Forbes,  Mr.  W.,  (Stirling-shire) 
Hill  Coolies,  Ix  1355 

Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Flem- 
ing, Ixii  1126 

Foreign  Com,  Importation  of,  see  Ctm,  Foreign 

— ^  Funds,  see  Prcpcrfy-Ttfx. 

Forged  Etchequer'BUls,  see  Exchequer- Bills 

Forster,  Mr.  M.  (Berwick-^m'TweedJ 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment — Report,  ]xvI085 
Brazil,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  Ixiv  1 170 
Customs'  Acta— The  Tariff,  Ixi  934;— Cotton, 

Ixiii  1384 
Quarantine,  Ixi  618 
Silver  Coinage,  Ixiv  345 

Fortescue,  Earl 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff.  Com.  Ixiv  1094 
LimiUtion  of  Actions  (Ireland)  2R.  Ixv  757 
Magistracy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Biddulpb,  Ixii  1237 
Outmges  (Ireland),  Ixv  1112, 1119, 1120 
Poor  Law,  Ixi  723 
Spirit  Duties  (Ireland)  3R.  Ixii  989 
Tippenry,  State  of,  Ixiii  969 

Forth  and  Clyde  Navigation,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  837 ; 
2IU*  Ixii  76  ;  Rep.'  1373 ;  Ixiii  333  ;  3R.* 
475 ;  /.  IR.*  553  ;  2R.*  675  ;  Rep.*  963  ; 
3R.*995;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Marine  Inxuranee  Company,  c.  IR.* 

Ixi  837 ;  2R.*  Ixii  1251 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1056 ; 
3R.*  1238;  /.  IR.*  1312;  2R.*  1512; 
3R.*  Ixiv  938;  Royal  Assent,  1240 

Four  Courts  Marshalsea,  ( Dublin), ciR,*  Ixiv 
787 ;  2R.*  979  ;  Rep.  Ixv  835 ;  3R.*  893  ; 
/.  IR.*  889:  2R.*  1008;  Rep.*  1061; 
3R.*  1112;  Royal  Assent,  1214 

Fox,  Colonel  C.  R.  (Toioer  Hamlets) 
Corn-Laws -Total  Repeal,  Ix  738 
Enoch  Chapel,  Ixii  83 
Natal,  Port— The  Boers,  Ixii  1167, 1171 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  580 
9pain,  A&irs  of— Cabrera,  Ix  445, 444;  Inn* 
sion  of,  Ixi  68 
3  A 
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France,   Commercial    Relations   with,    c.    liiii 
1018— see  Portendic 

Francis,  The  Convict,  Ixv  84 

Freemen,  Admission  o/{Dublin),  c.  Ixiii  206 

Fremantle,  Sir  T.  {Buckingham) 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Rep.  Ixv  971 

French  Ambassador,  The,  I.  Ixiv  410— see  Spain 

French,  Mr.  F.  {"Roscommon) 
Allotment  Commissioners  (Ireland),  Ixii  1129 
British  Claimants  on  Portugal,  Ixiii  13 
Canada  Loan,  \%v  870 
Corn  Importation,  3R.  add.  el.  Ixii  66 
Distress  (Ireland),  Ixv.  610 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Ixii  424 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

Inoome-Tax,  Com.  cl.  98,  Amend.,  Ixiii  240 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Ix  144  v 
Nottingham  Election,  Neir  Writ  moved  for, 
lxiii341,342 

Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  Ixiii  416,  418 

Supply— Miscellaneous  Estimates— CaledonUn 
Canal,  Ixv  614 

Frodsham  Small  Debts,  c.  1R.»  Ixi  419 

Fruit-^TheTanff;  I.  Ixii 720 ;  Foreign,  1249  ;- 
see  Customs*  Acts 

Fugitives  from  UnUed  States,  see  UnUed  States 

Funds,  Foreign,  see  Property-Tax 

Gait's  Naturalization,  I.  IR  *  Ixii  1357  :  2R  ♦ 
lxiii455;  Rep.*  553;  3R.*598:  c.  lR> 
813  ;  2R.»  978  ;  Rep.»  1490;  3R.»  1529  : 
Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Galloway,  Earl  of 
Affirmations,  2R.  629 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  Ixiii  1007 

Rai^ifay  Travelling  on  Sandays,  Ixiii  977, 1013, 

^TufTl'^  (/reW),  c.  IR.*  Ixv  322  ; 
2R.»  343 ;  Rep.»  492 ;  3R.»  588 :  /.  IR.* 
619;  2R.*  728;  Rep>  834;  3R/889. 
Royal  Assent,  1061 

Gardeners'  and  Farmer^  Hailstone  AMiurance 
Compare,  c.  IR .•  Ixi  299  ;  2R.»  Iiiii  333 

Gai  Copttpanies,  see  Brentford -^  Equitable^ 
N^gham^  South  Metropolitan -^  Staiey^ 

Gellen,  WilUam,  Case  of,  c.  hw  1215 
German  Commercial  League,  c.  briv  789 
Gibbon,  Mr.,  see  Great  Mm^low  Election 

Gibson,  Mr.  T.  M.  (Manchester) 
Brazil,  Ixii  1252 

^  rl!«  f^?^.*''";,^**"*^  (Colonial  Customs), 
Com.  Ixii  571 ;  3R,  cl.  9,  Amend.  Ixiv  747 


GLA. 


Gibson,  Mr.  T.  M.-^emttmued 
Corn  Average!,  Effect  of,  on  Tithes,  Ixi    43 

Importation  Bill,  Com.  Ixi  539;    ei.  9. 

1321  ;  Rep.  1403 

Laws— Manchester  Declaration.  Ix  640  • 

— Totol  Repeal,  860 

Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  IxiH  6S2  - 

-Fish.  729;-Cotton,  1366. 1367 ;  That  tbe* 

Bill  do  pass,  Ixiv  741 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  925      TTiaiif 

bling  of  Parliament,  Ixv  480 ;— Public.  560 
Electors'  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1589 
Food,  Prohibitory  Duties  on,  Ix  293 
Income-Tax  on  Pensions,  Ixi  607,  608,   659  ; 

Com.  1211  ;  2nd  Resolution,  1264, 1271 
Melvill,  Rev.  Mr.  Ixv  641 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1362 
Paisley,  Distress  at,  Ixiii  888 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  83 
Railways,  Com.  add.  cl.  Ixiv  187 
Registration  of  Voters.  Leave,  Ixiii  875 
Supply— Education,  Ixv  185, 191 

G^jon'f  Estate,  L  IR.*  Ixiii  881 ;  2R.»  ma  • 
Rep.  Ixiv  538;  3R.»  616;  c.  1R.»  635- 
2^*979;  3R.*  Ixv  396;  /.  RoyaTA^eDi; 

Gilbert  Unions^  see  Poor-Law 

Gill,  Mr.  T,  (Pfymou^) 
Anti-Poor-Law  Depuutiona,  hdv  641 
Com,  Bonded,  2R.  Ixv  350 

Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  1073 

Inwme-Tax,  Com.  ei.  50;   IxU  1388,  1389; 
Rep.  Amend.  Ixiii  316  ^^  ' 

Poor-Law  Commissions^  Leave,  Ixiii  450 

^'5^.V.°?«»  ^'?»>t  Hon.  W.  E.  iNeumrk) 
Untish  Possessions  Abroad  (Colonial  CutoMal 

570, 571 ;  3R  add.  cl.  Ixiv  744;  c£. 7/748 
Canada,  Com,  imported  into,  Ix  339 
Cement-Stones,  Duty  on,  Ixiv  788;  facT  175. 

Copyright,  Com.  cL  24  ;  Ixii  893 
ggg     ■  ®^  D«i«n«,  2IL  Ixi  692;  Rep.  Ixr 

Cora,  Bonded,  Com.  Ixiv  537;  2R.  Ixv  344 
—-,  Foreign,  ImportaUon  of,  Ixiv  1140;  Ixw 

Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  358;— ICr 

Christopher's  Amend.  1116.  1149,  II50;-I 

Mr.  Wodehouse's  Amend.   1203,  1906- 

Barley,  Oats,  &e^  Colonial  PitMloce.  IS3£ 
\^'  ?S:J^'^A  Co^cL5,579T'J.»: 

7of72  '        ^'  '^'  »R..rfrf.cl.lxii 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  394, 401.  £90  - 

-CatUe.  1669, 1671  ;^Qi...v?R;;SS7.  m; 

Fmit,73l  ;--Bacon.739;-Batter,74a,744; 
-Cheese,  747  ;-Onioiia,  759 ;  -  Pni.toei, 
JS*"^T^  Copper,  755,  757;  IrM  Bnim. 

LMther,  1364  ;— Cottoot.  1367,  1388.  1390. 

^•-;.^J^''  '/*«•  1491  ;1Lm?  iSc 

'^ir^"««'  1493;-Stonea,  1498,  14M; 
-Coffee,  1503,  l507;-SCfmfr  Hats.  15191 
r^'^J^'  *^5  Rep.  Re-corn.  1507 
Com.  195 :  3R.  Coals,  mU.  cL  735 ;— Oite 
Seed,  730%~<:orks,  733;  That  tbe  Biliao 
"•^   739 


OLA.        —       GOD. 


{INDEX) 


GOD.        — 


GRA. 


Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E— crni/inuei/. 
Castoms'  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  Izr  495^ 
Desifni,  Schools  of,  Ixv  144 
Half.  Farthings,  Ixiv  703 
Hop  Duties,  Ixti  309 
Law  of  Merchant  Act  Amendment,  Com*  Ixiii 

£94,  £97 
Merchant  Ships,  Masters  of,  Izv  766 
Railways,  Leave,  Iz  165, 17S  ;  SR.  1179  ;  Rep. 
Ixii  1044  ;  Com.  c/.  1 1,  1045,  1047  ;  add.  cL 
1048,  1050;  Ixi?  174,  176,  186,  191,   192, 
193,  194,  195  ;  Lords'  Amend.  Izv  343 

,  Travelling  on,  Ixlii  738 

Silver  Coinage,  Ixiv  345 
Sagar  Duties,  Iziii  1164,  1178,  1183,  1193 
Tariff;  The,  Ixi  594  ;~Errors  in,  838,  1111 
Taxes  in  Foreign  Countries,  Ixi  512 
Timber  Ships,  Overloading  of,  Ixi  303 ;  Com. 
moved  for,  1405, 1406 

Glasgow  and  Rtdbum  Bridge  Road  c.  IR.*  Izi 
584;  2R.*1219;  Rep.*  Ixii  1054;  3R.* 
11 7a ;  /.  1R.»  ib. ;  2R.*  1357 ;  Rep.  Ixiii  1 ; 
3R.*  195 ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

-»  Ciiy  of.  Life  Atnarance  and  Bever- 


tknary  Compact  e.  iR.*  Ixi  755  ;  2R.*  Ixii 
76;  Rep.»  Ixiii -475;  3R.*1238;  /L  IR.* 
1312 ;  2R  ♦  1422 ;  Rep.»  1512 ;  3R.»  1598  j 
Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

,  Poti/ry,  Kilmamockf  and  Ayr  JUahoay^ 

c.  IR.*  Ix  1355;  2R.*  Ixi  136;  Rep.*  Ixii 
295;  3R.*  472;  /.  iR.*  456;  2R.'*  1050; 
Rep.*  Ixiii  1 :  3R.*  195;  Royal  Assent, 
475 — see  Edinburgh 

Police  (No.  2),  c.  lR.»  Ixi  584  j  2R.» 


1110 


-,  (No.  3),  c.  IR.*  Ixi  1110;  2R.* 


Ixii  76 

GUgg*t  Divorce,  I.  IR.*  Ixi  409;  2R»  Ixii 
1110.  Rep.*  1234;  3R.*  1357;  c.  lR.» 
1373;  2R.*  Ixiii  205;  Rep.*  813;  3R.* 
884 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  995 

Gleogall,  Earl  of 
Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  8R,  Ixv  752  ; 

953,  954 ;  Com.  963 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Ixiv  eOQ,  699 
Poor-Law  Commissioners  (Ireland),  Ixiii  963 
Tipperary,  Sute  of,  Ixiii  964,  970 

GloQcester,  Bishop  of 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Ixv  122 

Gloucester  Bailway,  see  BrisUd 

Goat,  Killing  a^Crimimd  Law  {Ireland)  c.  Ix 
635,  728 

Godolphin,  Lord 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  SR.  Ixiii  974 

Godson,  Mr.  R.  (fiiddermmtUr) 
Copyright,  Leave,  Ix  191 ;  2R.  730 ;  Com.  eL 

15,  Ixii  890,  891 ;  cL  24,  892, 893 
Kinffsclere  Indosure,  Rep.  Amend.  Ixii  805 ; 
3R.  877  ;  add.  el.  882, 883 
'  Lunatic  Asylums,  Ucensed,  Com.  cl.  1,  Ixii 
889 


Godson,  M.  R. — continued. 

Nottingham,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  195, 335 
Ormesby  Indosure,  Lords' Amend.  Ixiii  11 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren, 
Ixii  1057,  1066,  1067 ;— Mr.  Mabson,  1179, 
1180,  1183.   1184,  1205,  1341;  Neir  Writ 
moved  for,  Ixiii  1087 
Sugar  Duties,  IxHi  1169 

Gold  Coinage,  see  Coinage 

Gore,  Mr.  W.  O.  {Shropshire) 
Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  473,  477  ;— 

Mr.  Wodehouse*s  Amend.  1219 
Customs*  Acts— The  TarifT— Cattle,  Ist.  Res. 

Ixiii  668 ;— Butter,  742 
Severn  Navigation,  Rep.  Ixi  934 
Shannon,  Navigation  of  the,  Ixiii  418 

Gosport  Piers,  c.  JR.*  Ixi  419;  2R.*  837; 
Rep.*  Ixii  903,  1251  ;  3R.*  1373 ;  /.  IR.* 
Ixiii  1 ;  2R.*  248  ;  Rep.*  321 ;  3R.*  422 ; 
Royal  Assent,  995 

Goulbnm,  Right  Hon.  H.,  see  Chancellor  o 
the  Exchequer 

Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.  {IhrchesitT) 
Anti-Com-Law  Conference,  Ixi  834 

Poor-Law  Deputations,  Ixiv  641 

Apprentices'  Act  Amend.  Leave,  Ix  801 

Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  401, 407 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amend.   Rep.  Ixv  1066,  c/. 

58,  1140,1141;  3R.  1215 
Bolton,  Distress  in,  Ix  260  ;~Poor  of,  1176 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  119,  124,  127. 134, 

141, 189 
Boroughs  Incorpomtion,  3R.  Ixv  1 145 
Buildings  Regulation,  Ix  900,  901  ;  Bill  put 

off,  Ixv  355 
Burying  the  Dead  in  Towns,  Com.  moved  for, 

1x1283 
Case  of  Dr.  M'Douall,  Ixv  835 
Catholic  Prisoners,  Spiritual  Instruction  for, 

Ixiv  1290 
Cheltenham,  Magistrates  oU  Ixv  243, 400 
Church,  Compulsory  attendance  at,  ix  314 
'  of  Scotland,  Ixi  626 ;  :Com.  moved  for, 

648;  Leave,  Ixii  497;  2R.  Ixiii  97, 115,  886, 

1428, 1429 
Convicts— Hulks,  Ix  147 
Corehouse,  Lord,  Ixii  3 
Corn-Laws  — Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  382, 

—Total  Repeal,  600 
Coroners,  Power  of,  Leave,  Ixii  493 

,  Warwick  and  Lancaster,  Ixv 


515; 


982 


981, 


Counsel,  Attendance  of  at  Committees,  Ixii  312 

313 
County  Courts,  Ixv  493 ;  Com.  1074, 1 183 
Courts  of  Law,  Com.  moved  for,  Iziti  736 
Custom's  Acts—The  Tariff,  Ixiii  386 
Deputations  to  Ministers,  Explanation  of,  Ixv 

762 
Dissection — ^The  Anatomy  Act,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ixiv  1114 
Distress    Number  of  Paupers,  Ixtii  482, 1 154 ; 

— Queen*s  Letter,  1387  ;— Of  the  Country, 

Ixiv  882,  1021,  10773-Re-assembljng  of 

Parliament,  Ixv  437 
Divisions— Exdusion  of  Members,  Ixiii  1320 
Drainage,  Ixii  639 
Drama,  The,  Ixiv  799 


GRA.        -        GRA.        {INDEX}        GRA. 


GRE. 


Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.'—coHtinued^ 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  Ixiii 
584 ',  oL  I,  587,  588,  589,  590, 594 

(No.  2), 

Rep.  Ixv  924, 928,  931,  933 ;  3R.  1076 ;  add. 
cL  1079, 1080 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1589,  1592 
Enoch  Chapel,  Ixii  84 
Executions  for  Burglary,  Ixii  490 
Factory  Regulations,  Ix  100, 101 ;  Ixv  323 
Fines  and  Recoveries  (Wales  and  Chediire), 
Leave,  Ixii  1233 
>  Flogging  in  Prisons,  Ix  1377 
Income-tax,  Com.  Ixi  1014;  Report,  Ixii  420 ; 

1R.677 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of  the.  Ixv  295, 

296 
Johnston — Commutation  of  Sentence,  Ixv  1188 
Judicial  Resignations,  Ix  267, 287,  302 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices  Act  Amendment,  IR. 

Ixiv  752,  753 
Local  Courts,  Ix  530 
Lunacy,  IR.  Ixv  492,  493 
M*DoualI,  Dr. — Meeting  at  Deptford — The 

Police,  Ixv  905 
Manslaughter,  2R.  Ixiii  1387 
Manufacturing  Districts,  Distress  in,  Ixi  302 
Medical  Officers— New  Poor-Law,  Ixiii  609 
■  Profession,  The,  Ix  298  j  Ixv  344 

Metropolitan  Roads,  Ix  641 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixii  1072;  Leave,  Ixiii 
1357 ; — Lords*  Amendments,  1098  ; — ^Com- 
missioners' Report,  Ixiv  1290 ;  Ixv  SB 
Mining  Apprentices,  Ixv  1052,  1053 
Mortelity— North  Dublin  Workhouse,  Ix  298 
Municipal  Corporations  —  Administration   of 

Justice  in  Boroughs,  Ixii  818 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  41 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  201 
,  State  of  the,  Ixi  1041 

Newgate  Regulations-Sympathy  with  Crimi- 

nals,  Ixiii  1024 
Pftisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  181 
Parish  Constables,  Leave,  Ixii  1177 ;  Rep.  add. 

eL  Ixv  670 
Parochial  Assessment,  Ixiii  737 
Paupers,  Scotch  and  Irish,  Ixi  935 
Pentonville  Prison,  Leave,  Ixii  1176 :  3R.  Ixiii 

583 
Petitioning.  Right  of,  Ixii  211 
Physicians  and  Suiigeoos,  College  of,  Ixiv  981, 

982 

Placard  issued  at  Manchester,  Ixiii  1154 

Poor-Uw,  Ix  100,  296.  726,  728,  884 ;— Re- 
turning Officers,  1092;  — Gilbert  Unions, 
Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  814,  816,  818, 1092  ;— 
Ixii  496 ;— Commission,  Ixiii  415:  Leave. 
427,448,  450,  451,454, 1153. 1586;  2R.  Ixiv 
94,  150 ;  Com.  269;— Mr.  Lawson's  Instruc- 
tions,  551,  552;^  Mr.  T.  Duncombe's 
Amend.  564;  el.  1,  661,  670.  674:  c/.  2, 
686  ;  Ixv  28,  29.  30,  37,  39;  el.  1,  40,  60. 
323,  333 :  el.  2,  334,  335,  336 ;  add.  el.  339 
366, 494 ;  3R.  496,  504  ;  add.  eL  513, 516 

Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1289 : 
Ix»  661  • 

Public  Houses.  2R.  postponed,  Ixi  1403  ;  Com. 
add.  el.  Ix'iii  1099,1103 

— —  Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  592, 595. 
668, 670 

SUfford  Gaol,  Ixv  1056 

Reform  in  the  Repreaentati-  *  "  941, 

955 


Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G^— < 

Registration  of  Voters,  Leave,  Ixiii  875  ^  Iziw 

197 
Riots  in  the  Stafibrdshire  Collieries,  Izw  89S 
Rural  Police,  Ixi  512.  1083 
Salford  Gaol— Mr.  Bagshawe,  Ixi  598 
Sheriffs*  Fees  (Scotland),  Ix  1179 
Special  Petty  Sessions,  2R.  ixiii  95 
Stockport,  Distress  at,  Ix  801 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Ixv  93.  98, 

94 ; — Secret  Service  Money,  182 ; — ^ReconU. 

185 ;— Education.  188.  193.  198  ;— London 

University,  1 99 ;— Registrations.  200 
Supreme  Court  (Scotland),  Leave,  Ixii  1223 
Tithes,  Commatation  of.  Leave,  Ixiii  597 ;  3R. 

1584 
Troops,  Movement  of  (Scotland),  Ix  1356 
Truck  System,  The — Frauds  of  Manu&cUifm« 

Com.  moved  for.  Amend.  Ixii  847  850 
Turnpike  Trusts,  Ix  884 ;  Ixi  1 1 16 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  93,  112 
Welsh  CircuiU.  Ixiii  564 
York,  Magistracy  of.  Ix  1270 

Granby,  Marquess  of  (^Stamford) 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  822 

Grand  Jury  Lam  (IreUaid)^  c    Ix  297,  334  ; 
Ixiii  970 ; — see  Donegal 

PretentmenU  {Cork),c.  IR*  Ixiii 

205 

(Irrfaiirf),  c.    1R,» 

Ixiii  1489;  2R*lxiv  1009;  Com,*  lOdS; 
Ixv  491  ;  Rep.  568 ;  3R.*  588  ;  /.  iR*  619 ; 
2R.*  833 :  3R.*  871 ;  Royal  Assent,  1061 

Grant,  Sir  A.C.  (Cambridlge) 
Colonial  Passengrers,  Ixv  &I7 

GraiUon  Pier,  c.  lR.»  U  881 ;  «R»  1175 

■  (No  2),  c.  lR»  Ixi  511 ;  2R.* 

930  ;  Rep.*  869, 1178  ;  3R*  1251 ;  L  iR.* 
1234 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  1 ;  Rep.*  195 ;  3R*  248  ; 
Royal  Assent,  475 ;— see  BmiUidami 

Gravetend  Terrace  Pierre.  iR.*  Ixi  217  ;  2R* 
511 ;  Rep.*  559,  978;  3R*  1014  ;  iL  iR  * 
1118  ;  2R.*  1236;  Rep.*  1422  i  3R.*  ik  ; 

Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Town  Pier,  c.  IR.*  fad  217 ;  2R. 


511;  Rep.*  1238;  3R.*  1316;  /.  lit* 
1312;  2R.*  1422;  Rep.*  1512;  3R.* 
1598;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

freat  Marlow  Electum-^-OMUmpi  of  ike  Htme^ 
c.  Ixii  3,  370  ;— Jlr.  Gibbon^  1319 

— North  of  England  BaUway,  c.  IR*  Ix 
1002 ;  2R.*  Ixi  584 ;  Rep.*  Ixii  94 ;  3R.* 
205 ;  /.  1 R.*  195  ;  2R.*  11 18  ;  Rep.''  1422  ; 
3R.*  1465 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

^{Ciaremce 


Hartlepool  Jwuiion)  Raihmw  (No.  1).  c 
IR.*  Ixi  837  ;  2R.*  Ixii  367  ;  Rep.*  1178; 
3R.*  1251;  L  IR.*  1223;  2R.*  tnii  I  ; 
Rep.*  195 ;  3R.*  248 ;  Royal  Aneot,  745 

*on  Market,  see  Torrit^iam 

^niam  Raiiway,  ace  CMte*. 


ORE,        - 


GUA. 
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Greene,  Mr.T.  {Lanauier) 

Coni-Lair— Miaitterial  Plan;    Barley,  Oats, 

&c.  Colonial   Produce,  Iz  1186  ;    ReporL 

1357 ;  Com.  cL  9  Amend.  Izi  1298 
Customs'  Acts^Tbe  Tariff— Cheese,  Ixiii  751 ; 

—Timber,  1S94 
Edinburffh  and  Glasgow  Railway,  Ixi  756 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1008;  let  Resolution. 

136S;  c/.  I,  Ixii  1087 
Supply-»£dacation  (Ireland),  Ixv  219 

Greenock  Harifoun,  c.  lR.»  Ixi  419;  2R» 
584  ;  Rep.»  Ixii  1054  ;  Ixiii  4 ;  3R.»  94 ;  /. 
1R.«  195;  2R*  598;  Rep.«  881;  3R.» 
963 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixir  173 

Greetnoich  Ha^ital  Schoob,  L  bdi  465 ;  c.  Ixiv 
829 


-  Raihoay,  see  London 


Gregory,  Mr.  W.  H.  (DliWw  Oty) 

Freemen,  Admission  of,  (Dublinl  Ixiii  206,207 
Irisb  Government,  Conduct  of  tbe»  Ixv  305 

Grey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  (Devm^ifort) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  80/ 
Belfitst  Election— Privilege,  Iz  644 
Blake,  Mr.  M.— Cardigan  Election,  Ixii  474 
Clitheroe  Election— Intimidation  of  Witnesses, 

1x11033 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  408 
Election  Compromises  Committee,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ixiii  304 ;— Mr.  Walter,  Ixii  707,  709, 

713 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1589 
Emigration,  Leave,  Ix  90 
Income-Taz,  Com.  Ixi  1000, 1012, 1016 
Ipswich,  New  Wni  for,  Ixiii  603 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  8,  Iz 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  moved  for,  faclU  I4S9 
PetiUoning,  Right  of,  Ixii  16, 306 
South  Anstialia,  Ixi  518 
Southampton  Election  Ixi  420 ;  Committee— 

Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1181,  1182,  1184,  1197, 

1340,1345 
Wakelield  Election  Committee,  Mi  368 

Grimsditch,  Mr.  T.  (Maeelafield) 
Com- Laws,  Repeal  of.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv 
1362 

Customs'Aets— The  Tariff-Cotton,  IxlU  1370  ; 

Silk,  Amend.  1456 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1 194 
Kingsclere  Inclosure,  3R.  Ixii  878 
Pbor-law  Commission,  Leave,  Ixiii  452,  454 ; 

2R.  Ixiv  124;*Mr.  Lawion's  Instructions, 

558 ;  Com.  Amend.  Ixv  331 
Railways,  Com.  add.  cL  Ixiv  192 

Grinding  Banded  Com,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixii 
868 

Grosvenor,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  (CAo/cr) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  155     % 
Income*Tut,  Com.  Ixi  1119  ;  Rep.   Amend. 

1x11450,451,458 
Metropolitan  Improvements,  Ixv  895 
Railways,  Com.  add.  ei.  Ixiv  187, 193, 195 

Gvarantu  Society,  c  iR.  Ixi  419 ;  2R.*  1027 ; 
Rep.*  Ixiii  422;  3R.»  475;  /.  IR.*  553; 
2R.*  763  ;  Rep.*  1598 ;  3R.*  Ixi?  1  j 
Royal  Assent,  173 


Guest,  Sir  J.  J.  (Mertkjfr^TwhUj 

Customs*  Actft^The  Tariff— Cheese,  Amend. 
Ixiii  751 

Truck  System,  The — Frauds  of  Manufacturers, 
Ixii  862 

Wages,  Payment  of,  Appointment  of  Commit- 
tee, 1x111319 

Haddington,  Earl  of 
Administration  of  Justice  (Scotland),  Ixiii  1489 
Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderland),  Ixiii  203 
Greenwich  Hospital  Schools,  Ixii  467 
Syria,  Ixiii  1516 

Haddingtonshire  Roads,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  755;  2R.* 
Ixii  997 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  686 

Half' Farthings,  see  Coinage 

Halford,  Mr.  H.  {South  LtieesUrshire) 
Distress — Queen's  Letter,  Ixiii  1386 

Hall,  Sir  B.  {Marylehont) 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1030 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1014 
Manufacturers,  The— The  Truck  System,  Ixi 

53 
Marylebone  Paving,  Ixi  217  ;  2R.  585 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  94 

Hamilton,  Captain,  C.  J.  B.  {Aylesbury) 
Com-Laws — Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  458 
Income-tax,  Report,  Ixii  141 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  13,  213 
Public  Meetings — Exchequer  Bills — Outstand 
at  Manchester,  Ixv  1316 

Hamilton,  Duke  of 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixv  316 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  (Tyrone) 
Consular  Establishments,  1x1  244 
Supply — ^Syria,  Com.  Ixv  615 

Hanmer,  Sir  J.  (Kingston^n^HuU) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  144 
Corn-laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv 

1364 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  19 

Harhomrs,  see  Ardrossan — Boston  —  Dover — 
Drogheda — Greenock  —  Kingstown  —  Fiel — 
SaUcoaU—Smmdersfoot''  Warkuforth^Witk^ 
low 

Hardinge,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  (^Launcaton) 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  156, 161,  166,  174,  175, 

176, 180,  181 
Catholic  Soldiers  (India),  Ixii  1 136 
Dundas,  Colonel,  Dismissal  of,  Ixiv  980 
Mutiny  Bill— Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Ixti 

519 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  il6 

,  State  of  the,  Ixi  1066 

Quebec,  Bishop  of,  Ixiii  1239 
Petitioning.  Right  of,  Ixii  78 
Supply— India  and  China,  hcv  855, 856 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of 
CatUe— The  Tariff,  Ixii  718 
Com  Importation,  8R.  Ixii  591,  599, 600 1  Com. 
Table  of  Duties,  899 
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Hardy,  Mr.  J.  (Bradford) 

Bankruptcy  Lbw  AmencmieDt,  Com.  eL  49.  Ixr 

1131, 1134 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Izv  684,  704,  723. 

933 

Clitheroe  Election— Intimidation  of  Witnesses. 

Izil033 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  730 
Importation  Bill,  Com.  eL  29,  Ixi  1311 : 

3R.  add.  cl.  Ixit  74 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  Iziii 

1665 

Dissection— The  Anatomy  Act,  Com.  moved 

for,  Ixiv  1114, 1117 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasinir,  3R.  Ixv 

1078 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for.  Ixiii 

498 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  Rep.  add.  cl.  Ixi  1429 
'  Loan  Acts,  Ixi  £00 

Income-Tax,  IR.  ]xii  672 
Lunatic  Asylums,  Licensed,  Com.  cL  1,  Ixii  889 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  714 
Marylebone  PAving,  2R.  Ixi  589 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  Ixiii  451 ;  Com. 

cl.  1,  Ixv  48 ;  Rep.  add.  el.  373 
■  — Gilbert  Unions,  Com.  moved  for. 

Ixi  825  ' 

Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiii  1099 
RailrtMuis,  Leave,  Ix  174 
Supply— Education,  Ixv  190 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  113 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  Ixiii  1462 

Harford,  Mr.  S.  (Lewet) 

Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1319 
Hartlepool  Rukot^f  see  Stockton 
Harwich  Election,  see  Election  CcmpnmuKi 
Hatlar  Lunatic  AMylum,  c.  Ixv  401 

Hastie,  Mr.  A.  (Paiiley) 
Colonial  Passengers,  3R.  Ixv  665 
Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  556;— Total 

Repeal,  914,  967;    Report,  Amend.  1366, 

1369, 1370 ;  Com.  d.  2,  Ixi  577 
Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  183 

Ilatherton,  Lord 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixiv  783,  785, 1166  ;  Ixv 
111,117 

—7 »  Re-oom.  Ixv  584 ;  cL  J, 

587 
Sunday  Traffic  on  Canals,  Ixiii  763,  765 

Hawes,  Mr.  B.  f  Lambeth) 
Adjournment— Easter  Recess,  Ixi  1113 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Ixv  1090 :  Com. 

c/.  29, 1128, 1135;  3R.  1215 
Biibery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  707,  933 
Church  Extension,  Ix  104,1270;  Ixi  1115;  Ixli 

1381 ;  Ixiii  1611, 1612  {  Ixv  86, 241,  242 
■  Rates,  Ix  71 
Colonial  Fusengers,  2R.  Ix  1179;    Ixi  420; 

Com.  Ixii  497 ;  Rep.  Ixiii  582 ;  3R.  xliv  984; 

3R.  Ixv  644 
Com-Uws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  922 ;  Cora,  moved 

for,  Ixiv  1319 ;— Averages,  Ix  1241 
Corn  ImporUtion  Bill,  Com.  el,  2,  Ixi  578;  el. 

29,  1302,  1309;   el.  9,  1321;  c/.27,  1329; 

3R.  add.  cL  Ix  73 ;  Ixv  493.  494 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff-.OiIs,  Ixiii  894  ;— 

Timber,  900, 902, 907  $— Coffee,  1504 


Hawes,  Bir.  B.- 
Dean  Forest  Ecdesiastical  Districts.  Com. 

1663 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixtv  1084 ; 

bling  of  Parliament,  Ixv  440 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  HL  1 , 

Ixiii  585, 588,  591,  592 ;  Ixv  933 ;  3R.  lOSl 
Election  Proceedings,  Ixv  801 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1592 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  Ix  899.  971  ;  Leave. 

1400;  Report,  add.  el.  Ixi  1250 
Financial  Statement,  Ixi  483 
Gold  Coinage,  Depredatioo  in  the.  Inv  291 
Hill  Coolies,  Ix  1345 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Adjoomment,  Ixi  927.  SH4, 

1108,  1109;  2nd  Resolution,  1269;  Report. 

Ixii  411 ;  Com.  Schedule  A»  1092;  Scfaednle 

D.  1273;  cl.  60, 1389;  ciL87, 1390;  add.  eL 

1404;  Ixiii  314  .«—.«• 

Insolvent  Debtors— Millbank  PenitentiarT  3R. 
b[vl222 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for.  Ixiii  856 
licensed  Lunatic  Asylums.  Ixv  223 
LimiUtion  of  Actions  (Ireland),  Ixv  1SS9  -,  Re|u 
1812 

Lunatic  County  Asylums,  Inspeetioa  of,  Lenve, 

Medical  Profession,  The,  Ix  298 

Meeting  at  Deptford— Dr.  M'Doaall— The  P^ 

lice,  Ixv  909 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixv  1100 
Monuments  to  Naval  Officers,  Com.  Ixr  1198 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  63 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  e^  1.  Ixv  50 
Pbrt  Wine  Duty,  Ixv  1093 
Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for.  Ix  1305 
Public  Business,  Ix  900,  972 

■  Distress,  Ixv  557 

■  Houses,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiii  1095 

—  Meetings.  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  SBS  ;— 

Exchequer  Bills^-Ontsland  at  Manrhrntrr 
1311,1312  — «wrr, 

— Staflford  Gaol,  Ixv  lOfiB 


—  Honours— Sir  Sydney  Smith,  Ixv  6S5 

Revenue  Commission,  Ixi  759,  997 

Supply,  Ixiv  1371 ;— Miscelbmeooa  Estimaies. 

Com.  Ixv  86. 88, 94, 96  ^-Maynooth,  384 
Tanff,  Errors  in  the,  Ixi  838,  1110 
Tobacco  Trade  Regulations.  Ixv  923 
United  States,  Fugitives  from  the,  btiv  640 

Hawke's  Divorce,  L  1R.»  Ixiii  598 ;  2lt»  1312 
Rep.*  1422;    3R.»  1466;    c.  IR.*  1529 
2R .•  Ixiv  173 ;  Rep.»  860 ;  3R.»  979 :  /, 
Royal  Assent,  1240 


Hawkes,  Mr.  T.  (Dudley) 
Mines  and  Collieries,  That  the  BiU  do 
xliv  1008 


Hay,  Sir  A.  L.  {Elgin,  4rO 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ixi  618:  Leave,  Ixii  497  ; 
Uiii  885.  1489  »        -^'t 

Financial  Statement,  Ixi  59 

Haves,  Sir  E.  S.  {Donegal  Co.) 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  IxivSSJ 

Hgrler,  Mr.  W.  O.  ( Welh) 
Belfiist  Election  Committee.  Report,  txifi  lliS 
Nottingham  Election,  Report,  Ixitl  94 

H^ti  see  Siave  Drade  Opifrmkm 


HEA.        -        HIN.        {INDEX}  HIN.        —        HOW. 


Health  of  Towns-^Burkls^  c.  Ixv  1030;  iR.* 
1063 ;  see  Btuffbtg 

Ileathcoat,  Mr.  J.  (^Tiverion) 
Copyright  of  Designs*  2R.  Ixi  691 ;  Rep.  Ixv 

Ileathcoat,  Mr.  G.  J.  (Rutlandthire) 

Corn-Lavni —Total  Repfal,  Ix  691 

Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff—Cattle,  Ist  Res. 
Ixiii  630 

Supply — Miscellaneous  Estimates— British  Mu- 
seum, Com.  Ixv  87 

Heathcote,  Sir  W.  {North  Hampahire) 
Great  Marloir  Election,  Ixii  374 
Kingsclere  Inclosure,  Rep.,  Ixii  806 ;  3R.  870, 
874}  oMeLtm 

HeU's  CharUtf  (Lowe's)  Eitate,  L  iR.*  Ixii 
895;  2R.*  Ixiv  938;  Rep.  Ixv  569 ;  3R.* 
619  ;  c.  1R.»  631 ;  2R.»  893  j  3R.»  1094  j 
/.  Royal  Assent,  1214 

Heneage,  Mr.  O.  H.  W.  {Devige$) 
Cora^Lavt^Tolal  Repeal.  Ix  1025 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W.  iOxfordshire) 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  697,  704 
Conyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ixi  692;  Rep.  Ixv 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Ixv  933; 

3R.  1078 
Inoome-Tax,  Com.  add,  el,  Ixiii  S45 
Lunatic  Asylums.  Licensed,  Com.  eU  1.  IxH 

889 
Railirays,  Com.  c/.  11,  Ixii  1045 ;  luM.  eU  1048, 

1049 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.  {WiUthkt) 

Flag  Officers,  Returns  moved  for,  Ixiv  1163 
Greenwich  Hospital  Schools,  Ixiv  835 
Haslar  Lunatic  Asylum,  Ixv  40S 
Naval  Officers,  Retiring  Pensions  to.  Ixi  137 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  69, 194, 196,  I97»  800 
West  India  Packet  Station,  Ixii  1381 

Herberfi  EUaie,  see  FiiwUliamU  EOaU 

Hill  Coolies^  c.  Copy  of  lostnictions  moved 
for^  Ix  1321 

Hmcklty  Road,  c.  1 R.*  Ix  635 ;  2R.*  802 ;  3R.* 
Ixi  419  ;  /.  IR.*  501 ;  2R*  Ixii  985 ;  Rep.* 
Ixtii  1598 ;  3R.*  Ixiv  1 ;  Royal  Aisent,  173 

Hinde,  Mr.  J.  H.  (^Newcattle-vpon^T^) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Timber,  Ixiii  906 ; 

—Coals,  1579 
Financial  Statement,  Ixi  485 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  naoved  for,  Ixiii  857 
Mines  and  Collieries,  dIL  Ixiv  936 
Railways,  Com.  add.  cAlxii  1049,  1050;  Ixiv 

173 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Blab* 

son,  Adjournment,  Ixii  1188,  1194,1203;— 

New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  808, 1061,  1063 
Supply  —  Miscellaneous  Estiinates,  Com.  Ixv 

184 


Hindley,  Mr.  C.  (Athlon) 
Colonial  Lands,  Sale  of,  Leave,  Ix  85 
Corn-Laws  —  Total  Repeal,  Ix    1068;    Com; 

moved  for,  Ixiv  1327  ;  3R.  Amend.  Ixii  61 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1221 ;  Adjourn. 

1237 
Financial  Statement,  Ixi  490 
Poor*LAw  Commissioners,  Com.  Ixv  38 
Public  Distress,  Ixv.  554,  560 
Railwayn,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiv  17^ 
Spanish  Government,  Recognition  of  the,  Ix 

805 

Hobhouse,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  C.  {Nottingham) 
A^hanistan,  War  in,  Ixii  307  ;  Ixiv  460 
Aukland,  Lord,  Ixiv  1301 
Bumes,  Sir  A.,  Despatches  of,  Ixiii  1021 
Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  213 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  290 
India,  Affiiirs  of,  Ixi  422 
Marylebone  Paving,  Ixi  219 

Hodgson,  Mr.  R.  (fienotc^t^ion-TVorcitf) 
Electors  Removal,  3R.  Ixiii  1589, 1595 
Municipal  Corporations,  Com.  Ixii  717 
Sudbury  Disfnnchisement,  Rep.  Ixiv  429 

Hogfc,  Mr.  J.  W.  {Beverley) 
A^hanistan,  War  in,  Ixiv  504 
Aukland,  Lord,  Ixiv  1301, 1365 
Clitheioe  Election,  1x1  931 
Colonial  Passengers,  SR.  Ixv  649 
Hill  Coolies.  Ix  1345 
India  and  the  Mauritiut— Emigration,  Ix  1376 

Hofywell  Roads,  e.  IR.*  Ixi  41 ;  2R.«  419 ; 
Rep.*  Ixiii  333,  559 ;  3R.*  813 ;  /.  IR.* 
881 ;  2R.*  995 ;  Rep.*  1598 ;  3R.*  Ixiv  1 ; 
Royal  Assent,  173 

Hong  Kong,  see  China 

Hap  DiUia,  c  Ixii  308 ;  /.  bdii  455 

Hope,  Lord  President^  c.  Ix  445, 637 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.  (Maidsione) 
Corn-Laws— Totol  Repeal,  Ix  776 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  296 

Hope,  Mr.  G.  W.  (Stw/Ami^iloii) 
Ysai  Diemen's  Land — Customs'  Duties,  Leave, 
1x811 

Horsman,  Mr.  E.  {CockermoiUh) 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  1086;— Mr.  Chris- 
topher^ Amend.  Ix  1134 
Hope,  Lord  President,  Ix  447 

Houghkm,  West,  Road,  see  Bolton 

Howard,  Hon.  C.  W.  G.  {Cumberland) 
Corn-Laws,  Com.  cl.  2,  Ixi  578 

Howard,  Hod.  Captain  £•  O.  G.  (Morpeth) 
Corn-Laws,  Com.  c/.  29,  Ixi  1314 
Mutiny  Bill— Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Ixii 
534 

Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.  (Carlkk) 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  715 
Corn-Law,  Repeal  of  tiie.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv 
1317 
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Howard,  Mr.  P.  H. — continued. 
Customs'  Acta— The  Tariff— Cottons,  Ixiii  1S97 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Schedule  C,  ixii  1107;  el. 

60,1390 
Lunatic  Asylums,  Licensed,  Com.  el.  I,  Ixii  889 
Newfoundland,  Ixv  992,   1001 ;    Com.  eL  6, 

1066;  3R.  1125 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

Ixiii  334,  341,  342 
Poland,  Ixiv  829 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  el.  1 ,  Ixiv  681 

Amendment,  3R.  Ixv  515 

Public  Bills— Late  and  Present  Session,  Ixv  1294 
Supply— Education— Singing,  Ixv  850 ;— South 

Australia,  854 

Ilowden,  Lord 
Canada,  Bishop  of,  Ixiii  999,  1002 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  The,  Ixtv  277 
Syria,  Ixiii  1515, 1607 

Howick,  Viscount  {Sunderland) 

Army  Estimates,  Ixi  160,  166,  175 

Auckland,  Lord,  kiv  1900 

China,  Ixiv  1369 

Colonial  Customs  Duties,  Com.  Ixii  565 

Corn,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  Ixiv  1158 

Laws,  2R.  Ixi  312, 359, 361 ;  Com.  566  ; 

eU  2, 677 ; — Repeal  of.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv 
1362 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  400 ;  Amend. 
512,  522,  546;— Cattle,  710,  712;— 'Fish, 
725,  727 ;— Bacon,  739  ;— Butter,  Amend. 
741 ;— Cheese,  745;— Cotton,  1372  ;— Silk, 
1465  ;— Coffee,  Amend.  1499, 1505,  1507  ;— 
Coals,  Amend.  1549, 1560,  1573;  That  the 
Bill  do  pass,  Ixiv  739 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1036 

Election  Compromises  Committee— Mr.  Wal- 
ter, Ixiv  709, 710. 715 

Financial  Statement,  Ixii  59,  481 

Income-Tax — Machinery,  Ixi  596 ; — ^Manufac- 
turers, 665;  Com.  875,  1193.  1209;  c/.  1, 
Ixii  1068;  Schedule  A,  1091,  1096;  Sche- 
dule B,  1098;  Schedule  C,  1106;  Schedule 
D,  1259, 1292,  1295 ;  Report,  add.  cl.  Ixiii 
312,313 

Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of,  Com. 
moved  for,  Ixii  1164 

Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  114 

Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  204,  303,  482.  1091 

Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  602 

Railways,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiv  194 

Southampton  Election  Committee — ^Mr.  Wren, 
Ixii  1060 

Tariff,  The— Cement  Stone,  Ixv  178 

Hughes,  Mr.  W.  B.  {Camarvori) 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Iziii  532 

Htdth  Champflower^  ifc,  LuJoturt,  e.  IR.*  Ixi 
584;  2R.*  1219;  Rep.*  Ixii  1110;  3R.* 
1178;  /.  IR.*  1177;  2R.*  1357;  Rep.» 
321 ;  3R.*  422;  Royal  Assent,  995 

HttUf  Magiitraq^  o/y  L  Ixii  502  ;— see  Borough 

Hume,  Mr.  J.  {Montro$e) 
Affghanistan,  War  in,  Ixiv  461,  533,  536 
Auckland,  Lord,  Ixlv  1306 
Bonded  Corn  Bill  (No.  2),  Ixv  353 
Bribery  at  Electkms,  Disoof ery  of|  Leavfy  Ixiii 
1278 


Hume,  Mr.  J— eoii/iiweif. 

Bribery  at  Electiona,  Prosecutions  for,lxIii  S39 

Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  946 

British  Possessions  Abroad  (Colonial  Cmloais), 

3R.  el.  9,  Ixiv  748 
Canada,  Ixiv  1369, 1371 ;— Loan,  Ixv  869 
Catholic  Soldiera  (India),  Ixii  1136 
Chiltem  Hundreds,  Refusal  of.  Ixv  1107 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  Ixiii  108 
Coinage,  The,  Uiv  233,  422 
Colonial  Passengers,  3R.  Ixv  665 
Commutation  of  Sentence,  liv  1188 
Consul  General  of  Texas,  Ixiii  12 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Rep.  Ixv  966,  975 
Com,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  Ixiv  1160 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  399 ;— Cattle* 

1st  Res.  669,  714 ;— Cassava  Powder, 722;— 

Fish,  723,  726,  728;— Fruit,  734  :— Batter. 

744 ;— Cheese,  748,  751 ;— Inm  Ban«  769  ; 

—Timber,  906, 1300 ;— Cottons,  1380. 1384« 

1385,  1388;— Silk,  1455,  1464;  — StoacB. 

1499  i— Coffee,  1503,    1507  ;— Stimw  Haia, 

1512 ;— Coals,  1577;  Report,  Re-ooas.  1597; 

—Coals,  3R.  add.  eU  Ixiv  724,  785, 727  ;— 

Onion  Seed,  731 ;  That  the  Bill  do  pan,  739 
Danish  CUima,  Ixv  839 
Dean  Forest  Ecdesiastical    Distrieta,    Camu 

Ixiii  1597. 1598, 1665,  1667,  1668; 

Amend.  Ixtv  985 
Distress  (Ireland),  Ixv  612 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  895 ;  Adji 

1087. 1307 :— Re-aasembling  of  ParUamcM. 

Ixv  481 
East-India  Company — Finance,  Ixiii  1020 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for.  Ixni 

234,  292,  484,  485,  500;  Ixiv  117;— P)r»- 

ceedings,  Ixv  813, 832,  833 
Electors  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  158S,  1593 
Flag  Officers,  Returns  moved  for,  lidv  1 193. 

1372 
Half  Farthings,  Ixiv  702 
Haslar  Lanatie  Asylum,  Ixv  402 
Income-Tax,   Com.  Ixii  1078,    1067,    1088 ; 

Schedule  B,  1100  ;  Sebednle  C,  t*. ;  SHm^ 

dule  D,  1257 ;  eU  3, 1382  ;  el.  4,  ik^  138SL 

1386;  el.  60,  1390;  el.  87,  Amend.  1391. 

1393 ;  add.  eL  1403;  eL  94,  Ixiii  835  ;  eL 

96,  235,  236,  238,  239 ;  d.  188,  Aaead. 

241;  odtf.  cL  247 ;  Report,  otf*  ef.  314  ;  9R. 

990  1024 
Indian  Finance— Affgban  War,  Ixv  401 ,  408 
Insolvent  Debtors— BCillbank  Penilentiarj.  SIC 

Ixv  1221 
Ipewich,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  604, 907,  943 
Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  ol,  Coaa. 

moved  for,  Ixii  1150. 1159 
Manby,  Captain,  Ixiii  1055 
Masters  of  Merchant  Ships,  Ixv  767 
Mines  and  CoUieriea.  Leave,  Ixiii  ISS9 
Mining  Apprentices,  Ixv  1053 
Monuments  to  Naval  Officoi%  Con*  Ixv  1903L 

1206 
Nabd,  Port— The  Boers,  Ixil  1170, 1171 
National  Petition— The  Chatter,  liiti  63 
Naval  Promotions,  Ixv  151 
Neweastle-onder>Lymc,  New  Writ  osoved  for, 

Ixiii  1240,  1260 
Newfoundland,  Ixv  886, 1003;  Com.  d.  9. 109lw 

1068 
Nottingham  New  Writ,  Isv  869 
Ormesby  Indoenre,  Lords*  Assend.  IxiQ  11 
P^sley,  Distress  at,  Ixfii  889. 999, 997 
Placard  issued  at  BUacbestcr,  hiil  1 156 
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Hume,  Mr.  3 , -^continued. 

Poland,  Ixiv  814 

Poor- Lav  Commlisioo,  Com.  Ixiv  567 
■  Amendment  of,  Ixv  376 

Post-Office,  Ixii  1230 

Protection  to  her  Majesty*^  Person,  Leave,  Ixv 
87  83 

Public  Distress,  Ixv  640 

Houses,  Com.  cU  5,  Ixiii  1089  :  add.  el, 

1092, 1103 

■  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  124,  143 

Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  592  ;— 

Constables,  867 ;  — Exchequer  Bills,  Out- 
stand  at  Manchester,  1312 

Raiah  of  Sattara,  Ixv  836, 1060 

Revenue  Commission  Ixii,  1072 

Ribbonism — Armagh  Assizes,  Ixv  1062 

Savings  Banks,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  1096, 1 104 

Sooth  Aiistralis,  Report,  Ixiv  1088:  Com.  Ixv 
341,  3R.  484 

Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren, 
Ixii  1062, 1069 

Sude  Duties,  The,  Ixv  397 

Sugar  Duties,  Ixiii  1207 

Supply,  Ixiv  1368,  1371 ;— Miscellaneous  Esti- 
mates, Com.  Ixv  87.  88,90,  91,  92,  93,94, 
95,  96,  98.  181.  182,  612,  613,  614  ;~Edu- 
cation,  Ixv  189;— London  University,  199; 
— Registration,  199;— Collections  for  the 
Museum,  200;— Prince  Edvard*s  Island, 
201  ;^ Western  Australia,  202  ;— Colonial 
Ecclesiastical  Establishments,  204,  205  ;— 
Syria,  Com.  614,  617;— Civil  Contingencies, 
847;  — Education,  Singing.  860;  South 
Australia,  861,  864 ;— India  and  China,  867, 
868 

Humphery,  Alderman  J.  iSouthwark) 

Customs*  AcU— The  TariflT— Fish,  Ixiii  723, 

724,    726,  730;— Timber,  906  ;— Cottons, 

1396;— Coals,  1491  ;— Onion  Seed,  Ixiv  731 

Income-Tax.  Com.  2nd.  Res.  Ixi  1270  :— Rep. 

add.  el.  Ixiii  313 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiii  1094, 1104 

Hutt,  Mr.  W.  (GaUihead) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  806 
Affghanistan,  War  in,  Ixiv  615 
Bonded  Corn  Bill  (No.  2),  Ixv  349 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  116,  179, 190 
British  Possessions  Abroad  (Colonial  Customs), 

3R.iNf</.c/.  Ixiv  746 
Com,  Bonded,  Leave,  Ixi  646 
Customs'  Act»-The  Tariff— Fruit,  Ixiii  738 ; 

—Coals,  1669 
Danish  Claims,  Ixv  837 
Ellenborougb,  Lord— Salary,  Ix  1176 
Flour,  Duties  on,  Ix  728— Bonding,  Ixi  300 
Grinding  Bonded  Corn,  Com.  moved  for,  IzU 

868 
Municipal   Corporations — Administration    of 

Justice  in  Boroughs,  Ixii  818 
Schools  of  Design,  Ixv  148 
Shipping,  Ixv  978 
Southampton  Election  Committee— Mr.  Mab- 

son,  Ixii  1183,    1206,    1348,   1349,    1350, 

1351  ' 

Stade  Duties,  The,  Ix  328 ;  Ixi  937;— Ixv  396. 

398;  Ixiv  346 

Supply— Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Com.  Ixv  96 
Tariff,  the,  Ixii  640 

West    Indies  —  Africa  —  Emigration,    Con. 
moved  for.  Ixi  1108  I 
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Imperial  Bank  of  England,  c.  iR*  Ixi  299; 
2R.*  Ixiii  268;  Rep*  1238;  3R.*  1316; 
/.  IR.  1312;  2R.»  Ixiv  939;  Rep*  Ixv  1; 
1061;  3R.*  1094;  Royal  Assent,  1214 

Inavrance  Company,  I,  IR*  Ixi  835; 


2R*  1026;  Rep.*  Ixii  895;  3R.*  685: 
c.  IR.*  1110;  2R.*  Ixiii  559;  Rep.* 
1236;  3R.*  1316;  /.  Royal  Assent,  Ixtv 
173 

Import  DutUt,  Change  in,  c  Ix  723  ;— see 
Cuttomi  Ads — Financial 

Importation  of  Foreign  Com^  see  Com,  Foreign 

Inchbelfy  {Glasgow)  Roads,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  755; 
2R.*  1219 

Indoture,  see  BritweU^BvekUmd—Castlerigg 
— CUe-—Coitenham — Derwentwater —  Huish 
— KHmiru^ton — Kingslere  —  Medbourn — Or^ 
mesby^  Wakey  HiU-^Yate 

Income-Tax,  L  Lord  Brougham's  Resolutions, 
Ixi  507,  723  ;— c.  Right  of  PetUioning,  513  ; 
— Machinery  594 ;— -On  Pciuionf  607  ; — Her 
Majesty  659;  ^ Charitable  Funds  838;  — 
Mechanics'  institutions  1026;— Com.  839, 
939,  944,  [r.  p,  A.  51,  N,  228,  M.  2771, 
1009;  2nd  Div.fr.;).  A.  91,  N.  241,  M. 

150],  1018,  1117,1118,1119;  Cr. p.  A.  87, 
N.  290,  M.  2031, 1212  ;  2nd  Div.  [[A.  84, 
N.  225,  M.  141],  1215  5  Amend.  1252;  1st 
Resolution  1263  ;   2nd  Resolution   1264  ; 
3rd  Resolution  1289;   Rep.  Ixii  84;  Adj. 
Deb.  220,  323,  377,  [[A.  308,  N.  202,  M. 
106]],  444;    Recomm.   450;    Resolutions, 
455;  IR.  640,  CA.  285,  N.  188,  M.  97]], 
710; —  Salaries  of  Judges  (Ireland),  819 
2R.  998,  [A.  155,  N.  76,  M.  79],  1040 
Com.  1073  ;  cL  1,  1085;  Schedule  A.  1088 
Schedule  B,    1098;    Schedule    C.    1100, 
Amend.  1101,  QA.  117,  N.  253,  M.  136J, 
1107;  Schedule  D,  1256;  .\mend.   1259, 
TA.  112,  N.  258,  M.  146],  1308;  2nd  Amend, 
[o.  q.  A.  259,  N.  50,  M.  209]],  1311  ;  Sche- 
dule E,  Amend.  [A.  32,  N.  205,  M.  173\ 
1317;  cl.  3, 1382;  cl  4,  ib.;  d,  60,  1388; 
cl  87,  1390,  Amend.  [A.  84,  N.  159,  M. 
75],  1391 ;  add,  cl  1393,  [A.  40,  N.  303, 
M.  163],  1405  ;  cl.  94,  Ixii  234 ;  cL  95,  235 ; 
d.  96.  th  FA.  76,  N.  27,  M.  49 J  239 ;  cL 
98,  240;  3.  188,  [A.  174,  N.  52,  M.  122], 
241 ;  add.  cL  243,  [A.  18,  N.  183,  M.  165 J, 
244 ;  2nd  add,  cl,  245 ;  Rep.  add.  cl.  309, 
[A.  66,  N.  110,  M.  44],  314;  Mr.  GUI's 
Amend.   [A.   36,  N.  183,  M.  147],  316; 
I.  {Exemption  of  Foreigners),  459;  {Taxing 
Tenants),  685 ;  3R.  Amend.  986,  Qo.  q.  A. 
156,  N.  21,  M.  1351,  992  ;  3R.  1024,  ("A. 
256,  N.  149,  M.  106J,  1048 ;  add.  cl.  Amend. 
[A.  96,  N.  199,  M.  103],  1051 ;  Bill  passed, 
1054;  /.  1R.*1118;  2R.1423  ;  Com.  1513; 
Rep.  ib,;  3R.  Ixiv  2;  Amend.  24,  [p.  q. 
Contents  112,  NouContenU  52,  M.  60 j,  83  ; 
Adjournment  [Contents  55,  Not-Contents 
186,  M.  131],  88;  2nd  Div.  [[Contenu  36, 
Not-ContenU  159,  M.  1231,  89  ;  Adj.  De- 
bate, 283,  [CoDtenU  99,  Not-Contents  28, 
38 
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Income-Tax — continued 

M.  71  J,  339;  Royal  Assent,  421  ;—Jt</y 
Dividends,  938; — Foreign  Funds,  Ixv  1144, 
1305;  see  Petitioning 

Incumbents  Leasing,  L  IR.*  Ix  94;  2R.*  Izi 
418  ;  Rep.*  Ixii  984;  3R.*  1050;  c.  IR.* 
1110 

(No.  2),  c.  IR.*  Ixii  1373 


2R*  Ixiii   205;  Rep.*  600;  3R.*  686;  I. 
IR*  763;  2R.*  995;  Rep*  1142;  3R.* 
1236  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  172 

IndemnUy.c.  IR.*  Ixi  1290  ;  2R.*  1339 ;  Rep.* 
Ixii  75;  3R*  200;  /.  iR.*  292;  2R.* 
501;  Rep.*  572;  3R.*  717;  Royal  Assent, 
985 

Mutual  Marine  Assurance  Company, 


c,  IR.  Ixi  419 


Mutual  Marine  Assurance  Company 

(No.  2),  c.  IR.*  Ixiii  4  ;  2R.*  333  ;  Rep.* 
737;  3R.*884;  /.  IR.*  963  ;  2R.»1118; 
Rep.*  1312;  3R.*  1422;  Royal  Assent, 
Ixiv  173 


of  Witnesses,  see  Witnesses 


India  and  the  MauritiuS'^Emigration,  c  Ix  1376 
Affairs  of,  Ixi   42 1  ;  —  Expences  of 


the  War  in,  Ixiv  348  •,  x?  400 ; — see  Af' 
ghanistan —  Army  —  Catholics  —  Lascars  — 
Slavery — Supply 

Infirmary,  see  Manchester 

Informers  {Ireland),  c.  Ix  102 

Ingestrie,  Viscount,  {South  Staffordshire) 
Floating  Breaknrater,  Ixi  1295,  1296 
Income-tax,  Com.  Schedule  E»  Ixii  1316 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  98,  107 

,  State  of  the,  Ixi  1053 

New  Zealand— Survey  of,  Ixii  1232 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  578, 680, 581 
Severn  Navigation,  Report,  Ixi  934 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  {Oxford  University) 
Belfast  Election,  New   Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii 

1640;— Select  Committee  Appointed,  1609, 

1611 
Birmingham  School,  3R.  c/.  I,  Ixv  633 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  Ixv  688,  690,  711 

,  Prosecutior.a  for,  Ixiii  842 
B  rid  port  Election,  Ixiii  951 
Burials— Health  of  Towns,  Ixv  1033 
Catholic  Soldier*  (India),  Ixii  1138 
Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Railway  • 

Rep.  Ixi  1345 
Church  Extension,  Ix  104.  1270;   Ixi  1115; 

ixii  1382;  Ixiii  1612  ;  Ixv  243 
Rates,  Leave,  Ixiii  1623 
Clitheroe  Election — Intimidation  of  Wttnetaet. 

Izi  1032, 1033 
Colonial  Passengers,  3R.  Ixv  665 
Copvright,  Re-com.  c/.  I,  1x1 1371  ;  c/.  84,  Ixii 

Divisions— Exclusion  of  Members,  Ixiii  1316 
Ecclesiastical  Coiporations  Leasing,    3R.  Ixv 

1076,  1080 
Election    Compromi»e8    Committee  ^  Com. 

moved  for,  Ixiii  278, 308, 318  ;— Mr.  Walter, 


Inglis,  Sir  R.-^continued. 

Ixiv  703,  709,  710,  718;— Report,  766; — 
Secret  Committees,  1 117, 1 125 

Election  Proceedings,  Ixv  773, 810 

Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of.  Leave.  Ix   1391 « 

1399 ;  Ixi  1 1 18 ;  Rep.  add.  cL  1245 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ix  126 ;  Com.  Schedule  I>. 

1281;  Ixiii  318;  3R.  1041 
Ipswich  Election  Committee,  Ixii  820 ;   New 

Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  846, 866 ;  Ixv  1147 
Library  Committee — ^Attendance  of  MeiDt>ers, 

Ix  122, 124, 125 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  293,  298 
Melvill,  The  Rev.  Mr.  Ixv  643 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1363 
Ministers  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  fer. 

Ixiv  nil 
Monuments  to  Naval  Officers,  Com.  txv  1901 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  106 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  S38, 

1429, 1447 
Parochial  Assessment,  Ixiii  737 
Petitioning.  Right  of,  Ixii  80 
Petitions,  Committee  on,  Ix  126, 128 

■     ,  Presentation  of,  Ix  1 10 
Poland,  Ixiv  821 

Protection  of  Her  Miyesty's  Person,  fanr  83 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add  cL  Ixiii  1098 
— ^^«*  Institutiont,  Admission  to,  Ixv  135 
■  Meetings,  Right  to  bold,  Ixv  698 

Railways,  Ixiii  738  ;  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiy  187 
Southampton  ElecUon  Committee— Mr.  Wfca, 

Ixii  1069  ;— Mr.  Fleming.  1196 
South  war  k  Improvement  (No*  S),  add.  cL  Ixii 

811,1115;  3R.  add.  cUxme 
Tithes,  Commutation  of,  3R.  Ixiii  1584 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Cook  Ixw  9S 

—Education,    192,    197  ^  CoUectiow    fee 

the  Museum,  201 
Surrender  of  Expatriated  Criminals,  Ixv  328 
West  India  Clergy.  Com.  Ixi  492 
Witnesses,  Indemnity  of,  2R.  Ixiii  881 ;   3R. 

1452 

Imolvency,  see  Banhvpicy 

Inaohent  Debtors,  1. 1R.»  Ixv  487 ;  2R.*  8S3 ; 
Rep.*  889;  3R.  935;  c  IR.*  963;  2fL* 
1030;  Com.*  1125;  Rep.»  1180;  SR. 
1215 ;— Royal  Assent,  1301 

Inspectors,  Com,  see  Con^Laws 

Insurance  Companies,  see  Indemmity — Jlatea/ 
Marine 


Coft^Htnies,  see  Imperial 


Internal  Navigation  {Ireland)  see  Navfgmtiom 
Intimidation  of  Witneiset,  9ee  WitneMges 

Invention,  Captain  Wamer\  see  IFeraer,  C^^ 

tain 

Ipswich  Election  Committee,  c.  Iz  603,  884  ; 
819,— JoAn  TAirston,  Ixiii  94  870;— 3lr. 
Lucas,  Ixii  903,  1127;  Rep.  1055;  N«w 
Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  601,  843 ;  Adjnoni. 
CA.  107,  N.  126,  M.  19],  861  ;  iSom. 
moved  for,  863  [o.  q.  A.  133,  N.  119,  M. 
14],  873;  Report  Izv  888}  Stw  Wm 
moved  for,  1148,  [A,  86,  N.  32,  M.  ML 
1176 
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Ireland,  see  Agricultural  Education-  Allotment 
— Armagh  ^mzet—Barritten^Belfiut — Bid- 
dulphj  Mr. — Carhw-^Charitable  Pawn  Office 
'^CivU  BUI  Decreci-^Common  Law  Courtt — 
Criminal  Law  ^ Death,  Punuhment  of—DiS' 
treu — Donegal  Grand  Jury — Drainage  — 
Drogheda  Harbour — Dubltn^Dundalk^Ec" 
clesioMtical  —  Education  —  Fiiheria —  Fiona- 
ghan,  James  "-^Four  Courtt-^Freemen — Game 
Certificate* — Grand  Junes  —  Income-Tax — 
Informers-^Judicial  Resignations  —  Jurors — 
]{ingstoum  Mariners*  Church — Lagan  NavigO' 
tion — Lighting — Limitation  of  Actions — Linen 
Manufacturers — Loughfoyle — Lunatic  Axy^ 
bans — Magistracy  —  Marriage  Law  —  May' 
nooth — Medical  Charities — Ministers*  Money 
— Mortality — Mtmicipa/  Navigation — New- 
gate— North  American  Association — Outrages 
— Party  Crimes — Paupers — Police  Rewards 
— Poor-law — Provision  Riots — Queens*  Let- 
ter— Railway —  Registration —  Jti66ofutjfi  — 
Rivers  —  St,  George,  Mr,  —  Shannon  Im- 
provement —  Spirit  Duties  —  i%y  l^stem  — 
Stipendiary  Magistrates —  Temperance —  Tip- 
perary ^Turnpike  Roads — Voting,  Right  of 
—  Wicklow—  Wide  Streets 

Irish  Government,  Conduct  of,  c.  Izv  343,  [o.  q. 
A.  146,  N.  75,  M.  71],  313 

Paupers,  see  Paupers 

Iron  Bars,  see  Cmlom^  Acts 

-^-  Companies,  see  Camlnian—Cwm 

Jackson,  Mr.  Sergeant  J.D.  {Dublin  University) 
Barnstera  (Ireland),  8R.  IzH  894 
Copyright,  Com.  c/.24,  Ixii  893 
Death,  Punishment  of.  Leave,  1x1!  868 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  857 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of  the,  Ixv  282 
Jurors,  Challenge  of,  (Ireland)  Ix  1356 
Marriages,   Dissenters*  (Ireland),  Leave,    Ix 

1009;  211.  1092;  Com.  c/.  2,  1181,  1182; 

2R.  1372 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

Ixiv  1110 
Queen's  Counsel,  Ixii  1072, 1073 
Southampton  Election  Committee— Mr.  Wren, 

lxiil067;— Mr.Mabson,  1183,  1184,  1189, 

1199 
Supply—Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  21 1, 219 

Jackson's  Divorce,  /.  IR.  Ixiv  538 
Jamaica,  Riots  in,  c.  Ix  1002 

James,  Mr.  W.  {East  Cumberland) 
Distresn  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1035 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Schedule   D.    Ixii   1302; 

Rep.  add»cl.  Ixiii  314 
Nottingham  Election,   New  Writ  moved  for, 

Ixiii  341 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  481 

James,  Sir  W.  (Kingston-upon-HuU) 
Corn-Laws — Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  545 
Customs*  Acts— The  TarifT— Timber,  Ixiii  903 
Income-Tax,  Report,   Ixii    233,  365  ;   Com. 

Schedule  A.,  1098 
Petitions,  Presentation  of,  Ix  118 


Jardine,  Mr.  W.  {Ashburton) 
Opium  seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation 
for,lxi786 

Jerusalem,  Bishop  of,  r.  Ixi  1114 

Jervis,  Mr.  J.  (Chester) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  806 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Com.  c/.  49,  Ixv 

1135;  r/.  58,  1140,  1141 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  160 
Copyright,  2R.  Ix  730 ;  Uave  (Lord  Mahon), 

1430 
County  Courts,  Ixv  1184 
Customs'  Act*— The  Tariff— Cheese,  Ixiii  750; 

3R.  Coals,  add.  cL  Ixiv  720 
Elton,  Mr.,  bis  case,  Ix  721 
Great    Marlow   Election  — Mr.  Gibbons,   Ixii 

1322 
Municipal     Corporations    Act     Amendment, 

Leave.  Ix  92 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cU  Ixiii  1102 
Railways,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiv  192 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Mab- 

son,lxii  1189,1325,1330 

Jocelyn,  Viscount  (King's  Lynn) 
Affghanistan,  War  in.  Ixiv  496 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Timber,  Ixiii  907 
'  Irish  Government,  Conduct  of  the,  Ixv  288 
Supply— Maynooth,  Ixv  388 

Johnson,  Lieutenant-General  W.  A.  (Oldham) 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  1075 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1085,  1193, 1238 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Leave,  Ixiii  451 ;  2R« 
Ixiv  121  ;  Com.  558,  612;  Ixv  35 

,  Amendment  of,  Ixv  331,376;  3R. 
511 

Johnston,  Mr.  A.  (Renfrew,  Sfr.) 
Corn  Importation,  3R.  add,  cl.  Ixii  71 

Johnstone,  Mr.  J.  J.  H.  (DumfrieS'Shire) 
Com-Laws  —  Total  Repeal,  Adjournment,  Ix 
967,971,  1018 

*    Income-Tax,  Com.  2nd  Res.  Ixi  1272 

Judicial  Resignations,  (Scotland),  Ix  306,  307 

Joint  Stock  Banking  Companies,  c.  IR*.  Ixv 
343 ;  2R.*  491 ;  Com.*  568;  3R.»  588  ;  /. 
IR.*  619;  2R.»  728;  Rep.*  834;  3R.* 
934 

Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H.  (Petersfield) 
Railways,  Com.  c/.  11,  Amend.  Ixii  1044,  1045 

Jones,  Captain  T.  (Londonderry  Co.) 
Railroads  (Ireland)  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1422 
Supply— EducaUon  (Ireland),  Ixv  208 

Judicial  Resignations  (Ireland  and  Scotland),  c. 
Correspondence  moved  for,  Ix  265,  [[A.  75, 
N.  148,  M.  731,  290;  Returns  moved  for, 
301,  CA.  113,  N.  139,  M.  26],  307  ;— see 
Corehau»e — Hope 

Juris^titmof  Justices,  I.  IR.*  Ixi  829;  2R. 
Ixiii  973 ;  Rep.*  1236  ;  3R.*  1422 ;  c.  IR.* 
1423;  2R.*  1584;  Rep.*  Ixiv  90;  3R.* 
196  ;  Royal  Assent,  780 


JUR.      —        KNA.  {INDEX} 

Jwisdiction  of  Juttice$  Act  Amendment^  I,  ]R.* 
Ixiv  699 ;  2R  *  3R.*  750  ;  c.  1 R.  752  ;  «R,» 
754;  /•  781 ;  c.  3R.*  787  j  Royal  Assent, 
858 

Jurors,  Challenge  of  (Ireland),  c.  Ix  1 356 
Justice,  Admnistration  of,  see  Admimstration 
Justices  at  Sessioru,  see  Jurisdiction  of  Justices 


KNA. 


—        LAB. 


Kemble,  Mr.  H.  {East  Surrey) 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tarifif— Coffee,  \x\\i  1506 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of,   Leave,  Ix  1387, 

1399;  Rep.a(fd.c/.lxi  1248,  1349 
Melvill,  The  Rev.  Mr.,  Ixt  640,  641 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  78,  79 
Poor-Law,  Amendment  of,  Ixv  375 

Kennedy,  Sir  R,,  I.  Ixi  7 

Kensington  Opening,  see  Knightsbridge 

Kenyon,  Lord 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  89 
Maynooth,  Education  at,  Ixii  458,  459 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixiv  784 

Kilmarnock  Railway,  see  Glasgow 

Kilmington  Inclosure,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  511;  2R.* 
1110  :  Rep.»  Ixiii  1056 ;  3R.*  1423 ;  /.  iR  * 
1466;  2R.*  1598;  Rep.»  Ixiv  1 ;  3R.*  172  ; 
Royal  Assent,  422 

Kingsclere  Inclosure,  c.  IR.*  Ix  635 ;  2R.*  1091 ; 
Rep.  804,  [A.  137,  N.  15,  M.  122],  809  ; 
3R.  870;  Amend.,  873,  Qo.  q,  A.  Ill,  N. 
30,  M.  81  J,  879  ;  2nd  Div.  [A  118,  N.  26, 

"       J2,  [A.  ^ 


M.  921,881;  add.cl.  882, 


45,  N.  72, 


M.  27],  884  ;  Bill  passed,  885 ;  /.  IR.*  895 ; 
2R.*  1050  ;  Rep.*  1234  ;  Rep.»  Ixiii  321 ; 
3R.*  455  ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Kingstown  Harbour,  see  Supply 

^— —  Mariners*  Church,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  837  ; 
2R.»  1027;  Rep.»  Ixiii  559;  3R.*  600;  /. 
1R.»598;  2R.»  763;  Rep.*  1422  j  3R.* 
ib.;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Kingiwii^ord  Small  Debts,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  1027 

Kington  Roods,  c.  1R.»  Ix  1375  ;  2R.*  Ixii 
638;  Rep.*  Ixiii  4;  3R.*94;  i.lR.*195; 
2R.»  475  ;  Rep.*  1512  ;  3R.*  1598  5  Royal 
Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Kinnaird,  Lord 
ComLaws,  Ix  341,  634,  973,  975;— Public 

Distress.  Ixtii  1605,  1606 
Distress,  National,  Com.  moved  for,  IxUI  1118, 

1142;  Ixiv  1268 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  86 
Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ixiv  ISO,  786 
Queen's  Letter,  The,  Ixtii  685,  686,  765,  773, 

1338, 1313 
Tariff,  The— Cattle,  Ixiii  683, 685 

Kirkintilloch  Road,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  755 ;  2R.*  1319 ; 
c.  Rep.*  Ixii  869, 1 178 ;  3R.*  1251 ;  /.  1 R.* 
1234;  2R.*  248;  Rep.*  321;  3R.*423; 
Royal  Assent,  Ixiii  995 

KnatchbuU,  Right  Hon.  Sir  E.  (East  KeiU) 
Com- Uws- Ministerial  Plan.  Ix  351,  490, 


KnatchbuU,  Right  Hon.  Sir 

514 ;  2R.  Ixi  358,  361 ;  Com.  oL  S9, 

Total  Repeal,  Ixi  1053 
Customs'  Acts— The  TariaP-Fmit.  Ixiii  731 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  farm 

509 
Inoome-Tax,  Com.  Sd  Res.  Ixi  1369 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lords  Amends.  Ixiii  If 
Poor-Law  Commission,  Con.  Ixiv  604  ;  eC  I  • 

680 
Queenboroogb  Corporation,  Ix  8&3 
Remonstrances — Public  Distress,  Ixv  1825 


for. 


Knight,  Mr.  H.  G.  {Nottmghamshire) 
Church-Rates,  Leave,  Ixiii  1638 
Com-Laws,  Repeal  of  the.  Com.  moved 

Ixiv  1333 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  1st  Res. 

Ixiii  646 
Dnma,  The.  Ixiv  797 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  824 
Nottingham.  New  Writ  moved  for,  l»ii  1437. 

1439,  1443 
Poland,'  Ixiv  800, 839 
Public  Institutions,  Admiarion  to,  Ixv  135 
Schools  of  Design,  Ixv  147 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  3),  3R.  mdd.cL 

Ixiii  7 


Knightsbridge  and  Kemington  Openings^  c.  tR-* 
Ixi  584;  2R.*  Ixii  295;  Rep.*  1373,  Ixiu 
94;  3R.*  114;  l.  iR*  195;  2R.*  248; 
Rep.*  321 ;  3R.*  455 ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Laboucbere,  Rigbt  Hon.  H.  ^avntoii) 
British  Possessions  Abroad  (Colonial  Cnstows). 

Ix  104,  803;  3R.  add.et.  Ixiv  742;  c/.  9. 

748 
Canada,  Com  imported  into,  Ix  333 
Cement-Stones,  Duty  on,  Ixiv  788 
Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  RailvnT. 

Rep.  Ixi  1345 
Clitheroe  Election— Intimidation  of  WitncMea. 

Ixi  1033 
Colonial   Customs'   Dotie^    Ixii    619 ;    Cam. 

Amend.  541, 547, 548, 549,  563,  568,  570 
Commercial  Relations  with  France,  Ixiii  1018 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  379 
Corn-Uws— Ministerial  Plan,  be  345, 246, 496, 

973;  — Mr.   Christopher's  Amend.    1121. 

1 188, 1150;  Bariey,  (Hts— Colonial  Piodnee, 

1389,  1833,  1335,  1337.  1338;  Coin.cl.5, 

Ixi  578 ;  el.  9, 581 ;  eL  89, 1313 
Customs'  Acts  ^  The  TariflC  Ixiii  386,  529; 

Cattle,  613,  687,  713,  716;— Caasav»l^iv- 

der.  733 ;— Fish,  724 ;— Bacon,  739 ;— Bsi- 

ter.  740 ;— Cheese,  746,  747 ;— Ores.  Cop- 
per, 760  {—Iron  Bars,  762 ;— Silk,  1463 
Dean  Forest  EcclesiasUcal  Districts,  Coaa.  Uiii 

1663 
Edinbnrigh  and  Glasgow  Railway,  Com*  fari  7<S 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  Ibr,  Izifi 

305 ;— Secret  Committees,  Ixiv  1112 
FloaUnfc  Breakwaters,  Ixi  1396 
Flour,  Imporution  of,  Ix  333 
Great  Mariow  Election,  Ixii  374 
Income-Tax,  Om.  Ixi  906,  917 ;  Re».  hrii  23S, 

391,  453,  455;    Com.  Schcdole  D.  1277. 

1295 ;  ef.  4,  1384 ;  ct  60,  1389 ;  mid.  tC 

1398 
Kingsclere  lodosare*  Rep.  Ixii  804,802;  SR. 

875;  ndtf.ef.882 
Mannfactnrersy  The— The  Treck  Syflni»lsi53 


LAB.        ^       LAT.  {I  N  D  E  X}  LAW.        _        LEL 


Laboucbere,  Right  Hon.  ll,-~€ontinutd. 
Nevfoandland,  Ixv  993 
Pablic  Institutions,  Admission  to,  1x?  142 
Railirays,  I^ave^  Ix  176 ;  Com. «/.  11,  Izii  1045 ; 

ei.  16. 1047 
Severn  NaTigfttion,  Rep.  Izi  933 
Sontbwarlc  Election  Committee — Mr.  Mabaon, 

Izii  1190 
Sog;ar  Duties  Amend.  Iziii  1176,  1S30 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  316 
Tarifl,  Tbe,  Cement-Stone,  Ixv  175, 178 
Tariff,  Alterations  in  the,  Ixii  1407,  1406 
Wakefield  Election  Committee,  Uii  368 

Lagan  Nm/igaium^  c.  iR .•  Ixii  903 ;  2R.»  Ixiii 
1490;  Rep.*  Ixv  241 

Lambton,  Mr.  H.  (^North  Durham) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  157 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff;  Ixiii  411 ;— Coals, 

1565 
Ecclesiastical  Leasehold  Property,  Ixii  308 
Manufacturers,  The  Masters,  Ixi  151 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1953  ;  Com. 

]xiv426;  Rep.  616 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  ixii  79 ;  7tb  Res.  488 
Soathwarlc  Improvement,    (No.   3),  Rep.  Ixi 

1391 ;  3R.  add.  cL  Ixii  1111;  Ixiii  5,  7 
Stade  Duties,  The,  Ixv  397 

Jjsncoiltr  and  Warvnckthire^  Corownfor^  see 
Warwick 

Land,  Burdent  on,  see  Com  Lawi 

Landed  Property ^  Tax  on  the  Detceni  of,  c.  Com. 
moved  for,  Ixii  1139,  [A.  77,  N.  221,  M. 
144  J,  1164 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 
Corn-Laws — Woollen  Manufiicturers,  Ix  133 
138 ;  Com.  Ixii  790;  3R.  (Duties  on  CatUe), 
991,993,994 
Drainage  (Ireland),  Ixv  318 
Education  (Ireland ).  Ixi  41 1 ,  41 2     ■ 

Singing  Classes,  Ixv  13 

Greenwich  Hospiul  Schools,  Ixii  469 
Income-Tax — Exemption  of  Foreigners,  Ixiii 

459 ;  3R.  Amend.  Ixiv  24,  47, 82 
Justices  at  Sessions,  Ixiv  781 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Ix  1068 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Ixiv  699 
Newgate  Regahitions — Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, Ixiii  1013 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the.  Address, 
Ixiii  996,  998 

's  Letter,  The,  Ixiii  773 

Trade,  Colonial— Customs'  Duties,  Ix  160 

Larpent,  Sir  G.  G.  de  H.  (Nottmham) 
Opium  seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation 
for,  Ui  774, 785  *^ 

Latean  in  London,  c.  Iz  1377 

Lascelles,  Hon.  W.  S.  (fFakefieldj 
Customs'  Acts— The  TariflP-Wool,  Ixiil  1430 
Election  Proceedings,  Ixv  797 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  Ixiii  1017 


Law,  Hon.  C.  E.  (Cambridge  Univenity) 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren. 

Ixii  1068 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  Ixiii  1454 

Law,  Courti  of,  see  CowUy^Courts 

of  Debtor  and  Creditor,  L  1R.»  Ixv  489 

Evidence  Improvement,   see    Evidence 

Perpetuating^Improvement 


Late  and  Preteni  Ministen^Publk  Bills,  c.  Ixv 
1230 


■  Merchants^  Act  Amendment,  LlR*  Ixii 
1  ;  2R.*  456;  3R.  996;  c.  1R.*1110; 
2R.»  1178 ;  Com.  Ixiii  594 ;  Rep.  597, 
1316;  3R.«  1529 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  780 

Reformi,  see  Bankruptcy — County  Courts 

^^Local  Courts — Lunacy 

Lawson,  Mr.  A.  {Knaresboro*) 

Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Railway, 
Rep.  Amend.,  Ixi  1339, 1346 

Poor-Law  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  350; — In- 
structions, 353, 558, 650 ;  Ixv  37 

Layard,  Captain  B.  V.  {Carlow) 
Anglo*  Portuguese  Legion,  Ixi  598 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  173 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  373 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  190 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  740 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1067 
Railways— Com.  add.  cL  Ixiv  178 

Leader,  Mr.  J.  T.  {Westmimler) 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  696 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1195 
Exchequer-Bills,  Forgery  of,  Leave,  Ix  1389, 

1393 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Schedule  D.,  Ixii  1302 
Marylebone  Paving,  3R.  Ixi  590 
Municipal  Corporations,  Com.  Ixii  714,    716; 

Ixiv  1390, 1291 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  33 

Xeamtf^gfofi  Rcdhoay,  see  Warwick 

Leasing,  see  Eccletiaaical^Incumbent 

Leather,  see  Customs*  Acts 

Leave  m  the  Navy,  Ixiv  196 

Leeds  and  Wakefield  Road,  c.  1R.»  Ixi  136 

Leeds  Burial  Ground,  c.  Rep.*  Ixiii  1385  ;  Ixiv 
750  ;  3R.*  787;  /.  lR.»  781 ;  2R.»  938  ; 
Rep.*  1165;  3R.*1240;  Royal  Assent,  223 

Lnprovement,  c.  IR.*  Ixi   1110;  2R.* 

Ixiii 675;  Rep*  1385;  3R.*  Ixiv  431 ;  /. 
1R.*538;  2R.*694;  3R.*1165;  Royal 
Assent,  222 

Lefevre,  Right  Hon.  C.  S.  see  Speaker,  The 

Lefiroy,  Mr.  A.  {Longford) 
Common  Law  Conru  (Ireland),  Iziii  985 
Supply— Education  (IreUmd),  Ixv  207, 331 

Le^al  Reform,  see  Bankn^y^County  Courts 
'-'Local  Courts — Lunacy 


I  Leicester  Roads,  see  Ashbymtk-la-Zouch 


LEI.         - 
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Leicester  Small  Debts,  c.  1 R.*  Ix  802 ;  «R.* 
Ixiii  884  ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  344  ;  3R .•  422  ;  /. 
1R.*538;  2R*69.4 

LemoD^  Sir  C.  {Cornwall) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixi  594 ;  Ixiii  531  ; 
-^Orcs,  Copper,  755,  759 

Lennox,  Lord  A.  (Chichester) 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  162 
Mutiny  Bill— Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Ixii 

d«>l 

Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  574 
Percussion  Muskets,  Ixi  604 

Lesbazeille's  Natwalizatiorif  I.  IR.*  Ixii  963 ; 
2R*1142;  Rep.*  1236;  3R,1313;  c.  1R.» 
1423;  2R.»1529;  Rep.*  Ixiv  635 ;  3R.* 
700 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  780 

Lewes  Election,  c.  Ixi  930 ;— see  Election  Com^ 
promises 

Licensed  Lunatic  Asylums,  see  Lunatic 

Library  Committee — Attendance  rf  Members,  c, 
Ix  122 ;  List  of  Members,  126 

Liddell,  Hon.  H.  T.  (Bwham  Co,) 
Corn-Laws — Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  404 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Coals,  Ixiii  1560 
Election  Compromises  Committee — Mr.  Coch- 
rane, Ixiv  775 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  238 
Newcastle-under-Lyrae,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

Ixiii  1246, 1248 
Petitions  against  the  Income-Tsx,  Ixii  298 
Poor-Law — Gilbert  Unions,  Cora,  moved  for, 
Ixi  824  ;— Commission,  2R.  Ixiv  165 ;  Com. 
569  ;  Ixv  28,  49 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2)  3R.  add,  cl. 
Ixiii  7 

2R* 

1339; 

Rep.*  Ixii  869 ;  3R.*  903 ;  Royal  Assent,  985 

Light  Gold,  see  Coinage 

Lighting  IbiCTM,  {Ireland),  c.  IR.*  Ixv  835 

Li  1  ford.  Lord 

Borough   Magistrates,  Appointment    of,  Ixtt 
1248 

Limitation  of  Actions  and  Sitits  {Ireland,)  I, 
IR.*  Ixiv  616;  2R.  Ixv  752;  Com.  952: 
Rep.*  1008;  3R.*  1061;  c.  IR.*  1063; 
2R.*  1094;  Com.*  1125;  Rep.  1212,  TA, 
41,  N.  15,  M.  26],  1213, 1229 

Lincoln,  Earl  of  (Nottinghamshire) 
Albert,  Prince — Answer  to  tbe  Address,  Ix  99 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesias.  Districts,  Com.  Ixiii 
1597, 1598, 1660, 1661, 1668  ;  Rep.  Ixiv  988 
Parks,  the  Public,  Ix  246 
Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixv  141, 142 
Supply  — Miscellaneous  Estimates,  Com.  Ixv 
88,  90, 91 


Lindsay,  Mr.  H,  H.  (Sandwich) 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  739 
Customs'  Acts— Tbe  Tariff— Tea,  Ixiii  1510 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for.  Ixiii 

293 
Hill  Coolies,  Ix  1354 

Income-Tax,  Com.  2nd  ResoluUoo,  Ixi  1969 
Opium  seized  by  the  Chinese,  &>mpeii8atioo 

for,  Ixi  759,  792,  795, 936 

Linen,  Sfc.  Manufactures  (Ireland),  c.  IIL*  Ixir 
979;  2R.*  1170;  Com.*  1289;  Rep,*  Irv 
18 ;  3R.*  79 ;  /.  IR.*  99 ;  2R.*  395;  Com.* 
568 ;  3R.*  619 ;  Royal  Assent,  871 

Litton,  Mr.  £.  (Coleraine) 
Donefi;al  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  856 
Marriages,    Dissenters'    (Ireland!   Leave.   Ix 
1008;  3R.  1375 

Ministers' Money(Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ixt 
1112 

Liverpool  and  Manchester  Railway,  c.  \K*  Ixiii 
1056;  2R.*  1316;  3R.*  Ixiv  979  ;  /.  lR.» 
939  ;  2R.*  1088  ;  Rep.  ixv  166,  224  ;  ZBJ* 
316;  Royal  Assent,  871 

Borou^   Court,  c.  iR*   Ixi  419; 

2R.*  Ixiii  4  ;  Rep.*  978,  1014 ;  3R.*  1 152; 
L  IR*  1142;  2R.*  1312;  Rep.*  1422; 
3R.*  tfr. ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 


Canal,  see 

Health  of  the   Town  and  BmiMu^ 

Regulation,  c.  iR  •  Ixi  419 ;  2lt.*  658 ;  Uu 
1054;  Rep.*  422;  3R.*  475  ;  /.  iR.*  553; 
2R.*  675  ;  Rep.*  1118;  3R.*  1142  ;  Rc^ 
Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Improvement,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  419 ;  2R  • 

1027 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  600  ;  3R.*  686  ;  t  1 R,* 
763;  2R.*  1236;  Rep.*  Ixiv  538,  938; 
3R.  1088;  cl.  247  I  Contents  48,  Notion* 
tents  15,  M.  33],  1089;  d  248  fContettU 
38,  Not  Contents,  32,  M.  6^  ifr. ;  Eoyml 
Assent,  Ixv  222 


Seweragi 


2R.  Ixi  658  ;  Rep.*  869  ;  3R.*  997  ;  /•  1  R.« 
985 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  195 ;  Rep.*  321 ;  3R.*  422  ; 
Royal  Assent,  475 

Poor,  c.  IR.*   Ixi  755  ;  2R.*  Ixiii 


*W»,      V.       AAV.  lAl       t^^    ,      *I^-       1X111 

1014;  Rep.*  1529;  3R.*  1584;  L  IR,* 
1598  ;  2R.*  Ixiv  172;  Rep.*  538;  3R.*  616; 
Royal  Assent,  780 

Loan  Societies'  Act  Continuance,  c  iR.*  Ix  200; 
2R.  244;  Rep.*  327;  3R.*  442;  /,  lft,« 
433  ;  2R.*  202  ;  Rep.*  409»418;  3R.*  501  ; 
Royal  AssentyllOQ 

Dfcal  CcsartSj  c.  Ix  530 ;  IR.  1172 ;  Ixiii  2  ;— 
see  County  Courts 

Locb,  Mr.  J.  (KirkwaU,  4r  ) 
£dingbargb  and  Glasgow  Railway,  Ixi  757 

Ixfcking  Railway  C<uriaga,  see  Raiiway  Tr^ 

veiling 


LON.       —        LOW. 
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London,  Bishop  of 

Amrmations,  2R.  Ixiv  627. 633 

Canada,  Bishop  of,  Ixiii  1000. 1003,  1006 

Children  in  Collieries,  Employment  of,  Ixiii 

199 
Copyright,  Com.  Ixiii  807 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixv  10! 
Public  Education,  Ixv  569 
Queen*8  Letter,  The,  Ixiii  777 
Prison,  2R.  Ixii  297 

Londtm  and  Bladnoall  RaUwasf,  c.  1 R.*  Ixi  419  ; 
2R.*584;  Rep*  Ixii  1110;  3R.»1170;  /. 
1R.»  1233;  2R.»  Ixiii  1 ;  Rep .♦  321 ;  3R,» 
422 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 


— — ^  Croydon  Railway,  (^Grange  Road 
Approaches)  (No.  2),  c.  IR.*  Ixu  75;  2R.» 
295 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  559 

— -^^— —  Greenwich  Railway ,  c.  IR.*  Ix 
635  ;  2R.*  881  ;  3R.*  Ixi  584 ;  /.  lR.»  583  ; 

.  (No.  3),  c. 

iR *  1x1 1109 ;  2R  ♦  Ixiii  268  ;  Rep.*  1238 ; 
3R.*  Ixir  90 ;  /.  1 R.*  1 ;  2R  •  421 ;  Rep.* 
694 ;  \xv  1;  3R.*  99 ;  Royal  Assent^  222 

—  Bridge  Approachei  and  Rowd  Exchange 
Avenuet,  c.  1 R.*  Ixi  930 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  268 
Rep.*  1490;  3R.*  Ixiv  787;  /.  IR.*  858 
2R.*  1088;  Rep.*  1095 ;  Ix?  I ;  3R.*  99 
Royal  Assent,  222 

Fund,  c.  IR.*  Ixiv  635  ;  2R.* 

860;  Com.*  1009  ;  3R.*  1289;  /.  IR.*  Ixv 
99;  2R.*315;  3R.*  568;  Royal  Assent, 
871 


D  E  X}        LUC.        -         MAC. 

Lucas,  Mr.,  see  Ipswich  Election 

Luce,  John  Bermelt,  see  Southampton  Election 

Ludlow  Corporation  and  Charity  Estate,  I.  2R.* 
Ix  1375 

Lunacy,  I.  Ixi  135 ;  IR.  203;  2R.*  Ixii  572  ; 
Com.*  Ixv  224  ;  Rep.*  315 ;  3R.*  395  ;  c. 
IR.  Ixv  492  $  2R.*  568 ;  Rep.*  588;  Com.* 
835  ;  Rep*  871,  893 ;  Ixiii  2 

Lunatic  Asylums^  County,  In^^tion  of,  c.  Leave, 
Ixi  797 

,  JUcensed,  c.  iR.*  Ixi  837 ;  2R.* 

1219;  Com.  c/.  1,  Ixii  886;  Amend,  [o.  y. 
A.  19,  N.  22,  M.  3],  890 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  600 ; 
Ixv  223,  396  ;  3R.*  492;  /.  iR.*  487 ;  2R.* 
568 ;  Rep.*  619 ;  3R.*  728;--see  Haslar 

{Ireland),  e.  IR.*  Ixv  1  ;  2R.* 


University,  see  Supply 


Loodondeny,  Marqoess  of 

Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderland)  Ixii  1843, 
1244 ;  Ixiii  202,  256,  258,  266,  267 

Drainage  (Ireland),  Ixv  318 

Mines  and  Collieriea,  Ixiii  197;  Ixiv  538,  783, 
785 ;  Ixv  2, 7>  101, 104,  117, 123,  Compen- 
sation, 491 ;  Re-Com.  578  \  eU  1,  685,  586, 
587;  3R.883 

Lanffion  Roads,  see  Church  Stretton 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  see  Dublin 

Lorton,  Viscount 
Tipperary,  State  of,  Ixiii  962 


Viscount,  EstaU,  L  IR*.  Ixiii  1118; 

2R.*  1422  ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  939;  3R.*  1088 ;  c. 
IR.*  1095;  2R.*  1289;  3R.*  Ixv  568; 
Royal  Assent,  871 

Loughfoyle  Drainage,  c.  IR.*  Ixii  1054;  2R.* 
Ixiii  475  ;  Rep.*  1152 ;  3R*.  1238  ;  /,  iR.* 
1312  ;  2R.*  1422  ;  Rep.^  1512 

(Lower  Level)  Drainage^  c.  IR.*  ixi 


1110 


{Upper  Level)  Drainage,  c.  IR.*  Ixi 


1110 
Lowe's  EitaU,  gee  Hele's 


241  ;  Com.*  396  ;  Rep.*  835 ;  Com.*  963 ; 
Rep.*  1030;  3R.*  1064;  /.  IR.*  1094; 
2R.*  1111;  Rep.*  1177;  3R.*  1214 

Lyall,  Mr.  O.  (London) 
Customs' Acts— The  Tariff— Oils,  Amend.  Ixiii 

891 
Shipping,  Ixv  978 

Lyme  Regis  Election,  c.  Rep.  Ixiii  978 

Lyndhurst,  Lord,  see  Chancellor,  The  Lord 

Lyttleton,  Lord 
Copyright,  Com.  Ixiii  806 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  82 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Com.  cL  1,  Ixv  586 

ilfii5fon,  Mr,,  see  Southampton  Election 

Macaulay,  Right  Hon.  T.  B.  (Ikiinburgh) 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  163 
Copyright,  2R.  Ixi  695 ;  Re-com.  cl.  1,  1363 ; 
cL  3.  Amend.  1391, 1394,  1397, 1398,  1399, 
1400 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  746 
Inoome-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  255,  284 
Medical  Officers— New  Poor-Law,  Ixiii  608 
Mutiny  BlU— Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Uii 

530 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  43, 81 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  1 1 14 
Railways,  Com.  add-  cl,  Ixiv  183, 186 
Southampton  Election— Personation  of  Elec- 
tors, Ixiii  1058;— New  Writ  moved  for,  1073 

M'Douall,  Dr.,  see  Deptford  Meeting 

Mackenxie,  Mr.  W.  F.  (Peebles-shire) 
Divisions— Privilege — Exduaion  of  Members, 

Ixiii  1312, 1318 
Income  Tax,  Com.  el.  60;  Ixii  1388 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  Re-com.  Amend. 

Ixiii  1386 
Southampton  Election — ^Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1324 

Mackinnon,  Mr.  W.  A.  (Lymington) 
Bribery  at  Elections  (No.  2),  Re-oom.  Ixiv  861; 

Ixv  671 ;  Com.  709 
Burying  the  Pead  in  Towns,  Com.  moved  for, 

Ixi  281 ;  Leave,  Uv  1030 
Ipswich  Election,  New  Writ  moved,  Ixiii  601 
Aiarylebone  PSaviog,  Ixi  819 ;  2R.  585, 587 


MAC.        —        MAN.        {I  N  D  E  X.}        MAN,        —        MAR. 

Mackianon,  Mr.  W.  A.^^amiinued. 

Public  Institutions,  Admission  to,  Ixt  139 

South  Australia,  Com.  Ixiv  998 

Southampton  Election — Mr.  Wren's  Petition, 

Ixiii  980,  1587;— Personation  of  Electors, 

]059;--New  Writ  moved  for,  1061,   1072, 

1985 ;— Bribery  Bill,  Ixv  893 

MagUtraa/  of  Donetshtre—Quarter  Sestums,  c. 
Ixi  1029 


York,»et  York 


(Irelandy-Mr.  Biddulph,  I.  Ixii  991, 

1 234  ;  Ixiii  248 ;  c.  270  i—Mr.  St.  George, 
1425;  Ixi?  278;  c.  551 

Magittrateif  Appointment  of,  see  Borough 

■  of  Cheltenham,  see  Cheltenham 

Mahon,  Viscount  (Hertford) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  808 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Ixiii  1491 
Convicts— Hulks,  Ix  147 
Copyright,  Leave,  Ix  1429,  1430;  2R.  Ixi  694; 

Com.  1116, 1117;  Re-com.  el.  1,  1348,  1383  ; 

cl.  3, 1391, 1397;  Amend.  1398;  el.  \5,  Ixii 

891 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  676 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Coals,  Ixiii  1568 
Drama,  The,  Ixiv  791 
Election  Petitions,  Trial  of,  Ixv  149 
Petitions  against  the  Income-Tax,  Ixii  301 
Poland,  Ixiv  815 

Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1308 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1356 

Maiditone  and  Rochester  Roads,  e.  1 R.*  Ixi  21 7 ; 
2R.»  930 

Mainwaring,  Mr.  T.  (Denbigh,  4rc») 
Corn-Laws— ToUl  Repeal,  Tx  699 

» 

Malmesbary,  Earl  of 
Com  Importation,  Com.  el.  17,  Ixii  898 ;  3R. 

(Duties  on  Cattle),  994 
Timber,  Duties  on,  Ixi  836 

Malt,  Roasted,  e.  IR.*  hii  638;  2R.*  997; 
Rep.*  Ixiii  559;  3R.*  600;  /.  IR*.  675; 
2R»  881 ;  Rep.*  963;  SR*  995;  Royal 
Assent,  Ixiv  172 

Manly,  Obtain,  c.  Ixiii  1054 

Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  Bolton  Police,  c. 
IR.*  Ixiv  431 ;  2R.*  Ixv  822  ;  Com.*  396 ; 
3R*  568;  /.  iR*  i6.;  2R*  833;  Rep.* 
1 177 ;  3R.*  1197;  Royal  Assent^  1301 

'  Declaration,  see  Com-Xoiet 

—  Infirmary,  c.  iR*  Ix  635;  2R* 
802 ;  3R.*  Ixi  584 ;  /.  iR.*  583 ;  2R*  835; 
3U.*  1109;  Royal  Assent,  Ixii  985 

,  Outstand  at,  c  Ixv  1306 


-,  Placard  Lsued  at,  c.  Ixiii  1154 
-  RaUway,  see  Uverpool—Sh^gidd 


Mangles,  Captain  R.  D.  (GuUtUbrd) 
Afghanistan,  Ix  1356, 1357 
Australia  and  New  Zealand,  Com.  Ixii  906 


Mangles,  Captain  R.  D.- 

Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  152 

Colonial  Passengers,  3R.  Ixv  648 

Customs'  Acts  — The  Tariff*— Cottons,    Ixiii 

1369;   Amend.  1388;  — Silk,  1465; — Tea, 

1510 
Distress — Number  of  Paupers,  Ixiit  482 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  331  ;  3R.  Ixiii  991 
India,  Expense  of  the  War  in,  Ixiv  348 
West  Indies— Africa — Emigntion,  Cosa.  moved 

for,  Ixi  1107 

Manners,  Tx>rd  J.  (Newark) 

Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  388 

Bolton,  Distress  in,  Ix  262 

Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  711 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Coai.  cL 
1,  Ixiii  591 

Election  Compromises  Committee — ^Mr.  Wal- 
ter, Ixiv  716  ;— Mr.  Cochrane,  777 

Income-Tax,  The,  3R.  Ixiii  991 

Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  213 

South wark  Improvement  (No.  2),   Rep.    Ixi 
1290,  1291 ;  3R.  Ixii  810 

Spain,  Invasion  of,  Ixi  69 

Spanish  Clergy,  Ix  104 

West  India  Clergy,  Com.  Ixi  493 

MannerU  Estate,  see  Christopher^s 

Manslaughter,  c.  IR.*  ixiii  94 ;  2R  1387;  BiQ 
negatived,  t6. 

Manufacturers,  Frauds  of,  see  Truck 
Wages,  Payment  of 


Manufacturing  Districts,  Distress  in,  c.  Izi  303  • 
Ixiii  1154  ;  /.  Ixiv  781 

March,  Earl  of  {West  Sussex) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  40 ;  Re. 
port,  73 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle.  1st  Rea. 
Ixiii  630 

Marine  Mutiny,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  930 ;  2R*  1027  • 
Rep.*  1219  5  3R.*  518  ;  /.  IR*  572  ;  JR.* 
717  ;  3R.*  894 ;  Royal  Assent,  985 

Market  Harborough  and  Branrnton  Road,  c 
IR.*  Ixi  584;  2R.*  Iziii  368;  Rtp.^  813  ; 
3R  •  884 ;  /.  iR,*  881 ;  2R.*  995  ;  Rep.* 
1598;  3R.*  Ixiv  1 ;  Royal  Assent,  173 

Markets,  see  Fleetwood^St.  Amtel^Ihttim^ 
foil—  Weston'tiqter'Mare 

Marlow  Uection,  see  Great  Marhm 

Marriage  Lam,  c.  Leave,  Ixi  283 ;  Adj.  Debate. 

695  [A.  100,  N.  123,  M.  33 J  720 


,  Dissenters'  (Jreland),  c  Iz  69;  t 

97,  315;  e.  443,  900,  975;  Leave  1006  ; 
iR*  1009;  /.  1088;  c  3R.  1092;  Com, 
1180  ;  d.  3  [A.  159,  N.  63,  M.  96],  1188  ; 
3R.  1373 ;  /.  IR*  Ixi  1  ;  Com.  moved  for, 
303;  2R  203,  409,  501,  583;  c,  937;  L 
Rep.  Ixv  1130 ;  Relcom.  1179 ;  3R*  1314  ; 
Royal  Assent,  1301 

Marslaod,  Mr.  H.  {Sioekpori) 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1187 


MUN.        —        NAT.         {INDEX}         NAT.        —        NEW. 


Murphy,  Mr.  F.  S.  (.Cork) 

Ab9tnee,  Leave  of,  Iz  808 

BalJot,  The,  Iziy  405 

Central  America — ^Detention  of  British  Suh- 

jeets,  Iz  809 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Iziii 

306 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  3R.  Iz  1373 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

lzivn06»  1112 
Queen — Protoction  of  her  person,  Izv  99 
Southampton  Election  (}ommittee^Mr.  Wren, 

Izii  1070 
Supply^Educatton  (Ireland),  Izv  220,  222 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  3R.  Iz  1374, 1372 

Muteum,  Briiiih,  see  Sttppfy 

Muimy  mU,  c.  lR.»  Izi  930;  2R.*  1027; 
Hep.*  1290 ;  3R  *  519,  m/^.  cl.  {Flogging  in 
the  Army),  525  [A.  59,  N.  187,  M.  128], 
537;  /.  IR.*  572;  2R.»  717;  aR.*  894; 
Royal  Asseut,  985 


420 


Napier,  Captain  Sir  C.  (MaryUhoine) 

Army  Estimates,  Izi  171,  172 
Bishoprics,  West  Indian,  Iz  442;    Izi 

Com.  Amend.  492, 496 
Briberr,  Prosecutions  for,  Iziii  832 
Corn,  Conveyance  of,  from  America,  Iz  1 167  ;— 

Importation  of,  )xi  42,  43, 404 
—  Laws>-Total  Repeal,  Iz  714,  971 ;  Com. 

moved  for,  Iziv  1330 
Customs'  Acta— The  Tariff— Oils,  Iziii  894, 

897;— Timber,  1300;   3R,  Coals,  add.  el. 

Iziv  724 
Debate,  Rules  of,  Ixii  219 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Iziv  1064 
Flag  Officers,  Returns  moved  for,  Iziv  1 163 
Greenirich  Hospital  Schools,  Iziv  836 
Haslar  Lunatic  Asylum,  Izv  402 
Income-Taz,  Rep.  Izii  397;  Com.  Schedule  E, 

Amend.  1314, 1316  ;  3R.  Iziii  1032 
Manby,  Captain,  Iziii  1054,  1055,  1056 
Marylebone  Paving,  Izi  2R.  590 
Monuments  to  Naval  Heroes,  Izv  977 
Naval  Officers,  Retiring  Pensions  to,  Izi  137 
Navy  Estimates,  Izi  74,  93,  109,  1 17,  118,  196, 

201 
,  State  of  the,  Izi  1034,  1044, 1046, 1059, 

1060,  1067 
Opium  Seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation 

for,  Izi  777 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Iziii  575 
Poor-Lair  Amendment,  2R.  Iziv  129;    Com. 

612, 614 ;  el.  I,  Izv  48  ;  3R.  613 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Izii  953 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Amend. 

Izii  1326, 1331, 1356 
Supply— -Miscellaneons  Estimates,  Izv  97; — 

Syria,  617  ;— Civil  ConUngendes,  846,  849  ; 

•—India  and  China,  856,  858 
Syria.  Iz  299,  300,  444, 445,  636, 637,  1269 
Warner,  Captain,  his  invention,  Iziv  346 

J^aifd,  Fort—The  Boer$,  c.  Ixii  1167 

Naiional  Diitreu,  see  Diitress 


Natumal PctWum^The  Charier, e,  Iziii  13,  That 
the  Petitioners  be  heard  at  t'le  bar  of  the 
House  [A.  49,  N.  287,  M.  238;],  88,  424, 

Naturalaations,  see  Baiet — Benecke-^Bunton 
—  FiervilU  —  Gair  —  LeibazeUU  —  Uebert 
— Houma —  Verconsia 

Naval  Heroes,  Monumenti  to,  see  Monumenti ; 
— Smith,  Sir  Sydney 

Officers,  Retiring  Pensions  to,  c.  Ixi  137  ; 

— see  Flag  Officers 

—  Promotions,  c.  Returns  moved  for,  Ixv 
151 ;  [A.  23,  N.  99,  M.  76],  152 

Navigation,  Internal  (Ireland),  c.  Ijsais&r^ 
1430  ;  lR.*i6.  '^ 

Navy  Estimates,  c.  Ixi  69, 181 

— ,  State  of  the,  c.  Ixi  1034  ;  2nd  Resolution 
HA.  40,  N.  138,  M.  98],  1069  ;  3rd  Resolu- 
iion  [A.  47,  N.  139,  M.  92J,  1070;  Leave 
Ixiv  1 96; — see  Coinage 

Neeld»  Mr.  J.  {Chippenham) 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Iziii 
305 

New  Cross  Roads,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  299  ;  2R.*  Ixii 
295;  Rep.*  1178  ;*3R.*  1251;  /.  IR.* 
1233 ;  2R.  Ixiii  1  ;  Rep.»  1142  ;  3R.*  1286; 
Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 


,^  . 


South  WaXks,  c.  Ixiii  814;  Leave,  880; 

1R.»  ib.',  2R.»  1014  ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  700;  3R.* 
860;  /.  IR.*  858;  2R.  Ixv  175;  Com.* 
316 ;  c  Ixv  175 ;  /.  3R.*  569 ;  Royal  Assent, 
871 ;  —see  Atatralia 

— •  Zealand,   Survey  of,  c.  Ixii   1232  ; — see 
Australia 

Newcastle,  Duke  of 
Income-Tax — Exemption  of   Foreigners  Ixiii 
468;  3R.  Ixiv  88 

Newcastle  and  Darlington  Junction  Railway,  see 
Northern  Union 


—  Floating  Breakwater  Company,  e,  IR.* 
Izi  419;  2R.*584;  Rep  •  Ixiii  205;  3R*. 
Ixiv  1009;  /.  IR.*  1088;  2R.*  Ixv  619 


-  under^Lyme  Election,  c.  Report,  Ixiii 
422;  New  Writ  moved  for,  481,  1240  QA. 
143,  N.  97,  M.  46],  1258  ;  Report  Ixv  492 

Newfoundland,  c.  Ixiii  814;  Leave,  875  ;  iR.* 
880;  2R.*  1584;—/.  Constitutions  for  the 
Colonies,  Ixiv  538;  c.  Com.  Izv  871 ; — Public 
Business,  979,982;  [o.q.A.  68,  N.  13,  M. 
55],  996;  2nd  Div.  [A.  82,  N.  21,  M.  61], 
1005;  Com.  cL  1  [A.  78,  N.  13,  M.  65], 
1007 ;  2nd  Div.  [A.  76,  N.  14,  M.  62]  ;  ib. 
3rd  Div.  [A.  75,  N.  12,  M.  63],  ib.;  4th 
Div.  [A.  76,  N.  13,  M.  63];  ib.;  cL  6, 
1064, 1  A.  80,  N.  18,  M.  62l,  1067 ;  2nd  Div. 
[A.  82,  N.  21,  M.  61  j;  1068;  Amend. 
(Lord  C.  FiUroy)  [A.  22,  N.  79,  M.  571, 
1069  ;  That  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill 
[A.  79,  N.  25,  M.  54],  ib. ;  Rep.  1094 ;  3R. 
1125  [A.  55,  N.  12,  M.  43],  1128;  /.  iR.* 
1111  ;  2R.  1178;  Com.  1214;  3R.  1297; 
Royal  Assent,  1301 


NEW.        —        NOR.        {I  N  D 

Newgate  Gaol  {Dublin),  c.  iR .♦  Ui  41  ;  2R.* 
135;  3R*  500;  L  iR.*  583;  2R.*  835; 
Rep.*  929 ;  3R.*  ib. ;  Royal  Assent,  1109 

Bjegulatums—^fmpathy  with  Ctimiruds, 


I,  Ixiii    1007  ;  c.  1023 

Nicboll,  Right  Hon.  Dr.  J.  I.  {Cardiff) 
Marriage-Law,  Leave,  Ixi  298 
Mutiny — Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Ixii  534 

Non^Intrunnn,  see  Church  of  Scotland 
Norfolk  Constabulary,  c.  Ixii  1171 

Norm  an  by,  Marquess  of 

Anatomy  Act,  Ixii  1053 

Borough  Magistrates,  Appointnnent  of,  Ixii  502, 
511,518,  1237,  1242,1244,  1246;  Ixiii  201, 
202,  203, 204,  252,  259,  260,  266.  267 

Boroughs  Improvement,  IR.  Ix  94  j  2R.  236, 
240,241;  3R.  317 

Buildings  Regulation,  IR.  Ix  94  ;  2R.  316 

Corn-Laws — The  Averages,  Ix  434,  441 

Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  Ixiii  977 

Magistracy  (Ireland] — Mr.  Biddulph,  Ixii  991, 
1234,  1235,  1337 ;  Ixiii  248,  252 

Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixiii  179,  191;— Compen- 
sation, Ixv  491 

Newgate  Regulations— Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, Ixiii  1012 

Pentonville  Prison,  Com.  Ixiii  973 

Poor-IiBw  Chaplains  (Ireland),  Ix  631,  632 

Queen's  Prison,  2R.  Ixii  997 

Sunday  Travelling  on  Railroads,  Ixiii  1014 

Tipperary,  State  of,  Ixiii  969,  973 

Norreys,  Lord  {Oxfordihire) 
Customs'  Acts—The  Tariff— Cattle,  1st  Res. 
Ixiii  646 

Norreys,  Sir  C.  D.  O.  J.  (Mallow) 
Ordnance  Elstimates,  Ixiii  578 
Paupers,  Scotch  and  Irish,  Ixi  935 

North  American  Colonial  Aitodation  {Ireland), 
c.  IR.*  Ixi  837;  2R*^  Ixii  1178;  Rep* 
Ixiii  1238  ;  3R*  1316;  /.  IR.*  1312  ;  2R.* 
1422 ;  Rep.»  Ixiv  431 ;  3R.*  616 ;  Royal 
Assent,  858 

Northampton,  Marquess  of 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices,  2R.  Ixiii  977 

Northern  Coal  Mining  Company,  iR.*  Ixi  419; 
2R.*  837;  Rep.*  ixii  1178;  3R.*  1251  ;  /. 
IR.*  1234 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  1  ;  Rep.*  195  ;  3R.* 
248;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Union,    {Newcastle     and    Darlington 

Junction)  BaUway,  c.  iR.*  ixi  419;  2R.* 
584;  Rep  •Ixiii  4;  3R.»  94  ;  /.  IR.*  195; 
2R.*  422;  Rep.*  963;  3R.*  995;  Royal 
Assent ;  Ixiv  173 

Northwich  Small  Debit,  c.  1R.*  Ixi  419 

Norwich,  Bishop  of 
Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  174 
Liverpool  Improvement,  3R.  eL  247,  Ixiv  9108 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixiii  196,  I97i  198;  Ixiv 
544. 1 166 


E  X}        NOR.        -     O'CON. 

Norwich  Railway,  see  Yarmouth 

Not  Guilty,  Plea  of,  I,  Ixiii  1515 

Nottingham  Election,  c.  Rep.  Ixiii  94 ;  New 
Writ  moved  for,  195,  334, 1429,  QA.  41,  N. 
136,  M.  95],  1448;  Ixv  861 ;— Me  EUciiam 
Compromues 

Gat,  (No.  1  and  2)  c.  1R-*  Ix  635 ; 

No.  2)  withdrawn,  1375;  2R.*lxil36;3R.* 
1110;  /.  IR  *  Ixii  1 ;  2R.*  501 ;  Rep.  895  ; 
3R.*  985;  Royal  Assent,  1234 


Oatht,  L  Ixi  835  ;^ee  Affirmal 
Oatt,  see  Com^Lawt 


O'Brien,  Mr.  A.  S.  (Northamptomhire) 
Corn-Laws — Mr.    Christopher's    Anieod. 

1156 
Railways,  Com.  add.  cL  Ixiv  175,  181 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  (Limerick  City) 
Income-Tax,  Com.  c/.  94,  Ixiii  234 


O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  S.  {Limerick  Co.) 
Corn-Laws— Averages,  Ix  1006;— Mr.  Wede* 

house's  Amend.  1204  ;— Barley,  Oatt.  Ibr^ 

Colonial  Produce,  Amend.  1229 ;  CoB.r/.5  . 

Ixii  579 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Anend. 

Ixiii  720;— Cotton,  1384 
Dublin,  Lord  Mayor  of,  Ixii  376 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  IzUi 

505 
Emigration,  Leave,  Ix  91 
Excise-Duties  Compoonda,  Ixiii  318 
Flanagan,  James,  Death  of,  Ixi  IU73 
Grand  Jury  Laws  (Ireland), Ixv  297 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1142;  Com.  el.  60,  Ixii 

1390 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Coau  ci.  2. 

Amend.  Ix  1181 
Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  183 
Railways,  Com.  add.  et.  Ixii  1049 
'  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1422 

Tipperary,  Outrages  in,  Ixiii  565 


O'Connell,  Mr.  D.  {Cork,  Co,) 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Rep*  Ix  73 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  176 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  407 
Belfast  Election,  Ixiii  1238;— New  Writs 
for.  Amend.  1533; — Select  Committet  ap- 
pointed, 1609, 1611 ;  Ixiv  432,  434 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  836 
Catholic  SaUocs  and  Soldiers,  Ixi  59 ;  IxTi  1 1 39, 

1138 
Church-Rates,  Leave,  Ixiii  1634 
Controverted  ElectioDS,  Ixiii  814,  815 
Com  Importation,  SR.  add.  eL  Ixiii  70 

Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  916 

Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,  Ixii  31 7 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff-Spirits  (Itelaod). 

Ixiii  888, 890 
Distress  (Ireland).  Ixt  610 

of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1064, 1171.  Um 

Election  CompromlsesComniltFe^Blr.  Waltti, 
Ixiv  715 ;— Mr.  Coduane,  778 


O'CON.     —    O'CON.  {INDEX}         O'CON.     —        PAK. 


O'Connell,  Mr.  D.— eoNfmue^. 
Financial  Statements,  Ixi  480,  489,  490 
Freemen,  Admission  of  (Dublin),  Iziii  806, 307 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  Ixiii  979 
Great  Marlow  Election,  Ixii  375 
Inoome-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  402  ;— Salaries  of  Judges 

(Ireland).  819 ;  3R.  Ixiii  990 
Ipswich  Election,  Ix  891,  895;— New    Writ 

moved  for,  Ixiii  851 ; — Com.  moved  for, 863 ; 

Ixv  1163 
Jamaica,  Riot  at,  Ix  1002,  1004 
Judicial  Resignations  (Ireland  and  Scotland), 

1x278,281,306 
Jurors,  Challenge  of  (Ireland),  Ix  1356 
Kingsclere  Inclosure,  3R.  Ixii  874, 876 
Marriage,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Ix  69,  900 ; 

Leave,  1008  ;  IR.  1092  ;  Com.  1181 

Law,  Leave,  Ixi  707 

Meeting  at    Deptford— Dr.  M'Douall— The 

Police,  Ixv  909 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  85 
Newcastle-under-Lvme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

Ixiii  1241 
Newfoundland,  Ixiv  814;  Leave,  878 ;  Ixv  871  ; 

—Public  Business,  979,  997,  1001  ;  Com.  cL 

1, 1006, 1007.  cL  6, 1064,  1067,  1069 
Party  Crimes  (Ireland),  Ixi  152,  154,  155 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  78,  307, 482 
Peti lions.  Presentation  of,  Ix  1 15 
Physicians  and  Surgeons,  CoUeees  of,  Iziv  982 
Poor-Law  Amendment,  Com.  Ixiv  556,  605; 

Ixv  38.  373;3R.510 
Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1313, 

1317  ;lzi  660 
Provision  Rioto  at  Ennis,  Ixiii  1493 
Public  Meetings,  Right  to  hold^  Ixv  597 
Queen — Protection  to  her  Person,  Leave  Ixv  27 

's  Counsel,  Ixii  1073 

Railroads  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1420 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  937 
Remonstrances— Public  Distress,  Ixv  1225 
Ribbonism — ^Armagh  Assizes,  Ixv  1069,  1073, 

1074 
Salford  Gaol— Mr.  Bagshawe,  Ixi  603 
Southampton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren, 

Ixii  1062;  Ixiil  981,  1061 ;— Mr.  Fleming, 

Ixii  1124;— Mr.  Mabson,  1183,  1193,  1197; 

—New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  1079, 1089 
Spain,  Invasion  of,  Ixi  65,  68 
Spanish  Clergy,  Ix  104 

Supply— Maynooth,  Ixv  389,  392,  393  ;— Mis- 
cellaneous Estimates,  Com.  613 ; — Education 

—Singing,  850 
Tempemnce  Processions  (Ireland),  Ixiii  1425 
Texas,  Ix  103 ;  Ixiii  1127, 1 128 ;  ixiv  787 
West  India  Clergy,  Cons.  Ixi  491,  496 
Witnesses  Indemnity,  3R.  Ixiii  1452 

O'Connell.  Mr.  J.  {Kilkenr^  CUy) 

Bosiness  of  the  House,  Ixii  1255 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  410 
Elections,  Bribery  at.  Com.  Ixv  677f  689,  699, 

707, 719 
Spy  System,  The,  (Ireland),  Ixi  300 
Stamps  and  Assessed  Taxes,  ixv  153 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  207 

O'Connell,  Mr.  M.  J.  {ferry) 

Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  386 
Belfast  Election— Privilege,  Ix  534 
Blake,  Mr.  M.— Canligan  Election,  Ixii  473 
Civil  Bill  Decrees  (Ireland),  Leave,  Ixii  867 


O'Connell,  Mr.  M.  J.—eoniinued 
Corn-Laws  —  Total  Repeal,   Ix  823  ;  —  Mr. 

Wodehouse's  Amend.  1215, 1218  ;  3R.  add, 

cL  Ixii  70 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,    1st  Res. 

Ixiii  663 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv 

852,  857 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

291 
Informers  (Ireland),  Ix  102 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of  the,  Ixv  286 
Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  Rep.  Ixv  J213 
Medical  Charities  (IrelandX  Ixiii  687 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

Ixiv  nil 
Sudbury  Disfranchisement,  Rep.  Ixiv  429 
Supply — Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  218 

Oils,  see  Customs*  Acts 

Omar  Pacha,  see  Syria 

Onion  Seed,  see  Customs*  Acts 

Opium  Seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation  for, 
c.  Ixi  759,  ^A.  37,  N.  87,  JW.  50 j,  795,  936 

Ordnance  Estimates,  c,  Ixiii  566 

Services,  c.   IR.*  Ixiv  550;   2R.* 

860 ;  Rep.»  Ixv  588,  671  ;  3R.*  835 ;  /. 
IR.*  871;  211.*  889;  Rep.*  934  ;  3R.* 
1008 ;   Royal  Assent,  1214 

Ores,  see  Customs'  Acts 

Ormesby  Inclosure,  c.  IR.*  Ix  1355;  2R.*lxi 
136  ;  Rep.«  Ixii  804;  3R.*  903  ;  /.  IR.* 
895;  2R.*  1050  ;  Rep.*  1234  ;  3R.*  1357  ; 
c.  Lords'  Amend.,  Ixiii  9  ;  /.  Royal  Assent, 
Ixiv  173 

Oswald,  Mr.  J.  {Glasgow) 

Corn- Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  674 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Railway,  Ixi  756 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  82 

Otley  Road,  see  Tadcaster 

Outrages,  {Ireland)  c.  Ixiv  701 ;  Ixv  1 1  ]2 ;— see 
I^^ary 

Paisley,  Distress  in,  c.  Ix  177 ;    Ixiii  885 ;    /. 
Ixiv  785 


RaUwt^,  see  Glasgow 


Pakington,  Mr.  J.  S.  {Droitwich) 
Com  Importation,  2R.  Ixi  304,  33:) 
Election  Proceedings,  Ixiii  427.  503 
Ipswich  Election  Committee,  Ixii  820  ; — John 

Thurston,  870;  — Mr.  Lucas,  904,  1127; 

Report,  1055 ;  Ixiii  94 
Lunatic  Asylums,  Licensed,  Com.  ei.  I,  Ixii, 

888 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1362 
Newfoundland  Bill,  Com.  Ixv  983,  1001 
Poor  Law  Amendment,  2R.  Ixiv  116 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cL  Ixiii  1095,  1101 

Meetings — Constables,  Ixv  667 

Severn  Navigation,  Rep.  Ixi  931 
Supply-Colonial  Ecclesiastical  Establishments, 

Ixv  205 
Thetford  Election,  Rep.  Ixiii  94 
West-India  Clergy,  Com.  Ixi  490 


PAL. 


-        PAL. 
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—        PEC. 


Palmer,  Mr.  0.  (Euex) 

Bonded  Corn  Bill  (No.  2),  2R.  Izv  348 
Corn  Importation,  Com.  Ixi  546 ;  el.  27, 1328 
Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Mr.  Wodebouse's 

Amend.,  Ix  1203 
Customs'Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  397  ;— Onions, 

762  ;— Potatoes,  763;— Oils,  891,  898;— 

Leather,  Amend.  1364 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1057 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii   136 ;   Com.  Schedule 

A.  1089 
Trade,  Colonial  —  Customs  Duties,  Com.  Ix 

162 

Palmer,  Mr.  R.  (.Berkshire) 

Corn  Importation,  Com.  cl.  27,  Ixi  1327  ;  3R. 

Ixii  60 
Customs*  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  1st  Res. 

Ixiii  629,  693 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1146 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  78.  80 
Railways,  Com.  add*  cl.  Ixiv  17t  195 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2).  Rep.  1x1 1291 ; 

3R.a<f^.0/.  Ixii  811,  1110 
Yarmouth  and  Norwich  Railway,  2R.  Ixi  1028 

Palmerston,  Viscount  (Tiverton) 

Affghanistan,  War  in,  Ixiv  456,  523 ;  With- 

drawal  of  the  Army,  Ixv  1 146 
Auckland,  Lord,  Ixiv  1077,  1184,1185,1297, 

1300 
Bonded  Com  Bill  (No.  2),  2R.  Ixv  350 
Boundary  Question,  Ixiii  564 
Brazil,  Ixii  1254 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  el.  26 ;  Ixv  721 ;  Rep. 

934 
Bridport  Election,  xliii  952,  963 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  268 
Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Jz  222,  611  ;— 

Mr.  Christopher's  Amend.  1163 
Designs  Copyright,  Ixv  970 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1072 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  3R.  Ixv 

1077 
Education,  Ixv  495,  588  ;— Singing  Gasses,  841 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixitl 

280 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of,  Ixv  302 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Com.  el.  2,  Ixiv  427 ; 

3R.  937 ;  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  Ixiv  1008; 

Ixv  84 ;  Apprentices  Enquiry,  1053 ;  Lords' 

Amends.,  1097 
Nottingham,  New  Writ,  Ixv  869 
Opium  Seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation 

for,  Ixi  783 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  568, 578 
Petitions  against  the  Income-Tax,  Ixii  305 
Public  Bills — Late  and  Present  Ministers,  Ixv 

1230 
Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  603  ;  Dr. 

M'Douall,  914 
Slave-Trade,  Ixiii  91 

Treaties,  Ix  146,  722 

Spain,  Invasion  of,  Ixi  61 ;— The  French  Am- 
bassador, 518 
Stade  Duties,  Ixv  397 
Supply — Consuls,  Izv  97>  98 ;— Secret  Service 

Money,  182  ;— Colonial  Ecclesiastical  Esta- 
blishments, 205 ;— Civil  Contingencies,  847, 

849 
Syria— Omar  Pacha,  Ixiii  480 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  93 


Parith  CcnttabUs^  c.  Leave,  Ixii  1177  ;  iR.* 
ib.;  2R.*  1251  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  475 ;  Iziv  1289  ; 
Ixv  631  ;  3B.*  671  ;  IR.*  728;  2R.»  889  ; 
Com  *  934  ;  Rep.*  1008  ;  3R.*  1061  ;  Rojml 
Assent,  1301 

Property, c.  IR •  Ix  1091 ;  c  2R.*  In 


511  ;  Rep.*  837, 930 ;  3R.*  1290;  /.  lit* 
Ixii  1  ;  /.  2R.*  Ixiii  1  ;  Rep  *  195  ;  3R-* 
321 ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Parker,  Mr.  J.  {Sheffield) 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Com.  el.  26 ;  Ixv  720 
Corn  Foreign,  Importation  of  Ixiv  1151 
— —  Importation,  Com.  eL  2  ;  Amend.  Ixi  57^ 

677 
Courts  of  Law,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii  736 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Fruit,  xliil  733; 

—Iron  Bars,  762 
Greenwich  Hospital  Schools,  Ixiv  837 
Income-Tax,  Rep.,  Ixii  387 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  603 
Public  Honses,  Com.  add.  cL  Ixiii  1 10] 

Parkkunt  Priton,  see  Sv^y 

Parks,  The  Public,  c.  Ix  246 

Parliament f  Houses  of,  see  Suj^y 

,  Meeting  of,  \x  1 ; — Pronjgaikmpf^ 
Ixv  1301 

■,  Re'^issembling  of,  see  Diatrem 

;  Salaries  o/ Officers — Suppiy  Ixw  94 

Parochial  Assessment,  c.  Ix  737 

Party  Crimes  {Ireland),  c.  Ixi  154 

Passengers  Act,  c.  Leave,  Ix  76 

Co^bfiMi,c.  1x1376;  Ixii  811 

Paterson's  Estate,  L  IR.*  Ixiii  598 ;  2  R.*  763  ; 
Rep.»  1598;  3R.*  briv  1 ;  c .  lR,»  422; 
2R.*  635;  Rep.*  1289;  3R.*  Ixv  17  ;  t 
Royal  Assent,  222 

Patten,  Mr.  J.  W.  {Lancashire) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  807 
Belfiut  Election  Committee,  Ixiv  433 
Customs'   Acts— The  Tariff— Cotlona.    Izia 
1396 

Paupers,  Number  of,  see  Distress 

,  Scotch  and  Irish,  c.  Ixi  935 

Pechell,  Captain  G.  R.  {Brighton) 
Corn  Importation,  Com.  el.  8 ;  Amend,  xli  579, 

580 
County  Courts  Bill,  Com.  Ixv  1186 
Customs'  Acts— The   Tariff— Fish,  xliil  723, 

724,  730 ;— Stones,  1499 
Eastbourne  Union — New  Poor-Law,  xllii  I9f, 

194 
Fish,  Duties  on,  xli  838 

Foreign,  xlii  376 

Fisheries,  The,  Ix  639 ;  Ixv  19 

Flag  Officers,  Returns  moved  for,  xliv  1161 

Floating  Breakwater,  xH  1295 

Haslar  Lunatic  Asylum,  Ixv  401 

Income-Tax,  Com.  Schedule  E.  xlSI  1315 

Manby,  CapUin,  xliii  1055 

Navy  Estimates,  xli  107. 119, 194,  198,  fOI 


PEC.        —    PEEL  {INDEX}  PEEL        —        PEEL 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.^-coniinued 


Pecfaell,  Captain  O.  R. — continued. 

Navy,  State  of  the,  xH  1054, 106.5 

New  Zealand,  Survey  of,  xlii  1333 

Ordnance  Estimates,  xliti  576,  581 

Petitioning,  Right  of,  xlii  80 

Poor-Law,  Ix  884 

Amendment,  Leave,  xliii  448;  2R. 

xliv  111,  157;  Com.  553,  606  ;  el.  1,  xliv 
672,  693 ;  Ixv  38,  340 ;  Rep.  cL  29,  378 ;  3R. 
504;  add,cl.5\5 

— Gilbert  Unions,  Com.  moved  for. 


xli  811,  816,  817,  818,  1084,  1092 

-  Unions,  Returns  moved  for,  xlii  493, 


496 
Public  Houses,  Re-com.  xliii  110;  el.  5,  1087, 

1088, 1089 
—  Meetings— Constables,  Ixv  667 
Slave  Trade,  Ixiii  91 
— ^— —  Treaties,  Continuance,  Ixv  19 

Vessels,  Captured,  xliii  1639 

Supply — Syria,  Ixv  616 

Warner,  Invention  of  Captain,  Ixv  1049 

Peckham  Lightnings  xee  Cambenotll 

Pedigrees f  Evidence  on,  see  Peerage 

Peel,  Colonel  J.  (Huntingdon) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cotton,  xliii  1378 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  581 

Peel,  Right  Hod.  Sir  R. {Taanoorth) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  806 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  61 
Adjournment,  Ixi  1108, 1109,  1113,  1114 
Admission  to  Public  Institutions,  Ixv  138 
Affghanisun  and  Cabul,  Ix  147.1357;  Ixii  83; 

Jxiii   686;  War  in,  xliv   517;  Ix?   1076; 

Withdrawal'of  the  Army,  1147 
Africa,  French  Possessions  io,lx  1271 ;  Algiers, 

Possession  of,  Ixi  137 
Albert,  Prince,  Address  to,  Ix  74 
American  Com,  Ixv  843 
Anglo- Portuguese  Legion,  Ixi  598;  Ixv  636 
Army  in  India,  Ixi  758,  759 
Auckland,  Lord,  Ixiv  1293,  1299, 1300 
Banking,  Ixi  138 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Rep.  Ixv.  1091 
Bel^t  Election— Privilege,  Ix  537,  645 ;  New 

Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  1538;  Select  Committee 

appointed,  1610, 161 1 ;  Ixiv  432,  433,  434 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  170 
Boundary  Question,  Ixiii  565,  1586 
Brasil,  Ixii  1253,  1254;  Commercial  Treaty 

with,  Ixiv  1171 
Bribery  at  £le€tion^  Ix  71 ;  2R.  Ixiii  609 
■■    '  ,  Diseoverv  of.  Leave,  Ixiii 

1273,1273;  Com.c^  1,  Ixv  676,  677,682; 

el.  2,  701 ;  el.  7,  706;  el.  14,  711,  715  ;  el. 

27,725 

,  Prosecutions  for,  Ixtii  837 


Bridport  Election—Mr.  Warburton,  Ixiii  561, 
562,563,946,951,960 

British  Claimants  on  Portugal,  Ixiii  13 

Business  of  the  House.  Ix  363 ;  Ixiii  979 

Public,  Ixii  1175, 1176, 1254 

Caledonian  Canal  Ixi  303,  660 

Canton — Ransom  of, — Revenue,  Ixi  1348 ;  Ixii 
4,5 

Catholic  Sailors  and  Soldiers,  Ixi  61 

Cattle,  Duties  on,  Ixi  938 

Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Umoo  Rail- 
way, Rep.  Izi  1346 


Chinese  War— Hong  Kong,  Ixi  608 
Church  Extension,  Ixv  242 
■  of  Scotland,  Ix  103 ;  Com.  moved  for, 

Ixi  650;  2R.  xliii  105,  1585 ;  Ixiv  91 

Rates,  Ix  70,  71  ;  Ixv  964 

Welsh,  Ix  730 


Clitheroe  Election — Intimidation  of  Witnesses, 

Ixi  1032 
Coals,  Export  of,  Ixi  834 ;— Duty  on,  Ixii  640 
Colonial  Customs  Duties,  Ixii  519 ;  Com  5^ 

Pkssengers,  Rep.,  Ixiii  583 

Commercial  Relations  with  France,  Ixiii  1019, 

1020 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  254,  261 
Controverted  Elections,  Ixiii  814 
Copyright,  Com.  Ixi  1 1 1 6 ;  Re-com.  el.  3, 1393, 

1^7 

■  of  Designs,  Rep.  2R.  Ixv  971, 976 
Com  Averages,  Effect  of,  on  Tithes,  Ixi  44 
— -,  Bonded,  Leave,  Ixi  646 
— ,  Conveyance  of,  from  America,  Ix  1177, 

1178, 1270;  Ixi  42,  43;  Ixiv  1151 
Importation  Bill,  IR.  Ixi  44,  136 ;  2R. 

304, 327,  349.  358, 392,  513 ;  Com.  548 ;  el. 

2,  576, 577, 578 ;  c/.  5,  579  ;  d.  8,  ib. ;  cL  9. 

580,  581,  1321  ;  el.  29,  1300,  1315,  I3I6, 

1319 ;  el.  18,  1324,  1325 ;  el.  27, 1329 ;  add. 

el.  1336,  1336;  Rep.  1404,  1405;  3R.  Ixii 

27 ;  add.  el.  68,  73 

Laws,  Ix  40,  72 ;— Ministerial  Plan,  201, 

219,  223,  235,  245,  246,  329,  353, 355,  470, 
471,  590,  624,  625 ;— Wastage,  647;~Total 
Repeal,  656, 949,  970, 971,  972, 1048, 1081; 
—Inspectors,  728 ;— Burdens  on  Land,  729, 
730 ;— Averages,  1006,  1242 ;  Amend.  (Mr . 
Christopher)  1115,  1164,  1167 ;  — Barley, 
Oats,  3ec.,  Amend.  (  Mr.  Wodehouse  )  1186, 
1217, 1226, 1242;— Amend.  (Mr.  E.  Buller) 
1365,  1366;— Amend.  (Mr.  Hastie)  1368, 
1369, 1370 ;— Repeal  of  the.  Com.  moved  for, 
Ixiv  1331 

,  Quantity  of  produced,  Ix  1736 

Coroners^ Warwick  and  Lancaster,  Ixv  981, 
982 

Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,  Ixii  322, 
323 

Customs'  Acts— The  TarifiC  Ixi  934  935 ;  Ixiit 
351,  405,  540;— Cattle,  610,  615,616;  1st 
Res.  656,  687,  688,  689,  690, 705,  709,  711, 
712, 715  ;-Fish,  723, 724, 726. 727. 728, 729; 
—Fruit,  732;— Bacon,  739;— Butter,  741; 
—Cheese,  747,  750 ;— Ores,  Copper,  755  ;— 
Iron  Bars,  762  ;--Spirits(Ireland),  890,  894, 
998  ;— Timber,  904, 907,  908,  1304, 1 31 1 ;_ 
Silk,  1456,  1463, 1465;— Coals,  1491, 1492, 
1572;  — Coffee,  1504.  1507;— Tea,  1510; 
3R.  Coals,  Afi/.  el.  Ixiv  726;  That  the  Bill 
do  pass,  Ixiv  736, 740 

Dean  Forest  Eodesiasttcal  Districts,  Com.  Ixiii 
1667;  Rep.  Ixiv  171 

Debate,  Rules  of,  Ixii  219 

Distress — Number  of  Paupers,  Ixiii  482;— of 
the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  1636,  1648; 
Ixiv  91 1 ,  1084, 1085, 1067, 1236, 1237 ;— Mr. 
Gibson's  Motion — ^Adjourn.,  Ixv  554,  560 

Dover,  Harbour  of  Refuge  at,  Ixiv  1132,  1133 

Dublin,  Lord  Mayor  of,  Ixii  376 

East  India  Company,  Advances  to  the,  Ixiii  985, 
1020,  1021 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  3R.  Ixv 
1077 

Leasehold  Property,  Ixii  306 
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Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  K,— continued. 
Edacation— Singing  Classes,  Izv  18,  495,  588, 

589,  841 
Election  Committees — Witnesses,  Ixii  1117 
— — Compromfses,  Ixiil  217  ;  Com.  moved 
for,  284,  291,305,  307.  425,  426,  427,492, 
499;— Mr.  Walter,  Ixi?  708,  710,  714;— Re- 
port, 764  ;— Mr.  Cochrane,  775,  777.  780 ; 
—Secret  Committee,  1124,1127,  1130;  Ixv 
818 

-Petitions,  Trial  of,  Ixv  149, 150 


Electors'  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1592, 1593, 1595 
Ellenborough's,  Lord,  Salary,  Ix  1176 
Elliott.  Captain- Texas,  Ixiii  12,  686 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of.  Leave,  Ix  1396; 

Ixi  1117, 1118;  Rep.  1221 ;  cL  5, 1233, 1239 ; 

cL  6, 1241 ;  add.  cl.  1246,  1248 
Financial  Policy,  Ix  1268 
Statement,  Ix  147,  811 ;  Ixi  57,  422, 

483,  484, 485,  488,  489,  490 
Fish,  Duties  on,  Ixi  838 ;— Foreign,  Ixii  376 
Fisheries,  The,  Ix  639;  Ixv  19 
Flour,  Bonding,  Ixi  300 

Importation  of,  Ix  333,  728 

Food,  Prohibitory  Duties  on,  Ix  293 
German  Commercial  League,  Ixiv  790 
Gold  Coinage,  Depreciation  of  the,  Ixiv  227 
Great  Marlow  Election,  Ixii  375;— Mr.  Gib- 
bons, 1319, 1321 
Greenwich  Hospital  Schools,  Ixiv  837 
Import  Duties,  Change  in.  Ix  724 
Income-Tax,  Ixi  513 ';— Machinery,  595,  597  j 

—On  Pensions,  608 ;— Her  Majesty,  659  ;— 

Charitable  Funds,  838  ;— Com.  839, 901,923, 

928,  929, 940,  941,  942,  943,  947,  949,  995, 

1008.  1015,  1022,  1025,  1108,  1109,  1117, 

1118,  1123,  1174,  1218,1252,  1255,  1262, 

1263;    2nd  Resolution,  1270,  1271,   1279; 

3rd  Resolution,  1289, 1290 ;  Report,  Ixii  84, 

J35,  153, 154,  174, 291,  323, 324, 349,  364, 

366,  399, 450,  452,  453,  454 ;  IR.  640,  652  ; 

—Salaries  of  Judges  (Ireland),  819;  2R. 

1006, 1024, 1025  ;  Com.  1075 ;  el.   1,  1088 ; 

Schedule  A.,  1094,  1097 ;  Schedule  C,  1100 ; 

Schedule  D.,  1259, 1287  ;  Schedule  E.  1315  ; 

el.  4,  1383, 1386,  1387.  1388;  add.  cl.  1401 ; 

d.  96,  Ixiii  237, 238, 239 ;  add.  cl.  246. 247 ; 

^t^.add.cl.  311,  318 ;  3R.  986,  989,1040 
India,  Affiiirs  of,  1x1421  ; — Expense  of  the  War 

in,  Ixiv  348  ;  Ixv  400 
Ipswich  Election,  Ix  896,  898;— New  Writ  for, 

Ixiii  606, 844.  868 ;  Ixv  1173 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of,  Ixv  306 
Jerusalem,  Bishop  of,  Ixi  1115 
Judicial  Resignations  (Ireland  and  Scotland), 

Ix  283, 305, 307,  638 
Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of,  Com. 

moved  for,  Ixii  1158 
Limitation  of  Actions  (Ireland),  Rep.  Ixv  1213 
Manby,  Captain,  Ixiii  1054,  1055 
Manufacturers,  The  — The   Truck   System, 

Ixi  57 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ixi  298,  299 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  Iz  69,  900 ; 

3R.  1374 ;  Ixi  938 
Maynooth,  Grant  to,  Is^v  789 
Metropolitan  Improvements,  Ixv  896 
Mexico,  Blockade  of  the  Coast  of,  Ixiii  1426, 

1490 ;— and  Texas,  Ixv  964 
Mines  and  Collieries  Bill,  Lords'  Amends.  Ix? 

1099 
Municipal  Corporations,  Com.  Ixii  716 ; — Bill, 

Ixiv  1291 
NaUonal  Petit'on— The  Charter,  Ixiii  63,  76 
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Naval  Heroes,  Monuments  to,  Ixv  977  ; 

1191,1203 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  1118 

,  State  of  the,  Ixi  1057 

Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  tnr, 

Ixiii  1256 
Newfoundland  Bill,  Com.  Ixv  995 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii 

341,1443,1448;  Ixv  865 
Opium  seized  by  the  Chinese,  Compen 

for,  Ixi  789,  795,  936 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  576.  577 
Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  186 ;  Ixiii  886. 887.  85^i 
Petitioning,  Rightof,lxii  14,83,800,  211,  dUI^ 

303, 305,  478 
Petitions,  Committee  on,  Ix  127; — PreseDCa^ 

tion  of,  1 15 
Poland,  Ixiv  823 
Poor-law — Gilbert  Unions,  Com,   moved  Cm-, 

Ixi  827 ;— Amendment,  Ix  36;    Com.   Ixiv 

250,  592.  614  ;  Ixv  337 

(Scotland),  Ixiv  93 

Port  Wine  Duty,  Ixv  1093, 1094 

Portendic,  Losses  at,  Ixi  43 ;  Ixv  760, 761 

Privy  Council — Judidal  Committee,  Ix  102 

Provision  Riots  at  Ennis,  Ixiii  1493 

Public  Bills — Late  and  Present  MintsCen,  Ixr 

1268 

Business,  Ix  898,  899, 900 


Meetings,  Rigbt  to  hold,  Ixv  601,  1316; 

—Dr.  M*Douall,  916 

Quarantine,  Ixi  618 

Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  Ixiii  991  ; 
—Address,  1015 

-— ~—  Protection  of  her  Person,  Leave,  brr 
19, 28  ;  Com.  81, 84 

Railroads,  Leave,  Ix  175 ;  Rep.  Uii  1043, 1044  ; 
Com.  add.  d.  Ixiv  179 

■  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1422. 
1426 

Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  958,  961 

Registration  of  Electors,  Ix  247, 1178 

Voters  (Ireland),  Ixiv  94, 197 

Remonstrances  —  Public  Distress,  Ixt  I^S« 
1226, 1227 

Revenue  Commisskm,  Ixi  937  ;  Ixii  1072 

Rules  of  the  House,  Ixiii  512 

Salmon,  Foreign,  Ixii  4 

Silver  Standard,  Ixiv  789 

Slave  Trade  TiMttea.  Ix  145,  721  ;  Ixv  19  ;— 
with  Portugal,  Ixv  1177 

Smith,  Sir  Sydney,  Public  Hoooan  to,  Ixv  CSi, 
636 

South  Australia,  Report,  Ixiv  1068 

Southampton  Election  Committee— Mr.  Wrea. 
Ixii  1063,  1067,  1070;— His  petitioa,  hmt 
981,  984,  1588;— Mr.  Mab«m,  Ixii  1192. 
1325,  1330 ;— Personation  of  Eleclort,  Ixid 
1058 ;— Nf w  Writ  moved  for,  1076,  lOltf ; 
Ordered,  Ixv  894 

Spain,  Afiain  of— Cabrera,  Ix  444;— Recogni- 
tion of  the  Government,  Ix  805  ; — Invaaoft 
of,  Ixi  63,  66;— The  French  Ambaasador, 
515,519 

Stade  Duties,  The.  Ix  329 ;  Ixi  937 ;  lair  346 1 
Ixv  396,  397. 398 

Stnngere  in  the  Gallery,  Ix  1010 

Sugar  Daties,  Ixiii  1224 

Supply,  Ixiv  1307.  1368, 1369,  1971, 1972;— 
British  Mttseum,  Ixv  86,  87  ;->Oa<«i«  el 
I^rliament.  96  ;->Lord-Lieatrsant  of  IrclMd, 
612, 613, 614 ;— Civil  CoiiUii|eiidct,  849  ^ 
India  and  China,  860 
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Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H^^-^eonimued. 
Syria,  Iz  S99, 44^,635, 1269  j— .Arnaut  Troope 

in,  Ixii  816 ;— Omar  Pacha,  Ixiii  480,  481 : 

Iziv  751 
Tariff,  The,  Ixi  ]220,  1821 ;  Izii  892,  640;— 

Altentiom  id  the,  1408 
Taxes  id  Foreign  Countries,  ixi  518 
Temperance,  (Ireland),  Ixi  1115 
Texas,  Ix  103, 846 ;  Ixii  1127.  1128  ;^Block- 

ade  of,  Ixiv  787 
Timber  Dnties,  Ixi  1118 
Trade,  Coloaial^Custoros'  DuUea,  Com.  1x164 
Trnelc  System,  The— Fraada  of  Manufiurtureis, 

Ixii  858 
Tbrlcey-— Oimmercial  Treaty,  Ix  894 
"Warner,  Captain,  his  iDveotioD,  Ixiii  560 ;  Ixiv 

347 ;  Ixv  1045 
WitDesses,  Indemnity  of,  2R.  Ixiii  880 

PeoTy  Petition  by  a,  see  Belfati  Election 

Peerage  Pedigree  Evidence,  I.  IR.*  Ixiii  1118 ; 
2R.*  1466,  see  Perpetuating 

Pendarres,  Mr.  E.  W.  W.  {Comwalt) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  806 
Customs'  Acts—The  Tariff— Ores— Copper, 
Ixiii  760 

Penryn  and  Falmonth  Election  Petition,  c.  He- 
port,  Ixiii  5 ; — see  EUdion  Compromitei 

Pen$ioni,  Retiring,  see  Income-Tar — Naval 
Officen 

PentonvUle  Priion,  c  Leave,  Ixii  1176;  iR.* 
1 177 ;  2R.*  1373 ;  c.  Rep .♦  Ixiii  422  j  3R.» 
583;  /.  1R.*598;  2R.  883;  Com.  973; 
Rep.  ib. ;  3R.*  995  ;  Royal  Assen^  Ixiv 
172; — see  Supply 

Pereuttion  MMeti,  c.  Ixi  604 

Perpetuating,  Te$timony,  /.  IR.*  Ixiii  1118; 
2R*  1466  ;  Rep.*  1598  ;  Com.»  Ixiv  538  ; 
Rep.*  616 ;  3R.*  694  ;  c.  1R.*  1009  j  2R.* 
1289;  Rep.*lxv  124;  3R.*  175;  /.  Royal 
Assent,  871 

PeriofMUiOfi  of  Electort,  see  Southampton  Elec* 
tion 

Perth  Priton,  c.  1R.*  Ixiii  1423;  2R.*1529; 
Rep  ♦  1584 ;  3R.*  Ixiv  1095 ;./.  1R.*  1165 ; 
2R.*  1240;  Rep.*  \xr  1 ;  3R.*  99;  Royal 
Assent^  871 

Petition,  Printing  of  a,  see  Queenborough 

PMioning,  Right  of,  C.  (Mr.  T.  Dnncombe), 
liii  5,  [A.  136,  N.  167,  M.  31],  20,  76, 200 ; 
That  the  Petition  be  brought  up,  [A.  221, 
N.  222,  M.  1],  215;  (Mr.  Cowper)  296; 
Resolutions  (Lord  F.  Egertoo),  474;  1st 
Res.  [A.  268,  N.  46,  M.  222],  483 ;  7th 
Res.  484 ;— see  Charter^Income-Tax 

PetitionSf  Committee  on,  c.  Ix  126 

,  PretenUaUm  of,  c— Resolutioii  to  be 
rescinded,  Ix  105  [A.  50,  N.  237|  M.  167], 
120;— see  Com»Law9 

Petty  Seuioni,  e.  Leave,  Ixi  299 ;  IR.  605  • 
2K.  Ixiii  94 ; — Motion  negatived,  97 

Pid  Pier  and  Harbour,  c,  1R.*  Ixi  755 ;  2R.* 

Ixii  295 
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Pien,  see  Bumtitland — Deptford-^GranUm^^ 
Gravetend^Piel 

PilJdngton'i  {or  SwinnertonU)  Estate,  /.  IR.* 
Ixiii  195  ;  2R.*  321  ;  Rep.*  Ixiv  938 ;  3R.* 
939;  c.  IR.*  1095  ;  2R.*  1289;  Rep.*  Ixv 
492 ;  3R.*  568 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  871 

Philips,  Mr.  M.  {Manchester) 
Ashbarton,  Lord,  Ix  301 
Baokraptcy  Law  Amendment,  Rep.  Ixv  1082 ; 

fiL49, 1128, 1138;  r/. 58, 1141 ;  c/.75,]143; 

adtf.c/.  1180,  1182 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  130 ; 

2R.  Ixi  689 
Com-lmpoctation,  Com.  el.  9,  Ixi  1322 ;  3R. 

flMM.c/.  Ixii  71;  Ixv  1229 

Laws— Total  Repeal,  1x936,  952,  964 

Coroners— Wanricic  and  Lancaster,  Ixv  980 
County  Courts'  Bill,  Com.  Ixv  1186 

Customs'  Acts^The  TiLriff— Cheese,  Amend. 

Ixiii  747,  751 ;— Iron  Bars,  762 ;— Cottons, 

1389, 1395 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1 189 ;— Re-assem- 
bling of  Parliament,  Ixv  446,  (Mr.  Gibson's 

Motion),  558 
Drainage,  Ix  908 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  290, 366 
Manufiscturers,  The— The  Truck  System,  Ixi 

66 
Mines  and  Collieries  Bill— Lords  Amend.  Ixv 

1101 
Opium  Seised  by  the  Chinese,  Compensation 

for,  Ixi  785 
Poor-Lsir  Amendment,  Com.  Ixiv  266 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  cL  Ixiii  1098 

Meetings,  Right  to  bold,  Ixv  605,  1315 

Railimys,  Com.  add.  cl.  Ixiv  180,  181 
Severn  Navigation,  Rep.  Ixi  931 
Supply—India  and  China,  Ixv  859,  860 
Truck  System,  The— Frauds  of  Manufacturers, 

Ixii  853 

Phfticians  and  Surgeons,  Colleges  of,  c.  Ixiv  981 
Placard  Issued  at  MancheUer,  c.  Ixiii  1154 
Plea  of  Not  GuiUy,  L  Ixiii  1515 

Plumptre,  Mr.  J.  P.  {Kent) 
Church  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  Ixiii  102 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Fruit,  Ixiii  733 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

294 
Marriage-Law,  Leave,  Ixi  298 
Railways,  Com.  add.  cl.  Ixiv  183, 186 
Supply— Education  ^Ireland),  Ixv  207,  821  ;— 

Maynooth,  379 
Truck  System,  The— Frauds  of  Manufacturers, 

Ixii  855 

Plumridge,  Captain  J.  H.  {Falmouth) 
Cbiltem  Hundreds,  Refusal  of,  Ixv  1111 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  380 
Dover,  Harbour  of  Refuge  at,  Ixiv  1 133 
Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  818,  224;  Com. 

moved  for,  231 ;  Ixv  817 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Schedule  £.  Ixii  1315 
Naval  Heroes,  Monumenta  to,  Ixv  1120 
Navy,  State  of  the,  Ixi  1070 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  967, 979 
Supply— India  and  China,  Ixv  859 
Warner,  Captain,  his  Invention,  Ixv  1049 

3  D 
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Foland,  c.  Ixiv  800 

Police,  see  Dq^tford— Manchester — Rtiral 

—  Rewards  {Ireland),  c.  Ixv  344 
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Foor-Lauo  Chaplains  (Ireland),  U  626 

■  Commisuoners  {Ireland),  I.  Iziii  o^j  ? 
{Scotland),  e.  IxIt  92 


Polhill,  Captain  F.  (Bedford) 

Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii 
1537 

Coroners,  Power  of,  Leave,  Uii  491 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  Iziii 
1648,  1649 

Election  Compromises  Committee— Mr.  Wal- 
ter, Ixiv  719 

Manslaughter,  2R.  Ixiii  1387 

Mutiny— Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Ixii  637 

Poor- Law  Commission,  Com.  Ixiv  605 

PollingtOD,  Viscount  (Pontefract) 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 
492,  496  ;— Mr.  Cochrane,  Ixiv  779 

Pollock,  Sir  F.  see  Attorney-General,  The 

Ponsonby,  Hon.  C.  F.  A.  C.  (PooU) 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  385 

Poor-Law,  c.  Ix  100,  295,  725 

• Amendment  c.  Ixiii  415  ;  Leave,  427  : 

IR.*  454,  1153,1586;  2R.*  Ixiv  94,  TA. 
260,  N.  61,  M.  199T,  168  ;  Com.  233,  TA. 
219,  N.48,  M.  17?],  257;  Adjourn.  269, 
CA.  18,  N.  225,  M.  207;],  271  ;— Mr.  Law- 
son's  Instructions,  551 ;— Amend.  (Mr.  T. 
S.  Duncombe),  558 ;  Adjourn.  [A.  29,  N. 
297,  M.  268],  614;  Adj.  Debate,  643, 
[o.  g.  A.  156,  N.  37,  M.  119],  651 ;  cl,  1, 
652 ;  Amend.  [A.  74,  N.  206,  M.  132], 
683;  cl.  2,685,  [A.  228,  N.  45,  M.  1831, 
691 ;  Ixv  28;  cl.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  S.  Craw- 
ford), 41,  [o.  g.  A.  164,  N.  92,  M.  721,  74  : 
Ir.p.  A.  16,  N.  178,  M.  162],  77;  That 
the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  [A.  146, 
N.  26,  M.  120],  78  ;  323,  Amend.  (Mr.  W. 
S.  Crawford)  [A.  11,  N.  113,  M.  102],  327 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Fielden)  [p.  g.  A.  125,  N.  8, 
M.  117],  333 ;  cl,  2,  334,  [A.  59,  N.  9, 
M.  501,  338;  cL  3,  339;  cl.  4  to  22  post- 
poned, ib.;  cL  23,  [A.  84,  N.  8,  M.  76],  ib. : 
add,  c/.  (Mr.  Darby)  [A.  42,  N.  91,  M.  491. 
340 ;  Rep.  355 ;  add,  cl.  (Mr.  Estcott). 
356,  [A.  55,  N.  90,  M.  35],  377,  494 ;  3R. 
496,  TA.  103,  N.  30,  M.  73],  511  ;  ««.  cL 
(Sir  T.  D.  Acland),  512;  That  the  Bill  do 
pajs,  [A.  83,  N.  5,  M.  78],  517;  /.  1R.» 
568;  2R.  619;  Com.  728;  3R.*  834; 
Royal  Assent,  871  ;— see  AntLPoor^Lau}^ 
Child  Murders^  Dean  Forest — Eastbourne-^ 
Liverpool— Medical  Officers  —  Parochial  A»m 
sessment 


'  Commissioners,  L  Ix  977 

,  Gilbert  Unions,  Com.  moved  for, 

807,  [A.  41,   N.  108.  M.  67],  832, 1084  ; 
Returns  moved  for,  Izii  493 

lUtuming  Officers,  c.  Ix  1092 

Retumt^Use  of  Machmery,  l,  |xi 


413,  723 


Port  Natal^The  Boers,  c.  Ixiii  1167 

Wine  Duties,  c.  Ixv  1092 

Portendic,   Losses  at,  c.  Ixi  43  ;^Cluims   mm 
France,  Ixv  758 

Portman,  Lord 
Corn  ImporUtion,  Com.  Ixii  757 
Queen,  Attempt  to  assassinate  the,  Addnv. 
Ixiii  997 

Portugal,  British  Claimants  on,  c.  Ldii  13  ;  — 
Treaties  with,  L  Ixv  935  ;  c.  1177  ;  I.  1 178 ; 
— ^see  Slave  Trade  Suppression 

Portuguese  Legion,  c.  Ixi  598 ;  Ixv  636 
Post  Office,  c,  Ixii  1228 
Potatoes,  see  Customs'  Acts 

Powell,  Mr.  C.  {Cardiganshire) 
Corn-Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  821 
Flaoaghan,  .fames.  Death  of,  Ixi  1077 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  Ix  334 
King^lere  Inclosure,  3R.  Ixii  878 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland),  Ix  144. 
Railroads  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  fer«  Ix 
Temperance  (Ireland),  Ixi  1115 

Preparation  of  Excheguer  Bills,  see 
Bills'  Preparation 

Presbyterian  Marriages,  see  Marriage 

Preserving  Evidence  on  Pedigrees,  see  Peera^ 

Preston  Railway,  see  Bolton 

Primrose  HiU,  c,  IR.*  Ixiii  686 ;  2R.»  Ixiv  90  - 
Rep.*  860;  3R.»  1095 ;  /.  1R»  1165;  sk* 
Ixv  395  ;  Rep.*  728,  Com.*  834  ;  Rm  • 
889 ;  3R.*  934  ;  Royal  Assent,  1061 

Prince  Edward's  Island,  see  Supply 

Printing  Committee,  c.  Ix  128 

Prtsofi  Discipline,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1271 ; 
Ixi  660  ;— see  Flcgging^Salford  Gaol 

,  Model,  see  Penionville — Suppfy 

Prisons,  e.  IR.*  Ixiv  700;  2R.*  860;  Co« 
1170;  Rep.*  Ixv  322  ;  3R.*  343  :  L  iR.* 
395  ;  2R,*  487  ;   0)m.*   568 ;  3R.*  834 . 
Royal  Assent,  1214  ;— csee  Distnci- 
hurst^PentonvUle— Perth— QueemU 

Private  Bills,  c,  Ix  328 

Privilege,  tee  Belfast  Election^ 
Maynooth 

Privy  CoundU^udidal  Cammittet,  c  Ix  lot 

Prise  Money,  Distribution  of,  for  Slaue^f 
/.Ixiii  1599;  c.  1639 

Prohibitory  Duties  on  Food,  c.  Ix  293 
Property-Tar,  see  LKome^Tax 
Prorogatum  of  Parliament,  L  Ixr  1301 ;  c  1319 
Prosecutions  for  Bribery,  we  JBhftcrv 
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JProtection  to  WUnesta  {Scotland),  see  fFit- 
9,  Protection  to 

to  Her  MajeUy,  see  Queen^  Protect 


twn  to 

JProtestt  (Coro.Law8%  Ixii  637, 995 ;  \xw  1026  ; 
(Income-Tax),  Ixiv  341,  343  ;---(Cu8tom8' 
Acts— The  Tariff),  Ixiv  978, 1168 

Protheroe,  Mr.  E.  {Halifax) 

Belfiist  ElecUoD  CommUtee,  Iziy  434 
Birmingham  School  Estate  Bill,  2R.  Ixv  632 
Com-Lairs— Total  Repeal,  Ix  1034 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  Ixiii 

1660 
iDcome-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1008 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1363;  311. 

Ixiv  936 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  947 
Supply — Biickin(;ham  Palace,  Ixv  88 ;  —  Re- 
cords, 18ii  ', — Education,  187 

Provisiott  Riott  at  Ermit,  c.  Ixiii  1493 

Trovisiont  in  Bondf  c.  Ixv  493 

Public  BilU — Late  and  Pretent  Ministert,  c.  Ixv 
1230 

■         Buiidingi,  tee  Supply 

Btistnot,  c   Ix  898,  971 ;  Ixv  979 ;— see 

Bustnesf  of  the  Home 

Diilresi,  see  Dittreu — lUmomtrancet 

—  Education^  see  Edicition 

'—'  Honourt — Naval  Heroes,  c,  Ixv  634,  977 ; 
— l{«so/ai<ioa«,  1191 

HouieSf  c.  iR.*  Ixi  658  ;  2R.  postponed, 

1403  ;  2R.  Ixii  893  ;  c.  Re-com.  Ixiii  110; 
cL  5,  1087 ;  add.  cl,  (Mr.  B.  Wood),  1090, 
[A.  23,  N.  59,  M.  36],  1094 ;  add,  cL 
(Mr.  Pakinglon),  1095,  [A.  7.  N.  110,  M. 
103 J,  1102  ;  add.  d.  (Aid.  Thompson),  1103, 
[A.  27,  N.  69,  M.  421,  1104;  Rep.*  1152  , 
3R.*  1584;  /.  1R.»  Ixiv  1  ;  2R.*  271; 
Com.*  538 ;  3R.*  616  ;  Royal  Assent,  858 

«-^  ImtitutionSf  Admiukn  to,  c,  Ix  1 24 

-^-  MeelingM  Right  to  hold,  e.  Ixv  589  [o,  q, 
A.  116,  N.  32,  M.  84],  605  ;—Br^por«, 
1306 ;— see  Deptford 

WorkM,  c.  1R.»  Ixi  511  ;  2R.»  584 ;  Rep.* 

1027;  3R.*  1109;  /.  iR.*  Ixii  1  ;  2R.* 
501 ;  Rep.*  572  ;  3R«*  717 ;  Royal  Assent, 
985 

^       ■         ,  Canada,  see  Canada 

Punishment  of  Death,  see  Death 

Posey,  Mr.  P.  {Berkshire) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff-CaUle,  Ixiii  689, 
691.  714 

Quarantine,  c.  bd  608 

Quarter  Seuions,  see  Jurisdiction — Magistracy 

Quebec,  Bishop  of,  c.  Ixiii  999,  1239; — see  Ca- 
nada 


Queens's  Speech,  Meeting  of  Parliament,  Ix 
1  ; — Prorogation  of  Parliament,  Ixv  1301 

Queen,  Attempt  to  Aisassmale  the,  I.  Ixiii  977;  c. 
993;  /.  Address,  995;  c.  1014;  /.  1056  ; 
c.  Answer  to  Address,  ih.;  /.  1118;  Ixiv 
938 

•,  Protection  to  her  Person,  c,  Leave,  Ixv 


19;  1R.*  28;  2R.«  ib,;  Com.  80;  3R.* 
t6. ;  That  the  bill  do  pass,  99;  /.  1R.* 
101  ;  2R.  166;  Com.  171  ;  Rep.  ib.;  3R. 
ib  ;  c.  Lord's  Amend.  184 ;  /.  Royal  As- 
sent, 222 

Queen's  Counsel,  c.  Ixii  1062 

Letter,  l.  Ixiii  685,  765,  1238,  1313  ; 

r.  1386  /.  (Ireland),  Ixiv  1 

Prison,  c.   1 R.*   Iv  802  ;  2R.   1091  ; 


Rep.*  500;  3R.*  930 ;  /.  1R.*  1026;  2R. 
Ixii  997 ;  Com.  501 ;  Rep.*  bciii  1  j  3R.» 
195 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Qjueenborough  Corporation,  c.  Report,  Ix  802, 
881 

Radnor,  Earl  of 
Borough    Magistrates,    Appointment  of,    Ixii 

1244,  1248 
Com-la«rs— The  Averages,  Ix  436,  439,  440 ; 

—Public  Distress,  Ixiii  1599;— Repeal  of, 

Ixv  1009, 1023 ;— Protest,  1026 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Com.  xliv  1091 ; 

3R.1168 
Distress,  National,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  1280, 

1282 
Fruit— The  Tariff,  Ixii  720  ;— Foreign,  1249 
locome-Tax,  Com-  Ixiii  1513;  3R.  Ixiv  2,  3, 

86,  87  ;  Adj.  88,  89 
Mines  and  Collieries,  2R.  Ixv  113;  Relcom. 

584 
National  Distress,  Ixiii  1136,  1138;  Ixv  224, 

225.  487, 489 
Poor-law  Commissioners,  Ix  982 
Queen's  Lettei^-Distress,  Ixiii  1314 
Railways*  Bill,  Com.  Ixv  100 

Rae,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  {Buteshire) 
Hope,  Lord  President,  Ix  445 
Judicial  Resignations  (Ireland  and  Scotland), 

1x276 
Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  191 
Severn  Navigation,  Rep.  Ixi  933 

Railway  DravelUng,  I,  Ixiii  599,  675 ;  c.  738 ; 
/.  977,  1013 

s,  c.   Leave,  Ix  165;  iR.*  200;  2R. 

1179;  Com.*  Ixi  299;  Rep.*  Ixii  1043; 
Com.  cl,  11, 1044,  [A.  103,  N.  104,  M.  1], 
ib. ;  cl,  16, 1047  ;  add.  cl.  1048;  add.  cl.  (Mr. 
H.  Hinde)  Ixiv  173,  [A.  5,  N.  107,  M.  1021, 
174  ;  add,  cl  (Mr.  R.  Palmer),  ib. ;  add,  ci. 
(Mr.  S.  O'Brien),  175,  [69,  N.  92,  M.  23 J, 
182;  add,  cl.  (Mr.  Plumptre),  183,  [[A.  8, 
N.  105,  M.  971,  187;  add.  cl.  (I>ord  R. 
Grosvenor),  ib.,  [A.  40,  N.  41,  M.  1],  193  ; 
add.  cl.  (Mr.  Gladstone),  194  ;  Rep.*  196  ; 
3R.*  344 ;  Bill  passed,  550;  /.  iR.*  616; 
2R.*  1165  ;  Com.  add  cl.  (Lord  Campbell), 
Ixv  99,  [CoDtenu,  31,  Not-Cootents  35,  M. 
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Railways — continued, 

4],  100;  Rep.*  166;  3R.*  224;  c.  Lord's 
Amends,  agreed  to,  343;  L  Royal  Assent, 
871  ;-*see  Belfast — Birmingham — Brandling 
Bristol  —  Bolton  —  Dundee  —  Edinburgh  — 
Glatgow — Greenwich — Great  North  of  Eng- 
land— Liverpool — London — Midland — North- 
em  Vfuon  —  Saundertfoot  —  Sheffield,  South 
Eaitem — Stockton^Tax — Thomei  Haven — 
Warvnckr^  Yarmouth 

{Ireland),  c.  Ix    144    244;    Com. 


moved  for,  1400 

Rasbleigh,  Mr.  W.  {Eatt  Cornwall) 
Poor-Law  Amendment  Bill,  3R.  Ixv  502 

Rawdon,  ColonelJ.  D.  (Armagh) 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  177 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  1x443,  900; 

Leave,  1009 
Mutiny— Flogging  in  tbe  Army,  3R.lxii  53] 

Beading  Cemetery,  c,  1 R.*  Ixi  217  ;  2R.*  584 ; 
Rep.*  Ixi V  422;  3R,*  700;  /.  iR.*  780; 
2R.*  1088;  Rep.*  Ixv  224;  3R.*  316; 
Royal  Assent,  871 

'  Election  c.  Ixiii    271 — see    Election 

Conqfromises 

Recordtf  Public,  see  Siqrply 
Redbum  Bridge  Bjoad,  see  Glasgow 

Redesdale,  Lord 
Appeal,  Court  of,  2R.  Ixii  181 
Births,  Registration  of,  Ix  442 
Borough  Magistrates  (Sunderland),  Ixiii  204 
Hops,  Duty  on,  Ixiii  459 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixiii  1513; — Income-Tax, 

3R.  Ixiv  89 
Mines  and  Collieries  Bill,  3R.  Ixv  891  892, 893 

Redington,  Mr.  T.  N.  {Dundalk) 

Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii 
1541 

Business,  Public,  Ixii  1176 

Com-Lawt — Mr.  Wodehouse*s  Amend.  Ix  1205 

Dublin  Royal  Society,  Ixi  604 

Electors  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1595 

Railroads  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1415 

Rivers  (Ireland),  Rep.  Ixiv  430 ;  Com.  oL  10, 
431 

Southampton  Election  Committee; — ^Mr.  Wren, 
Ixii  1056,  1058,  1059;-.His  Petition,  Ixiii 
981,  1061;— Mr.  Fleming,  1118,  1120;— 
Mr.  Mabson,  1178,  1180, 1181,  1186,  1859, 
1344, 1357 ;— Report,  Iziit  205 ;— New  Writ 
moved  for,  1086 

Spirits  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii  598 

Sudbury  Disfranchisement  of.  Leave,  Ixiii  343; 
2R.  1105,  1106;— Rep.  Ixiv  429;  3R.add. 
el.  1012 

■  Election,  Rep.  Ixii  473 

Reform  in  the  Bepresentatum,  c.  Ixii  207,  [A.  67, 
N.  226,  M.  159],  982 

Refusal  of  the  ChUtem  Hundreds,  c.  Uv  1102 

Megistralion  iif  Births,  /.  Ix  441 


Registration  of  Elector$,c.  Ix  247,  11 T8  ;    c, 
Ixiv  197— Leave,  Ixv  1295;  IR.  1390 — sec 

Supply 

■ ilrdmd),  c  Ixiv  M, 


197 
Regulation  of  Buildings,  see  Buildimg^ 

Reid,  Sir  J.  R.  (Dover) 
Income-Tax,  Com.  1150, 1152 

Remomtrances — Public  1Xtress,c.  Ixv  1223 

Rennie,  Mr.  G.  (Ijtswich) 
Com — Quantity  of.  Produced,  Ix  1376 
Ipswich  Election  Committee,  bdi  82(1 

Revenue  Commission  c.  Ixi  759,  937 ;  Ixii  tCT* 

Ribbonism  in  Ireland,  c.  Ixv  896; — Annagk 
Assizes — Correspondence  moved  for,  lOo^, 
[A.  21,  N.  72,  M.  48],  1073 

Ricardo,  Mr.  J.  L.  {Stoke-vpon-TraU) 
Distress — Re-assembling  of  Purlianient,  Ixt4JI 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of.  Leave,  Iz  ISM 
Income-Tax,   Ixi    659;    Com.    SdiedaJe   C. 

Amend.  Ixii  HOI,  1105 
Riots  in  the  Staffi>rd8hire  Collieriee*  Ixv  2S2 


Rice,  Mr.  £.  R.  (Dbeer) 
Ccals,  Export  Duty  on,  lui  639 
Com  Laws—Total  Repeal,  Ix  777 
Dover,  Harbour  of  Refuge  at,  Ixiv  1 131 
Inoome-Tax,  Com.  2nd  Ret.  Ixt  1270,  1971 . 

IR.  Ixii  675 
Pbor-Law  Amendment,  Com.  cLl,  Ixiv 


RichmoDd,  Doke  of 
Admiialty.  The  kte,  Ixi  132, 13ft 
Church  of  Scotland,  Ixiv  546 
Cora-lAws,  Ix  974 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tarifl^  2IL  Ixiv  963 
Income^Tax,  Ixiii  685 ;  3R.  Ixiv  293 
Jurisdiction  of  Josticet,  2R.  IxiU  976 
Liverpool  Improvement,  3R.  cL  247* 

Ixiv  1088;  c/.  248, 1069 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Ixiv  696, 699 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixiv  1167 
National  Distresa,  Ond.  moved  for.  fariii  i  138 
Newgate  Regulatioos— Sympathy  with  Crimft* 

nals,  Ixiii  1011 
Pentonville  Prison,  2R.  Ixiii  884 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Aseatsinate  tke,  Ixiv  93B 

's  Letter,  The,  Ixiii  775 
Tsriff,  The-Cattle,  IxiU  596,  599,  677.  Ml, 

683,684 

RioUinthe  Stajfordthirt  Cottimes,  C  Ixv  222; 
—see  Provisum  Riots 

Ripon,  Eari  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  " 
Bonded  Com  BiU  (No.  2),  8R.  Ixv 
Cape  Ot  Good  Hope,  Ixiv  275 
Com  Importation,  2R.lxli  572, 627,635  ; 

721,  727,  752,885;  ei.  12,cl.l3. 

17, 898d--Tabl«of  D«tiea,899,90l ;— Nem* 

ber  ei  Towns,  902 ;  3R.  961,  991,  993.^ 
Uws,  Ix  435,436,  438,  440,  97ft»-ftc* 

peal  of,  Ixv  1021 
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Ripon,  Earl  oi—amHrniedm 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  2R.  Iziv  939, 967; 

908,  971,972,976;  Com.  1089;  dR.  1168, 

Izv7d0 
Distress,  National,  Com.  moved  for,  Izr  1860 
Income-Tax,  Izi  749,  753  ;.- Exemption  of  Fo- 

reignen,  Iziii  464 ;   3R.  zliv  3,  83,  336  ;— 

July  Dividends,  939 
Law  of  Merchant  and  Factor,  3R.  zlii  996 
Newfoundland,  8R.  Ixv  ll78-r-Tbat  the  Bill 

do  pass,  1 197 
Queen's  Letter.  The,  Ixiii  686, 766, 773, 1315 
Railway  Travelling,  Ixlii  675 
Railways  Bill,  Com.  Ixv  99 
Slave  Trade — Lord  Brougham's  Motion,  Ixv 

952 
Spirit  Duties  (Ireland),  Com.  Ixii  464 ;  3R. 

987 
Tariff.  The— Catde,  Ixiii  678, 684 
Timber,  Duties  on,  Ixi  837 

Rhen  (Irtland)  e.  \K*\}x  1375;  2R.*  Ixi 
136;  Rep.*  511,  930;  Com.  Ixiv  430;  cL 
10,  [A.  33,  N.  4,  M.  29],  431 ;  Rep.*  1009 ; 
3R.  Ixf  79  ;  /.  IR.*  99  ;  2R.*  619  ;  Rep.* 
834,  889, 1008;  3R.*  1061  ;  Royal  Assent, 
1214;— see  Lagan — Navigaiionf  Shannon 


Roads,  see  Aherdumkirt^ArgyU — Athby — BeU 
fait  —  Blackburn  -^  BletcMey  —  BoUon  — 
Bromyard — BunUiiland^^Cambusiang — Car^ 
low  —  Chvrch  Slretion  —  Dundalk  —  Ferry- 
bridge —  GlaMMOw — HaddingtonMhire — Hinek^ 
ley —  HolyweS —  InckheUy^KmgUm — Kirk' 
iniUloeh — Leed$ — Leiceiter — Lineoln^Maid' 
stone  —  Market'Harborough  —  Metropolitan 
— Kew  Crou  —  Slug  —  Stirlingshire^  Stour' 
bridge  —  Siarey  —  Tadauter  —  IVinipite— 
Wreshwn 

Boasted  Malt,  see  Malt 

Roche,  Mr.  £.  B.  {Cork  Co,) 
Customs'  Act»— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  395 ;— Cattle, 
610,  615, 616 

Roche,  Sir  D.  (limerick) 
Com*Laws,  Ix  329;— Mr.  Christopher's  Amend. 
1x1168  ;—Mr.  Wodehouse's  Amend.  Ix  1204 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland),  Ix  800 

Rochester  Roads,  dee  Maidstone 

Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.  {Bath) 

Belfast  Election— Privilege,  Ix  535, 536 

Bonded  Com  Bill  (No.  2),  2R.  Ixv  350 

Bribery  at  Elections,  IR.  Ixiii  597;  2R.  609; 
Com.  c/.  14;  Ixv  709;  cl.  26,  720;— Disco- 
very of.  Leave,  Ixiii  1279 

Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  1)12,  1114, 1115,  1116 

Cheltenham  Magistrates,  Ixv  243 

Colonial  Customs  Duties,  Com.  Ixii  550,  557, 
559.565 

Com-Uwa— Mtnisterial  Plan,  Ix  565 ;— Total 
Repeal,  772 

Custonu'  Acts— The  Tariff— Timber,  Amend. 
Ixiii  1280 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1232 

Ecclesiastical  Corporationt  Leaiiiig,  Com.  d*  1, 
Ixiii  589 

Election  CommittMf— Wltnettef,  Uil  1118 


Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  Atr^eontinued* 

Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  209, 211, 218, 813, 
214,  215,  216,  217;  Com.  moved  for,  218, 
232, 233, 271, 279,  299,  304,  305,  425,  427, 
482,  483, 493,  500,  509  ;— Mr.  Walter,  Ixiv 
635,  702, 703 ;— Exclusion  of  Members  from 
the  Committee,  638,  642 ;— Mr.  Cochrane, 
719,  771,  773*  774,  1015;  Rep.  755,  756, 
757,  769;— Secret  Committees,  1119,  1126, 
1128;  Rep.  Ixv  767»  827,  832,  833 

Emigration,  Leave,  Ix  88 

Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1165, 1184,  1186;  IR. 
Ixii  694 ;  Com.  Schedule  A,  1090,  1093 ; 
Schedule  B,  1098;  Schedule  D,  1258; 
Amend.  1259, 1278,  1289,  1306 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  607, 846 

Judicial  Resignations  (Scotland),  Ix  304, 447 

Merchant  and  Factor,  Law  of.  Com.  Ixiii  597 

Municipal  Corporations,  Ix  298 

National  Petition— The  Charter,  ixiii  52 

Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii 
334,342,1431.  1439 

Pentonville  Prison,  3R.  Ixiii  584 

Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  481 

Petitions,  Committee  on,  Ix  127 
-  Presentation  of,  Ix  1 1 1 

Poor-Law,  Com.  Ixiv  582,  586 

Public  Houses,  Com,  add,  cl.  Ixiii  1096, 1098 

Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  970,  975, 
981 

Rnles  of  the  House,  Ix  333 

Southampton  ElecUon  Committee— Mr.  Fle- 
ming, Ixii  1123;— Mr.  Mabson,  1200 

Sugar  Duties,  Amend.  Ixiii  1162,  1175, 1216 

Supply — ^Transportation,  Ixv  94 

Witnesses,  Indemnity  of,  2R.  ixiii  880, 881 ;  3R. 
1450,1454 

RoUeston,  Colonel  L.  {Nottpmhamshire) 
Nottingham,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  1447 

Roman  Catholic  Worship  (India),  c.  Ixii  1129; 
I  Ixiii  330;— see  CjUholia 

Rotebery,  Eari  of 
Com  Importation,  Com.  Ixii  753 

Rou  and  Cromarty  Court  Bouses,  c.  1 R.*  Ixi 
837 ;  c.  2R.*  Ixii  76 ;  Rep.*  ixiii  884  ;  3R.* 
1316;  /.  IR.*  1312;  /.  2R.*  Ixiv  781; 
Rep.*  1088;  3R.*  1165;  Royal  Assent, 
1240 

Roue\  Countess  of,  Estate,  see  Lorton,  Lord 

Rounu^s  NatunUzation,  I  iR.*  ixiii  675,  963 ; 
2R,*  1142;  Rep.*  1236;  3R.*  1313;  c. 
IR.*  1423;  2R.*  1529;  Rep.*  Ixiv  635; 
8R.*  700 ;  L  Royal  Afseot,  780 

Rous,  Hon.  Captain  H.  J.  (JVextnumter) 
Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  ix  464 
Elton,  Mr.,  bis  case,  Ixi  192 
Navy  Estimates,  Isi  81 
Public  Houses,  2R.  postponed,  Ixi  1403;  Re- 

com.  Ixiii  110,  111  ;  cL  5,  1088;  add.  cL 

1090, 1097,  U04 

Royal  Exchio^e  Jvenua,  wee  London  Bridge 
Approaches 

RtM^crvTi  EstaU,  I.  iR.*  Iziti  763 ;  2R.*  963 

Rules  of  the  Honse,  c.  Ul  333 ;  Ixiii  512 
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Runcorn,    Frodthamy    and    Northwich    SmaU 
Debts,  c.  1R»  Ixi4l9 

Rundle,  Mr.  J.  (Tavistock) 
Income-Tftx,  IR.  Ixii  709 ;  Com.  eL  96,  Ixiii 
239 

Rural  Police,  c.  Ixi  512, 1078 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel  R.  {Suffolk) 
Bonded  Corn  (No.  2),  2R.  Ix?  347 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  601,  843, 
861  ' 

Maynooth  College— Privilege,  Ixiii  351 
Sudbury  Disfruichisement,  2R.  Ixiii  1106 

Russell,  Mr.  C.  (£e<u2tiig) 
Election  Compromises,  Ixiii  211 ;  Ixv 
Railways,  Leave,  Ix  172;    Com.  cL  11,  Ixii 
1045 ;  add.  el.  1048 ;  Ixiv  175, 176, 181 


Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.  {London) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  808 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Ix  54 
Affgbanistan,  War  in,  Ixiv  461,  534 
Albert,  Prince,  Address  to,  Ix  75 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  165,  176 

in  India,  Ixi  758,  759 

Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  401,  409 

Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii 
1541 

Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  127, 134, 150,  180 
Brazil,  Commercial  Treaty  with,  Ixiv  1171 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Discovery  of.  Leave.  Ixiii 
1260,  1273, 1274, 1491 

• ,  Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  827,  832 

Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  948 
Business,  Public,  Ixii  1175,  1176,  1255 
CanUM),  Ransom  of— Revenue,  Ixi  1348 :  Ixii  5 
Church  of  Scotiand,  Ixiv  91 

Rates,  Leave,  Ixiii  1630 

Colonial  Customs  Duties,  Com.  Ixii  560,  563 

I^nds,  Sale  of.  Leave,  Ix  85 

Commercial  Relations  with  France,  Ixiii  1020 
Copyright,  Com.  Ixi  1 1 16 ;  Re-com.  el.  3, 1396 
Corn  Averages— Additional  Towns,  Ixi  44 
~J"PO'tolion,  2R.  Ixi  304,  381,943;  3R. 

,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  Ixiv  1159 

^°I2:^«'?i  ^*  ^*»  ^^ ;— Ministerial  Plan,  219, 
223,  234;  Amend.  335,  351,  355,  625;— 
Total  Repeal,  967;  — Mr.  Christopher's 
Amend.  1121  '^ 

,  Repeal  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv 

1346 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  407,  648  ;— 
Cattie,  616,  651,  703,  714;— Fish,  730;— 
Fruit,  733 ;— Butter,  740,  743  {-Oils,  896 : 
—Coals,  1491,  1679 ;  That  the  Bill  do  pass 
Ixiv  734,  738  ^^' 

Debate,  Rules  of,  Ixii  219 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  901 

East-India  Company,  Advances  to  the,  Ixiii  985 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for.  Ixiii 
m  425,  427,  493,  504,.-Committeei-Mr. 
Walter,  Ixiv  71 1,  714  ;-Report,  763 ;— Mr. 
Cochrane,  778 

Electors  Removal,  2R.  Ixiii  1590, 1592 

Exchequer  Bill  Fraud,  Ix  295,  1005 ;  Ixi  302. 

513,514,  1117;  Rep.  d:  1240;  add.  el.  1246 

"incial  Statement— Import  Duties.  Ix  811  • 

«8, 477, 484, 488, 9te  '  ' 


I  Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.— ^^TmrTO- 

Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  839,  896,  941,   lOW. 

JS25'  ^S^7'  ^"7'  "^«  2nd  Resilutioo; 
}^^i\  3rd  Resolution,  1289;  Rep.  Ameiwl. 
l^S'  5!^  ^^5-  *7*'  288,  366. 461.  452.  453  5 
IR.  640  ;  Com.  Schedule  D,  1304:  3R.  Ixul 
992  — *« 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  605,  844 
Judicial  Resignations,  Ix  265,  288 
Jurisdiction  of  Justices  Act  Amendment.  IR. 
Ixiv  753  ^ 

Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  ot  Com. 
moved  for.  Ixii  1 156  ^  ^^ 

Manufiicturers,  The— The  Truck  System.  Ixi  54 
Marriages  (Ireland),  Ixi  937 
Natal,  Port— The  Boers,  Ixii  1170, 1171 
National  Petition— The  Charter,  Ixiii  70 

^Wr48V,T258"^^"*'  '**"'  Writ  moved  for. 

Opium  seiwd  by  the  Chinese,  Compensatioa 
for,  1x1  793 

Physicians  and  Surgeons,  Colleges  of,  Ixiv  981 
Poor-Law  Amendment,  Ixiii  443,  1586:  2R. 

Ixiv  153  ;  Com.  570 ;  Ixv  35, 36  ' 

Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1316 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  Ixiii  994  • 

—Address,  1017  ' 

,  Protection  of  her  Person,  Leave,  \xw  9S 

Queenborough  Corporation,  Ix  882 
Railroads  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for.lx  Ittt 
RailwayB,  Report,  Ixii  1043,  1044 
Registration  of  Voters  (Ireland),  Ixiv  94, 197 
Southampton  Election  Committer— Mr.  Wiva 
^j^g^^^l  — P««ooation  of^EIectow,  Izili 

Spain,  Invasion'of,  Ixi  64 

Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Ireland),  Ix  215 

Sugar  Duties.  Ixiii  1211, 1231 

Supply,  Ixiv  1368 

Tariff,  The,  Ixi  1221 

Trade,  Colonial — Customs  Duties,  Ix  162 

Rutherfurd,  Mr.  A.  (Leith) 
Chureh  Patronage  (Scotiand  ),2R.  Ixiii  107 
Supreme  Court  (Scotland),  Leave,  Ixii  1225 

Sailors,  CathoUc^  see  Catholic 

St.  Ast^h  and  Bangor  CatkeA^,  e.  JR.*  Ixw 
79;  2R.»124 


-————-——;  Preferment,  c.  1R.»  Ixw 
588;  2R.»  671;  Com.»  757;  Rep.*  8S5  z 
3R.»  871 ;  L  1R.»  889;  2R.»  934;  Com  • 
1008;  Rep.»  1061;  3R.»  1112 :  Royal  As. 
sent,  1300  ^ 

St.Amtd  Market,  e.  1R.»  Ix  881 ;  2R.»  Ixi  41 

7~T: ^^-  2),  c.  1R.»  837;  2IL» 

1027;  Rep.»  Ixii  869;  3R,»  903;  /.  1R,» 
895;  2p  1050;  Rep.  •UlO;  3R.»  11T8: 
Royal  Asseoty  1234 

^;  ^r!^i'» Small  Debts,  c.  l  R,*  Ixii  294 ;  2R.» 
Ixiii  884 ;  Rep.»  1490 ;  Com.*  1584 :  Rwi.* 
1609;  3R.*  Ixv  588;  /.  IR*   619;  SIR.* 

1^1  ^*^'*  ^^^  '  ^^'*  ^^  •  ^^  ^^'^^ 
St.  George,  Mr^  see  Mt^traty  {Jrd^sdJ 
Si.  Marykbone  Parish,  c.  1R.«  Ix  881 


SAL 
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St.  MmyUbone  Parish,  Pmmg,  c.  1R.«  1x881 ; 
Ixi  217  ;  2R.  585,  [A.  206,  N.  131,  M.  75], 
591 

Si.  Pancns  Improoement^  c.  2R*  Ixi  41 ;  Rep.* 
Ixiii  1158  ;  3R .•  1238  ;  /.  IR*  1236  ;  2R.* 
1422 ;  Rep.*  1466 ;  3R.*  1598 ;  Royal  As- 
sent, Ixiy  173 

St.  PhiUp't  {BrtMtot)  Bridge^  c.  IR.*  Ix  802; 
2R.  1 175  ;  Rep.*  Ixii  903, 1251 ;  3R.*  1373 ; 
/.  1R.*1357;  2R.*  Ixiii  195;  Rep.*  995; 
3R«*  1056 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Sakaiei — Parliament,  see  Supply 

Salford  Gaol — Mr.  Bagihawe,  c.  Ixi  598 ;  see 
PriMcn  Diidpline 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 
Liverpool  Improvement,  3R.  el.  Ixiv  247, 1089 

Sitlisbury,  Marquess  of 
Buildings  Regulations,  8R.  Ix  238,  240 

Salmon  FUheria  {Scotland),  c.  IR.*  Ixi  135; 
2R.*511 


(No.  2),   c.  IR.* 

Ixii  1054 ;  2R.*  Ixiii  94  ;  Rep*  422;  Re- 
com.  [o.  9.  A.  88,  N.  20,  M.  68],  1386, 
1584;  3R.*  Ixiv  90;  /.  iR.*  271  ;  2R.* 
538  ;  Put  off  for  six  months,  938 


Foreign,  c.  Ixii  4 


SaltcoatM  Harbour,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  930 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii 
978  ;  2R.*  Ixii  200 

Sandon,  Viscount  {Lioerpoot) 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiit 

1532 
Bribery  at  Elections,  Discovery  of.  Leave,  xiii 

1279 
Bridport  Election,  Ixiii  1115 
Buildings  Regulation,  Ix  901 
Com*Law8— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  578 ;— -Bariey, 

Oats,  &c..  Colonial  Produce,  Ix  1224 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  41 1 ;— Cattle, 

715,  719;  — Timber,  906,  1292;  — Cotton, 

1368 ;  Coffee,  Amend.  1506,  1506 ;  3R.,  Coals, 

add.  el.  Ixiv  728 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  389 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lords  Amends.  Ixiii  12 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  214 
Phjrsicians  and  Surgeons,  Colleges  of,  Ixiv  981 
Poland,  Ixiv  826 
Poor-Law  Amendwient,  Leave,  Ixiii  453  ;  Cob. 

Ixiv  607 ;  Ixv  39, 336 
Public  Houses,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiii  1101 
Railways,  2R.  Ix  1179;  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiv  185, 

192 
Sudbury  Disfmnchtsement,  2R.  Ixiii  1 106 
Supply— Education  (Ireland],  Ixv  218,  222 

Saitara,  Rma  of,  Petition  from,  c.  Ixv  836 ;  /. 
1008;— Mr.  Hume's  Motion,  c.  1060 

Samdtrtfoot  Harbour,  e.  IR.*  Ixi  299 ;  2R.* 
658;  Rep.*  Ixii  367,  903;  3R.*  1110;  /. 
IR.*  1178;  2R.*  Ixiii  1 ;  Rep.*  1118;  3R.* 
1142 ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 


Saundersjoot  Railway,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  299;  2R* 
658 ;  c.  Rep.*  Ixii  367,  1110 ;  3R.*  1251  ; 
/.  IR.*  1233;  2R.*  Ixiii  248;  Rep.*  455; 
3R.*  475;  Royal  Assent,  995 

Savings  Banks,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  1096, 
[A.  34,  N.  173,  M.  139],  1105  ;-4ee  MUi^ 
tary 

Scarlett,  Hon.  R.  C.  {Horsham) 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  163 
Corn  Importation,  Com.  Ixi  544 
Election  Proceedings — Secret  Committees,  Ixiv 

1121 
Income-Taz,  Com.  Ixi  994 
Southampton  Election — Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1329 

Scholefield,  Mr.  J.  {Birmingham) 
Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Railway, 

Rep.  Ixi  1344 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1067 

Schools  of  Design,  see  Design 

Scotch  Paupers,  c  Ixi  935 

Scotland ,  see  Aberdeenshire — Administration  of 
Justice^^Arayll^  Church — Forth — Hadding- 
tonshire— .MnchbeUy^  Judicial  Resignation — 
KirkintUlock  —  Poor-Law  ^-  Rots  —  Salmon 
Fuhenes-Sheriffs  Clerks-^Stirlingshire-^Si^ 
preme  Court — Troops—Witnesses 

ScoU,  Hon.  F.  {Roxburghshire) 
Corn*Laws,  Repeal  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv 

1339 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  Ist  Res. 

Ixiii  668 

Scott,  Mr.  R.(¥ra/f<^(//) 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amend.  Rep.  Ixv  1089;  el. 

49,  1131  ;  3R.  1215 
Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Railway, 

Rep.  Ixi  1343 
Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  553 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixii  1039 
Mines  and  Collieries,  Com.  Ixiv  424 ;  el.  3, 428  ; 

Rep.  616 
Severn  Navigation,  Rep.  Ixil  933 

Scrope,  Mr.  G.  P.  {Stroud) 
Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Railway, 

Rep.  Ixi  1343 
Corn  Importation,  Com.  el.  3,  Amend.  Ixi  578 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  995 ;  c/.  96,  Ixiii  335 

Seats  for  Members,  c.  Ixii  488 

Secret  Services,  see  Siqtply 

Security  of  the  Queen^s  Person,  see  Queen'f  Pro- 
tectum 

Sentence,  Commutation  0/  a,  c.  Ixv  1188 

Severn  Navigation,  c.  IR.*  Ix  635;  Rep.  Ixi 
931 ;  3R.*  1027  ;  /.  iR.*  Ixii  1 ;  2R  *  174  ; 
Rep.*  717,  1178;  3R.*  1234;  Royal  As- 
sent, Ixiii  475 

SeufelTs  Divorce,  I.  iR.*  Ixii  1050;  2R.*  Ixv 
316;  3R.*569;  c.  IR.*  588;  2R.*  835; 
Rep.*  1064;  3R.*  1094;  Royal  Assent, 
1214 
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Seymour,  Lord  (Totnea) 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  lor,  Ixiii  865 
Railways,  Com.  add.  cl.  Ixiv  192 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of 
Corn  Importation,  2R.  Ixii  635 
Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassinate  the,  Address, 
Ixiii  998,  9&d 

Shannon,  Improvement  of  the,  c.  bail  416 

Shaw,  Right  Hon.  F.  (DubUn  Unherniy) 
Belfast  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii 

1530,  1542;  lxiv433 
Corn-Laws— Ministerial  Plan,  Mr.Wodehouse's 

Amend.  Ix  1200 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  412 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  857 
Ecclesiastical  Corpomtions  Leasing,  Com.  el,  1, 

Ixiii  592 
Education  (Ireland).  Ixi  936 
Election  Compromises  Committee,  Rep.  Ixiv 

768 ;— Secret  Committees,  Ixi  1127 
Judicial  Resignations  (Ireland  and  Sootlaad), 

Ix  280 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland)  Com.Ix  1181 : 

3R.  1374 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

Ixiv  1109. 1111 
Mortality  (North  Dnblin  Workhonse),  Ix  297 
Poor-Law  Amendment,  Leave,  Ixiii  448 
Railways  (Ireland),  Ix  244 :  Com.  moved  for, 

1413, 1422 

Sfuno't  Eitate,  see  Can 

Sheffield,  Athion^undeT'L^,  and  Mdncheiter 
Railway,  c,  IR.*  Ixi  419 ;  2R.*  837 ;  Rep.» 
Ixii  1110  ;  3R.»  1178  ;  /.  1R»  1177  j  2R.» 
1357;  Rep.*  1  j  3R.*  Ixiii  195;  Royal 
Assent,  475 

« 

Sheil,  Right  Hon.  R.  L.  {Dungofvcn) 
Africa,  French  possessions  in,  Ix  1271 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  388,  407 
Bribery  at  Elections'  Bill,  0>m.  eL  1,  Itv  677 : 

cl.  2,  690,  697 ;  cL  26,  724 
Copyright  of  Designs,  2R.  Ixi  688,  693 
Corn  Importation,  2R.  Ixi  362 
Customs'  Acte— The  Tariff;  Ixiii  409 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for.  Ixiii 

298 

-Petitions,  Trial  of,  Ixv  150 
Fisheries  (Ireland),  Ixi  839 
Income-Tax,  Report,  Ixii  142 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of,  Ixv  243 
M<igistncy  (Ireland)— Mr.  Biddulpb,  kriii  270; 

Mr.  St.  (George,  Ixiv  531 
Maynootb  College— Privilege,  Ixiii  342,  343. 

512  ' 

Meeting  at  Deptford— Dr.  M'Dooall,  Ixv  911 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for. 

Ixiv  1110 
Poland,  Ixiv  838 
Ribbonism  in  Ireland,  Ixv  896 
Spain— The  French  Ambassador,  Ixi  514, 519 
Supply,  Ixiv  1372 

Sherbome'i,  Lord,  EOate,  /.  IR.*  Ixiii  1118: 
2R.»1236;  /.  Rep.»  Ixiv  538;  3R.«616; 
C.1R.*  635;  2R.*  979;  3R.»  Uv  396;  /. 
Royal  Assent,  871 


D  E  X}         SHE.        —       SLA. 
Sheriff's  Clerh  {SeoiUmd),  c.  1R.«  Ixi  837 
■  Fees  to  {Scotland),  c.  Iz  1178 

Skqiping^Naoigation  Act,  e,  Ixv  978 

Sibthorp,  Colonel  D.  L.  W.  (Imco&i) 
Bonded  Com  Bill  (No.  2),  2R.  Ixv  353 
Boroagh  Magistrates,  Ixiii  154 
Com  Importation,  Com.  cl.  18, 1x1 1325 :  ein, 

1326 ;  add.  cl.  1336 

Lbws— Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  245, 1243 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  400 

Election  Compromises  Committee — ^Mr.  Wal* 

ter,  Ixiv  707  ;~Report,  Amend.  762 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forgery  of.  Leave,  he  laM  5 

Rep.  cl.  5,  Ixi  1239 
— ,  Comptroller  of  the.lx  806L  lOML 

1005, 1013, 1018 
Financial  Statement.  1x1  490 
Inoome-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  1006, 1918 ;  Report.  Izfi 

443 ;  Com.  add.  cL  Ixiii  243,  247 
Nottingham  Election,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixui 

340 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  79, 297 
Poor-Law  Amendment,  2R.  ixiv  123:  Cosb. 

Amend.  333, 612 ;  el.  2, 687 
Railroads,  Leave,  Ix  166, 169 
South  Australia  Bill— Report,  Ixv  393 
Sugar  Duties,  Ixii!  1233 
Supply-^ivil  Contingencies,  Ixv  845 
Truck  Svstem,  The— Fnnds  of  Mannfactiiren, 

Turnpike  Trusts,  Leave,  Ixi  1S94 
SWt,  see  Cttf^oms'  Acts 
Silver  Coinage,  see  Coinage 
—  Standard,  c.  Ixiv  789 
Singing  Classes,  see  Education^Si^y 

Skelmersdale,  Lord 
Liverpool  Improvement,  3R.  el.  247,  Inv  1069 
Mines  and  Collieries  Bill,  Recom.  dl  1  Ixv  588  : 
c*.  3, 587 

Slave-Thide  c.  Iziii  91 ;  L  (Lord  BroodnaiV 
liv  936 


(Argenti 


tion,J c.  IR.*  Ixiii  1056 ;  2R,*  1238 ;  Rep.* 
1385;  3R.*  1423  ;  L  iR*  1466;  L  2tL* 
Ixiv  537 ;  Com.*  616 ;  3R.»  694  i  Royii 
Assent,  Ixiv  780 


Siqipressum  Act  Suspeneiom,  /.  lR.« 

Ixv  889  s   2R.  935;    Rep>   1008;   3R.* 
1061 


ment,  c  IR.*  Ixv  871 ;  2R.«  893;  Co«,» 
963 ;  Rep.*  978 ;  3R.*  1040 ;  L  IR,*  1007 ; 
2R.*  1061 ;  Rep.*  1112;3R.«  1177;  R071I 
Assent,  1214 


— (j3<^0  c.  IR.»  fado 

1056;  2R*  1238;  Rep.*  1385;  3R,* 
1423 ;  /.  IR  *  1466;  2R  *  Ixiv  537 ;  Com,* 
616;  3R.*694;  Royal  Assent.  780 


m  ^PSor/wiMf   VestA\ 

f.  lR.»lxv  1063;  2R.*  1094;  Btp.*  1180: 
3R.*  I*. 
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Skcery  Suppretnon  {Pcrtuguae  FeiteZf),  (No. 
2),  f.  Leave,  \vr  1177;  iR.*  16.;  2R.» 
ib. ;  Rep.»  1 180 ;  3R.»  ih.  L  IR.  1178 ;  2R,^ 
1214 ;  3R.*  1297 ;  Royal  Assent,  1301 

TVfotiff,  c.  Ix  145;  /.  716;  e. 


721;  IR*  Uiii  1056;  2R*  1238;  Rep.* 
1385;  3R,*  1423;  /.  IR.*  1466  ;  2R.»  Ixiv 
538 ;  Com.*  616 ;  3R.*  694;  Royal  Assent, 
780 

Ad  C<mUnuance,e.  iR.* 


Uiv  1009  ;  2R.*  1095  ;  Com.*  1170;  Rep.* 
1289 ;  3R.*  Uv  17, 19 ;  /,  IR*  99 ;  2R.* 
316 ;  Com,*  395 ;  3R.*  487 ;  Royal  As- 
sent, 871 

Slate  VcMteli  Captured — Duiriiuiian  of  Pfixe 
Money  J.  Uiii  1599;  c.  1639 

.^—  iCeylon)  Ix?  1227 

Siopery  (East  IndietJ,  c.  1R.*  Ixv  835 ;  2R.* 
893  ;  Rep.*  963  ;  3R.*  978  ;  /.  iR.*  1007 ; 
2R*  1061;  1074;  Rep.*  1112;  3R.*1J77; 
Royal  Assent,  1214 

Slug  Road,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  511 ;  2R.*  Ixii  804; 
Rep.*  Ixiii  559;  3R*  600;  /.  IR.*  598; 
2R.*  763 ;  Rep.*  963 ;  3R.*  995 ;  Royal 
Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  A.  (Chkhetter) 
Opium  seised  by  the  Chinese*  Compensation 
for,  Izi  786, 787 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  R.  V.  {Northampton) 
Belfast  Election— Privilege,  Ix  537 
Borough  Manistnites,  Ixili  165 
Br'ibetj  at  Elections  Bill,  Com.  d.  14,  Izv  715 
Business  of  the  House,  Izii  886 
Chiltern  Hundreds  Refusal.  Ixv  1109 
Colonial  Passengers'  Bill.  3R.  Ixv  646 
Customs'  AcU— The  Tariff— Cassava  Powder, 

Ixiii  72s  ;— That  the  Bill  do  pa^is,  Ixiv  739 
Ecrlesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Ixv  928, 

933;  3R.  1077 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

507 

Emigration,  Leave,  Ix  87 

Hill-Coolies,  Ix  1381, 1340.  1355 

Inrome-Tax,  Ixi  1013,1206;  2R.  1270;  Sche- 
dule C,  Ixii  1105;  Schedule  D.  12S4 

Marriage  Law,  Leave,  hi  704 

Mines  and  Collieries,  Com.'ef.  t,  Ixiv  427; 
Lords*  Amend.  Ixv  1097 

Newfoundland  Bill,  Com.  Ixv  990 «  e/.6, 1066, 
1067 

Newgate  Regnlations— Sympathy  with  Crimi- 
nals, Ixiii  1023 

Post.Office,  Ixii  1299 

Railways,  Rep.  Ixii  1044;  Com.  add,  e/.  Ixiv 
186 

Southampton  New  Writ,  Ixv  894 

South  Australia,  Com.  Ixiv  998 

Supply— Salaries,  Ixv  91 ;— Transnortation,  93, 
94; — Education,  197;~Colonial  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Establishment,  S02,  305 ;— Education 
(Ireland),  208 

West-India  Clergy,  Com.  Ixi  494, 495 

^—  Indies — Africa,  Emigration,  Com.  moved 
for,  Ixi  1106 

Smith,  Sir  Sydney,  Public  Honoun  to,  c.  Ixv 
634 ;— see  also  Ixv  977, 1 191 
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Smyth,  Sir  O.  H.  {Cokhexter) 
Supply— Maynooth,  Ixv  385 

Smythe,Hon.  G.  A.  P.  S.  {Canterhwry) 
Bribery,  Prosecuiions  for,  Ixiii  835 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  277 
Corn-Laws  ^Total  Repeal,  Ix  743 
Election  Compromises  Committee — ^Mr.  Coch- 
rane, Ixiv  778 
Inoome-Tax,  2R.  1031 

Soap  Dutiet  Drawback,  c.  iR.*  Ixii  903 ;  2R.* 
997;  Rep.*  1110;  3R.*  1178;  1  lR« 
1233  ;  2R.*  1357  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1 ;  3R.*  195 ; 
Royal  Assent,  475 

Soldien,  Ckaholic,  Ixi  59 ;  {India)  Ixii  1129 

Solicitor-General,  The  (Sir  W.  W.  Follett) 

{Exeter) 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  Com.  c/.  49,  Ixv 

1131;  odd.eLWHO 
Belfast  Election— Privilege.  Ix  644 
Bribery  at  Elections  (No.  2).  Re-com.  Ixiv  860  i 

Com.  el.  I ,  Ixv  685  ;  ct.  2,  691 ;  el.  26, 721  ; 

c/.  27.  725 ;  Rep.  934 

,  Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  824 
Election  Committees— Witnesses,  Ixii  1118 
Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  Rep.  el.  5,  Ixi  1229; 

el.  6.  Amend.  1240  ;  add.  el.  1245^  1249 
Great  Marlow  Election.  Ixii  375 
Ipswich  Election,  Ix  893 
Marriage  Law,  Leave,  Ix  1711 
Newcastle-under-Lyme,  New  Writ  moved  for, 

Ixiii  1249 
Petitioning.  Right  of,  Ixii  80 
Public  Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  598  ;— Dr. 

M'Doua11,913 
Southampton  Election  Committee— Mr.  Wren, 

Ixii  1057,  1064,  1066,  1069;— Mr.  Mahson, 

1180,  1181,   1191,  1202,  1207,  1208,  1352, 

1357 
Souihwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  Com.  add*  el, 

Ixii  1116 
Warrants,  Legality  of,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixii  14C.8 

Somerset,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  C.  H.  (ilfoji- 
mouththire) 

Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  SOS 

Business  of  the  House,  Ixii  886 

Cardigan  and  Wakefield  Elections,  Ixii  295, 
368,  474 

Cheltenham  and  Great  Western  Union  Rail- 
way, Rep.  Amend.  Ixi  1344,  1346 

Clitheroe  Election— lull mtdation  of  Witnesses, 
Ixi  1032,  1033 

Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,  Ixii  390 

Election  Petition— Absence  of  a  Member,  Ixi 

757. 758 
Ringsclere  Inclo^ure,  Rep.  Ixii  809 
Lunatic  County  Asylums,  Inspeciion  of,  I^sve, 

Ixi  797  i  Com.  eL  1,  Ixii  8i>7, 888,  8ti9, 890; 

Rep.  Ixv  223 
Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,lx  1320 
Private  Bills,  1x328 
Revenue  Commission,  Ixi  759 
Severn  Navigation,  Rep.  Ixi  933 
Southwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  3R.  ffii!^.  el, 

IxiiSll,  1114;  Ixiii  7 

Somerville,  Sir  W.  M.  {Drogheda) 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  278 
Com  Importation  Bill,  3R.  add.  el,  Ixii  69 
3  E 
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Sompirille,  Sir  W.  M. — continued. 
Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixtv  856 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

483,  491 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  139 
Irish  Government,  Conduct  of,  Ixv  279 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 

Ixivllll 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1329 
Supply—Education  (Ireland),  Ixv  211 

South  Australia,  c.  Ixi512;  Com.  Ixiv  990; 
Rep.  1087,  [^A.  50,  N.  9,  M.  41],  1088; 
1R.»  1095;  2R*  Ixv  79;  Com.  341; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume)  [o.  g,  A.  73,  N.  10, 
M.  63],  342;  Adjourn.  [A.  1,N.59,  M. 
58],  395  ;  3R.  484,  f  A.  68,  N.  15,  M.  53], 
486;  /.  IR.*  487;  2R.»  568 ;  Com.  728; 
3R.*  834 ;  Royal  Assent,  871 

South  Eastern  Railway,  c.  iR.*  Ix  881  ;  2R.* 
1355;  3R.*  Ixi  755;  I.  IR.*  722;  2R.* 
929;  3R.*  1109;  Royal  Assent,  Ixii  985 

-r —  Metropolitan  Gas,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  419  ;  2R.* 
Ixii  1110;  Rep.*  Ixiii  422,  475;  3R.*559; 
/.1R.*553;  2R.»763;  Rep.*  1118;  3R.* 
1142;  Royal  Assent,  Ixiv  173 

Southampion  Election,  c  Ixi  420  ^-^Committee— 
Mr,  Wren,c.  Ixii  1056  ;-Atf  Petition,  Ixiii 
279, 1586;— Air.  Fleming,  Ixii  1118;— 3fr. 
Mabson,  1178;  Adjourn.  [A.  16,  N.  176, 
M.  160],  1194;  That  W.  R.  Mabson  be 
committed,  1195,  QA.  117,  N  32,  M.  85], 
1211,  125«;  Adjourn.  Amend.  1323,  [o,^, 
A.  67,  N.  14,  M,  53],  1331 ;  Adjourn.  I  A. 
39,  N.  42,  M.  3],  1332, 1333;  Rep.  205, 
1612  ;— JVcio  Writ  moved  for,  207, 1061  ;— 
Personation  of  Electors,  1057;  Com.  moved 
for,  1613  ;—JoAn  Bennett  Luce,  Ixiv  700 ; — 
New  Writ  ordered,  Ixv  893 

Southampton's,  Lord,  Estate,  I.  IR.*  xliii  1466  ; 
2R.*  Ixiv  1  ;  Rep.*  858  ;  3R  *  938  ;  c.  1 R.* 
979;  2R,*  1289;  Rep,*  Ixv  492 ;  3R. 
568 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  871 

Soutkwark  Improvement,  {No.  l),  c.  IR.  Ix  635; 
2R.*1175 


(No.  2),  c.   IR.*  Ix 

1375;  2R.*  Ixi  136;  Rep.  1290,  rA.5, 
N.  36,  M.  311,  1291;  Rep  *  Ixii  638  ;  3R. 
810;  add.  cl.  811;  Adj.  Debate,  1110; 
3R.  add.cl.  [A.  187,  N.31,  M.  1561,  lx"i  8; 
/.  IR.  195;  2R.*  Ixv  316;  Rep.*  569; 
3R.*  619;  Royal  Assent,  871 

^tn.  Affairs  of-^Cahrera,c.  Ix  443; — Invasion 
of,  I.  Ixi  1 ;  c.  61 ;  — /.  The  French  Ambaua- 
dor,  502,  51 4 

l^panish  Clergy,  c.  Ix  104 

■  Government,  Recognition  of  the,  c.  Ix 
805 

Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre), 
(HoffipsAtrc) 
Absence,  Leave  of,  Ix  806 
Address,  Answer  to  the,  Ix  99 
BeliMt  Election— Privilege.  Ix  536,  641,  644     I 


Speaker,  The — continued. 

Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  190 

Bridport  Election -Mr.  Warborton,  Ixiii  ^I 

Buildings  Regulations,  Ix  900 

Church  of  Scotland,  Ixi  645  ;  Ixiii  1585 

Clitheroe  Election — IniimidatioD  of  Witoeaiva. 
Ixi  11132,  1034 

Corn-Laws — Manchester  Declaration,  Ix  640; 
—Wastage,  647,  1242 

Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committer,  Ixii  3  IS 

Debate,  Rules  of,  Ixii  219  ;  Ixv  641,826, 1223, 
1225,  1228 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for.  Ixiii 
1651 

Divisions— Privilege,  Ixiii  1313 

Donegal  Grand  Jury,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  SSS 

Eastbourne  Union — ^New  Poor-Law,  Ixiii  193 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  IxHi 
215,  216,  304,  486,  491.  492.  509;— Mr. 
Walter,  Ixiv  702,  709,  7iO,  711,719;— Re- 
port, 757,  761  ;— Mr.  Cochrane.  776 

Great  Marlow  Election,  Ixii  372;— Mr.  Gib- 
bons, 1319,  1323 

Income-Tax— Right  of  Petitiooioi^,  Ixi  5 IS, 
1 1 18,  1 1 19  ;  Rep.  Adjouni.  Ixii  153, 154, 174. 
285,288,362 

Insolvent  Debtors — Millbank  Penitentiary,  Uv 
1223 

Ipswich  Election,  Ix  863 ;  — Committee,  larii 
819.  820  ;— Mr.  Lucas,  1127 

Manufacturers,  The— The  Truck  System.  Ix 
53,56,141,661,662,663 

Metropolitan  Roads,  Ixii  491 

Mines  and  Collieries,  Ixiv  423 

Mining  Apprentices  Inquiry,  Ixv  1053 

National  Petition,  The,  Ixiii  424 

Party  Crimes  (Ireland),  Ixi  155 

Petitioning,  Right  of,  Uii  76, 77, 303 :  7tb  Rca. 
487 

Petitions,  Presentation  of,  Ix  109 

Poor- Law,  Ix  100  ; — Amendment,  Com.  Ixiv  261 

Prorogation  of  Parliament — His  Address  to  tke 
Queen,  Ixv  1301, 1319 

Queen,  Attempt  to  Assassiutte  the,  Ixiii  1014. 
1056 

Railroads  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  141X 
1426 

Reform  in  the  Represents tioo,  Ixii  281 

Remonstrances— Public  Distress,  Ixv  1227 

Rules  of  the  House,  Ix  334 ;  Ixiii  512 

Seata  for  Members,  Ixii  489 

Slavery— Ceylon,  Ixv  1228 

Southampton  Election  Committee^Mr.  Wim 
Ixii  1057  1067,  1068,  1071  ;  —  His  Pe- 
titioo,  Ixiii  960,  983  ;— Mr.  Flemioir,  Ixii 
1119,1121,1127;- Mr.M«hMm,ll79, 1180. 
1181,  1182,  1324.  1333,  1348.  1349.  13St, 
1351 ;— New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  1071 

Soothwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  Com.  add^  tL 
Ixii  1113,1115 

Strani^ers  in  the  Gallery,  Ix  101 0 

Tariff,  Alterations  in  the,  Ixii  1407 


Special  Petty  Sessions,  c.  Leave,  Ixi  !I99 ;  1 R. 
605;  2R  Ixiii  94;  Motion  Negatived,  97 

Spirit  Duties  (Ireland),  c.  1R.«  Ixi  511 ;  2R.« 
837;  Rap*  1027;  3R»  1109;  /.  IR.»  Ixii 
1  ;  2E.*  292  ;  Com.  440  ;  3R.*  985. 1050 ; 
Royal  Assent,  1234 ;— Com.  moved  for,  Ixiu 
597  ;— see  Customs'  AcU 

Spiritua!  Cor|Nra/MNis  Imsii^  —  see  Exkmm* 
tiad  Corporations 
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Spiritual  Irutruclionfor  Catholic  Priionersj  see 
Catholic 

Spy  System  (IrelandJ,  c.  Ixi  300 

Stade  Duties,  The,  c.  Ix  328 ;  Ixi  937  j,  Ixiv 
346 ;  Ixv  396 

Stajfford  Gaol — Imprisonment  of  Mason  and 
otherty  c.  Ixt  1054,  [A.  30,  N.  53,  M.  23], 
1059 

Staffordshire  CoUieria,  Biots  in^  c.  Ix?  222 

Staleybridge  Gas,  c.  1R«  Ix  802  ;  2R.*  1175; 
3K.*  Ixi  658  ;  /.  1  R  *  722  ;  2R  •  929  ;  3R.» 
1026  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixii  985 

Stanm  Duties  Assimilation,  c.  iR.*  Ixv  241  ; 
2R.*  322;  Rep.*  588  ;  3a*.  757  ;  /.  IR.* 
728;  2R  *  889 ;  Rep.*  934  ;  3R.*  1008  ; 
Royal  Assent,  1061 

Repeal,  c.  IR.*  Ixv  241 ;  2R  * 

322  ;  Rep.*  492  ;  3R.*  588;  /.  iR.*  619  ; 
2R  *  728 ;  Rep.*  834 ;  3R.*  889  ;  Royal 
Assent,  1061 

Stamps  and  Assessed  Tajes,c.  Committee  moved 
for,  Ixv  153 

Stanhope  and  Tyne  Rtulroad,  c.  1R.*  Ix  802 ; 
2R.*  1268;  3R.*  Ixii  76;  /.  iR.*  75; 
SR.*  895  ;  Rep.*  1234  ;  3R*  1357  ;  Royal 
Assent,  Ixiii  475 

Stanhope,  Earl 
Anatomy  Act,  Ixii  1052,  1054  ;  Ixiv  1169 
Corn  Importation  Bill,  SR.  Ameud.  Ixii  589, 

600,  616 ;  Com.  895  ;  cl.  12,  cl.  13.  896, 897  ; 

el,  1 7,  898 ;— Table  of  Duties,  Amend.  899 ; 

—Number  of  Towns,  902 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  SR.  Ixiv  954 ;  Com. 

1089 ;  Amend.  1095 
DlHtrt 88,  National,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiv  1256, 

1265 
Income-Tax,  3R.  Ixiv  295 
Poor-Law  Amendment  Bill,  SR.  Ixv  621 
•     '  Returns — Use  of  Machinery,  Ixi  413, 

417 

Stanley,  Mr.  W.  O.  (Anglesey) 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  839 
Church  in  Wales,  The,  Ix  730 
Com- Laws  —  Amend.  (Mr.  Wodehouse),   Ix 

1205 
Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees,  Ixii  318 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff— Cattle,  1st  Res. 

Ixiii  650, 696 
Income-Tax,  Ixii  2R.  1039 
Ipswich.  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  605, 607 
Mutiny><-Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Ixii  532 
Quebec,  Bishop  of,  Ixiii  1839 
Southampton  Election— Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1356; 

—New  Writ  moved,  for  Ixiii  208 ;  Amend. 

1065,  1085  ;— Mr.    Wren's  Petition,    980. 

1586,  1588;    Report,  1612;— Com.  moved 

for,  1613 
Welsh  Circuits,  Ixiii  564 

Stanley,  Right  Hon.  Lord  {Lancashire) 
Australia  and  New  Zealand,  SR.  Ixii  498 ;  Com. 

906 
Bishoprics,  West  Indian,  Leave,  Ix  148,  442 ; 

Ixi  420;  Com.  490,  492,  493,  496 
Bridport  Blectioo,  Ixiii  955 


Stanley,  Right  Hon.  Lord — continued, 

British  Possessions  Abroad  (Colonial  Customs), 
Com.  Ixii  552,  556,  559 ;  3R.  cl.  9,  Ixiv  748 

Central  America — Detention  of  British  Sub- 
jects, Ix  810 

Colonial  Lands,  Sale  of.  Leave,  Ix  76,  85,  92 

Passengers,  2R.  Ix  1180;   Com.  Ixi 

419,  420 ;  Ixii  497 ;  Rep.  Ixiii  582,  583 ; 
3R.  Ixiv  983,  984 ;  Ixv  660,  665 

Corn-Laws — Ministerial  Plan,  Ix  484,  510  ; — 
Barley,  Oats,  &c..  Colonial  produce,  1231 

Coroners — Warwick  and  Lancaster,  Ixv  979 

Criminals,  Surrender  of,  Ixv  323 

Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  409,  531  ;— 
Cottons,  1374,  1378,  1384, 1385 

Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1079,  1216 

Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  cl, 
1,  Ixiii  593 

Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 
294  i— Committee- iMr.  Waller,  Ixiv  717 

Emigration,  Leave,  Ix  76,  92  ;  Ixii  812 

Hill  Coolies,  Ix  1329,  1545,  1354 

Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  956 ;  Report,  Ixii  266, 
284 

Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  854 

Jamaica,  Riot  at,  Ix  1002,  1004 

NaUl,  Port-The  Boers,  Ixii  ir68,  1171 

Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  1 00 

New  South  Wales  Ixiii  814 ;  Leave,  880 

Newfoundland,  Ixiii  814 ;  Leave,  875,  880  ; 
That  the  Bill  do  go  into  Committee,  Ixv  880  ; 
Com.  992 ;  cL  6,  1065,  1067,  1069 

Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  190 

Queen — Protection  to  her  Person,  Ixv  184 

Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  973, 979 

Slavery— Ceylon,  Ixv  1227 

Southampton  Election,  Ixi  420;  Committee — 
Mr.  Mabson,  Ixii  1200 

South  Australia,  Ixi  512  ;  Committee,  Ixiv  990 ; 
Ixv  341 ;  Report,  393 

Sugar  Colonies,  Ix  330 

Duties.  Ix  442 

Supply,  Ixiv  1370 ;— Transportation,  Ixv  93, 
94;— British  Museum,  200;— South  Aus- 
tralia, 202 ;— Colonial  Ecclesiastical  Estab- 
lishments, 203,  205  ,— Education  (Ireland), 
216,  219  ;— South  Australia,  85S 

United  Sutes,  Fugitives  from  the,  Ixiv  640 

Van  Diemen's  Und,  3R.  Ix  1371,  1372 

West  Indies,  fx  1006 ;— Africa— Emigration, 
Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  109S,  1107, 1108 

Stansfield,  Mr.  W.  R.  C.  (Huddersjield) 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tarifi— Wool,  Ixiil  1419 
Kingsclere  Jnclosure,  3R.  Ixii  878 
Mines  and  Collieries,  3R.  Ixiv  936 ;  That  the 

Bill  do  pass,  1006 ; — Commissioners  Report, 

1290 

Stanton,  Mr.  W.  H.  (StroudJ 
Corn-Laws—Total  Repeal,  Ix  836 

State  ^  the  Country,  see  Country,  State  of  the 
— Distress 

Staunton,  Sir  0.  T.  {Portsmouth) 
Opium  Seised  by  the  Chinese,  Compensatioa 
for,  Ixi  769 

Stewart,  Mr.  P.  M.  (Renfrewshire) 
Cbnrch  Patronage  (Scotland),  2R.  Ixiii  103» 

106,  115 
Cdrn  Importation,  Com.  cL  29,  Ixi  1318, 1319  ; 

c/.  27, 132;  Ixiv  1148 


8T£. 


--        SUD.         {INDEX}        SUD.        — 


SYO. 


Stewart,  Mr.  P.  M^ — wnHnued, 
Corn-Lawii— Total  Repeal,  Ix  837 
Customs'  Acts — The  Tariflf— -Timber,  Ameni). 

Iziii  1292,  1293  ;—3R,  Coals,  add.cl.  Uiv 

726 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  1185 
Emi^rration,  Colonial,  Ixii  811,815 
Import  Duties,  Change  in,  Ix  723 
lncome-1'ax,  Report,  ixii  128 
Ipsieich  Election  Committee,  Report,  Ixv  888 
Poland,  Ixiv  819 
Sugar  Duties,  Ixiii  1210,1219 
Timber  Duties,  Ixi  1111 

Stipendiaty  Magistrates  {Ireland),  c.  Ix  245 

Stirlingthire^  West,  Roadif  c.  IR.*  Ix  1355; 
2R.*  ixi  136}  3R»  1339;  /.  lR»lxii  1  ; 
2R.*  292;  Hep.*  456;  3R.»  501;  Royal 
Assent,  985 

Stock  in  Trade,  c.  IR.*  Ixir  431  ;  2R.»  635  ; 
Com.*  700;  Rep.*  787  ;  3R.*  860;/.  iR.* 
858;  2R.*  1165;  Rep.*  1240;  3R.*  Ixv 
1 ;  iioyal  Assent,  222 

Stockport,  Distress  at,  c.  Ixi  801 

Stockton  and  Hartlepool  Railway,  c.  iR.*  Ixi 
1027  ;  2R.*  Ixii  200 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  269,  686  ; 
3U  *  884  ;  L  IR  *  881  ;  2R.*  1236  ;  Rep.* 
Ixiv  431  ;  3R.*  538 ;  Royal  Assent,  780 

Stones,  see  Customs'  Acts 

Stourbridge  Roads,  c  iR.*  Ixi  1109 ;  2R.*  Ixii 
1373;  Hep.*  Ixiii  1238;  3 R.*  1584;  /. 
IR.*  1598;  2R.*  Ixiv  538;  3R.*  750; 
Royal  Assent,  780 

Strangers  in  the  Gallery^  c.  Ix  1010;  That  the 
Order  be  rescinded  [A.  51,  N.  187,  Afl. 
136  J,  1011 

Straw  Hats,  see  Customs'  Acts 

Street's  Dhorce,  l-  IR.*  Ixiv  938;  2R.*  Ixt 
395;  3R.*  619;  c.  iR.*  631  ;  2R.*  893; 
Rep.*  1030 ;  3R.*  1064  ;  Royal  Assent, 
1214 

Stratt,  Mr.  £.  {Derby) 
Borouffh  Magistrates,  Ixiii  189.  190 
Corn  Iniportaiion,  Com.  Ixi  657 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff--Silk,  Ixiii  1459 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixlil 
490,  491 

Stuart,  Mr.  W.  V.  {Waterford  Co.) 
Corn-Laws,  Totol  Repeal,  Ix  1021 
Flanagban,  Jamest  Death  of,  Ixi  1077 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Appoiotmenl  of  Commit- 
tee, Ixiii  319 

Sudbury  Election^  e.  Report,  Izii  473 

I  Disfranchistmeni  of,  c.  Leave,   fatiii 

343;  1R.*  351,  1018;  2R.  1105,  1385; 
Rep.*  1584;  Ixiv  428,  [A.  48;  N.  19,  M. 
29 J.  429;  3R.  Amend.  780;  add,cl,  (Mr. 
Blackstone)  [A.  53,  N.  134,  M.  81],  1013 ; 
Bill  passed,  1015  ;  /.  IR.*  1088  ;  Order  for 
tbe  2R.  of  the  Bill  discharged,  Ixv  834 

(  Witnesses  Indemmiy). 


/.IR.*  Ixiv  1240;  2R,*,Coro.,  SR.*  Ixv  l  ; 
e.  IR.*  IT;  2R.*79;  3R.*  134;  /.Royal 
Assent,  223 


Sudbury  Improvessent,  c.  iR.*  Ixi  611  ; 
Ixii  367;   Rep.*  Ixiii  1238;   3R*  T 
IR.*  Ixiv  1 J  2R.*  271  i  Rep.*  616  i 

694  ;  Royal  Assent,  780 

Sugar  Colonies,  c.  Ix  329 

Duties,  Ix  c.  442;  Ixiii  1155;  Aneod. 

(Mr.  Roebuck)  1162  [A.  18,  N.  59,  M.  41  J, 
1175;  Amend.  (Mr.  Laboocbere)  1176  [A. 
164,  N.  245,  M.  81],  1233;  llL*  1316: 
2R.*  1385;  Rep.*  1490;  3R.*  1529;  L 
IR.*  1584  ;  2R.*  1598  ;  3R.*  Ixiv  1  ;  Rojml 
Assent,  172 

Sunday  Traffic  on  Canals,  I,  Ixiii  763 ; — Om  H^af 

roa(/i  977, 1013 

Sunderland  Magistrates,  c  Ixiii  116 ,  f.  201,  25C  i 
see  also/.  Ixii  1237 

Superannuations,  see  Stqiply 

Supply,  c.  Com.  Ix  193 ;  Ixii  713 ;  — Ckinm,  Ixnr 
1368;— Caiuu/a„  1369;  Amend.  (Mr.  WiU 
liams),[A.  21,  N.  200,  M.  179],137l ;  fiu^J- 
towft  Harbour  [r. p.  A.  19, N. 85,  M.  166].  s^. 
2nd  Div.  LA.  17, N.  178,  M.  16l], ib. ;— Av 
tish  Museum,  Ixv  86,  200  ;^PutUic  Bmiidm^ 
and  Palaces,  88  ',—  New  Houses  of' Partiamsad, 
91  ;—PentonvUle  Prison,  ib.  ;^ParkAani  Pru 
son,  93  ; — Salaries,  Parliament,  94 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Hume)  [A.  23,  N.  90,  M.  67 1,  95  ;^ 
Consuls,  97  ; — Superannuations,  181 ; — Seocf 
Service,  Amend.  (Mr.  WiUtaros)  [[A.  13,  N. 
117,  M.  104],  182 i-^Pubtic Records,  184  ;— 
Education,  185 ; — Singing  Classes,  850; — L» 
dtm  University,  198; — Registration,  199; — 
Museum  CoUectiom,  200 ; — Prince  Edmards 
Island,  201 ;—  Western  Australim,  302;^CWb- 
nial  Ecclemstical  Estabishments,  ib, ;  Aaeod. 
(Mr.  Hume),  204,  [A.  25,  N.  131,  M.  10^ 


206 1-— Education  (Jretand)  207,  [A.  94, 


613;— Co/ffdcmiaii  Coim^   t5. ;— Syrtc,  614 ; 
—Cwi/ CoiKM^eadei,  843  ;—&wlA 


851,  fA.    75,  N.  13,  M.  62],  864;— 
and  Ckbson  855  ;<— see  Appropnati 


Estimates — Navy  Estimates — Ordmnet  Etts* 
mates 

Supreme  Court  {Scotland),  c.  Leave,  Ixii  W% 
[A.  22,  N.  187,  M.  165],  1226 

Surgeons,  College  ef,  c.  Ixiv  981 

Syrrvy  mil/ &tsejKiNub,c.lR.*  1x802$  SE.* 
Ixiii884 


Nam  Reads,  c.  iR.*  Ix  881 


I 


Sutton,  Hon.  J.  H.  T.  M.  {CmiMdgt) 
Maryleboiie  Paving,  Ixi  219 
Poor-Law  Coamis&n^  Cos*  hct  M 
Public  Hootes  2R-  Ixii  893 ;  Cook  «M.  ei,  Ixii 

1091.  1093 
Turnpike  Trusts.  Lave,  Ixi  1291, 13N 

Summerton's  Edota^  tee  Pilkk^jtmtt 


Ixin 


Sydney, 
Townabend   Fserafe,  Tke^ 
Boved  for  »1,  U% 


SYM.      —        TIM.  {INDEX} 

Sfmptak^wUh  Crimituili,  L  Ixiii  1007  ;  c.  1023 

S^ia,  c.  U  299,    444,  636,  1269  i—Amaut 
IVoopi  in,  c,  hii  815 ; — Omar  Pacha,  r.  Ixiii 
480 ;  /.  1515, 1607 ;  Ixiv  750 ;— lee  Suppfy 

Taclcaiter  and  Otley  Road,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  136; 
2R.*  Ixiii  475;  Rep*  978;  SR."*  1014;  /. 
1R,»  1118;  2R,»  Ixiv  271;  Rep.*  538; 
3R.*616;  Royal  Assent,  780 

Tariff,  The,  r.  Ixi  594  i-^Errortin,  838^  1110, 
1220;  Ixii  292,  6A0 1'—AlierationM  in  the, 
1407;—/.  Ixiii  598,  677  i—Cement  Stones, 
c.  Izv  175; — sec  Cattle  —  Coali  —  Colmual 
Ciutomi-^  Fruit — 7Iffi6er 

Tax  on  Railways^  c.  Ixi  512 

Tase$  in  Foreign  Couniriei,  c,  Ixi  511 

Tw  Ferries,  c.  ^R*  Ixi  217;  2R.*  Ixiii  813; 
Rep  .•  1838 

Tea,  see  Customs^  Acts 

Temperance  Processions  {Ireland),  c.  Ixi  1 15;  Ixiii 
1424 

Tennant,  Mr.  £.  {Belfasf) 
Copyright  of  Designs,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  188 
129,  130;  2R.  Ixi  667,  687 

Testimony  Perpetuatingf  see  Perpettuting 

Texas,  e.  Ix  103,  246  ;  Ixii  1127 ;  Ixiv  787  ;-> 
Elliott,  Captain,  c.  Ixiii  12,  6Q6  i^MexicOf 
c.  Ixiii  1426, 1490 ;  ixv  964 

Thames  Haven  Dock  and  BailwaVf  c.  1R.*  Ixi 
419;  2R.*  Ixii  1054;  Rep>  Ixiii  1152; 
3R,*  1238;  /.  1R.*  1236;  2R*  Ixiv  1; 
Rep.*  538  ;  3R.*616  ;  Royal  Assent,  780 

Thesiger,  Mr.  F.  {Woodstock) 
Belfast  Election— Privilege,  Ix  531, 537, 645 
Bribery,  Prosecutions  for,  Ixiii  830 
SoQtliaoipton  Election  Committee — Mr.  Wren, 

Ixii  1058;— Mr.  MalMon,  1188,  1183,  1184, 

1195,  1258,  1383,  1324,  1327,  1333,1345, 

135J 
Soutbwark  Improvement  (No.  2),  Com.  add,  el. 

Ixii  1114 

Theiford  Election^  c.  Rep.  Ixiii  94 

Thompson,  Mr.  Alderman  {Westmoreland) 
Income-Tax,  Com.  Ixi  957 
Pablic  Houses,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiii  1103 

Thomely  Mr.  T.  {Wolverhampton) 
American  Com,  lxv84l 
Com,  Conveyance  of,  from  America,    1176, 
1371 

Importation,  Com.  el.  26,  Izi  1326 

Laws— Total  Repeal,  Ix  910 

Distress — Re-assembling  of  Parliament,  lxv455 

Tkmrston,  Jokn^  see  Ipswich  Election 

Timber,  I>utieson,L Ixi 836  ; c  1  111 ; Ixii 369 ; 
— see  Customs^  Acts 


TIM.         — 


Tun. 


Shms,  Overloading  tf,  c.  Ixi  303 ;  Com. 

moved  for,  1405;  IK.*  1406;  2R.*  Ixil 
2;  Rep.*  903,  1054;  3R.*  1176;  /.  IR.* 
1233  ;  2R.*  1357 ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1 ;  3R.*  195; 
Royal  Assent,  475 


Timkr  Tradt,  c.  Ixiii  260 

Hn,  see  Ctiitons*  Acts 

Tipperary,  Outrages  in,  c.  Ixiii  565  ;  /.  882, 
964  'ySpecial  Commission,  1513 ;  Ixiv  280 

Tithes,  Commutation  of,  c.  Leave  Ixiii  597 ;  1R.* 
ib.  i  2R.*  884  ;  Rep.*  1152  ;  3R.  1583  ;  /. 
1R.*  1584;  2R.*  Ixiv  694;  Com.*  1088; 
Rep.*  Ixv  99 :  3R.*  316 ;  Royal  Assent, 
871 ;  se^  Com  Averages 

Tobacco  Regulations,  c.  1R.*  Ixiv  550;  2R.* 
Ixv  631 ;  Rep.*  671 ;  Com.  922,  [A.  53,  N. 
9,  M.  44],  924  ;  Rep.*  978  ;  3R .*  1030;  /. 
1R*1007;  2R.*  1061  ;  Rep.*  1112;  3R.* 
1177  ;  Royal  Assent,  1214 

Torrington,  Great,  Market,  c.  iR.*  Ixi  511  j 
2R.*1027;  Rep.*  Ixii  1054;  3R.*1178; 
/.  1R*  1234 ;  2R*  Ixiii  195  ;  Rep.*  321 ; 
3R  *  422;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Townshend  Peerage,  The,  L  Ixiii  553  ;  Com. 
moved  for,  557 

loxfeth  Park  Paving  and  Sewerage,  c.  1R.*  Ixi 
419  ;  2R.*  H37  ;  Rep.*  Ixiii  813 ;  3R.  *884 ; 
L  1R*  881  }  2R.*  995 ;  Rep.*  1422 

■ (No.    2), 

e.  IR.*  Ixiii  1490 ;  2R.*  1529;  Rep.*  Ixiv 
750;  3R.*  787;  /.  iR.*  780;  2tt.*  938; 
Rep.*  1088;  3R.*  1165  ;  Royal  Assent,  Ixv 
222 

lYade,  Colonial— Customs  Duties,  see  British 
Possessions  Abroad 

Dreaiies,  see  Portugal — Texas — TWrftey 

IVta/  of  Election  Petitions,  see  Election  Peti- 
tions 

TVoiipSy  Mootmenlt  qf^  (Scotland)  c.  Ix  1356 

Trotter,  Mr.  J.  {West  Surrey) 
Bonded  Com  Bill  (No.  2),  2R  Ixv  348 
Income-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  4Ul 

Troubridge  Sir  £.  T.  {Sandwich) 
Army  Estimates,  Ixi  178 
Masters  of  Merchant  Ships,  Leave,  Izv  767 
Navy  Estimates,  Izi  801 
,  Sute  of  the,  Ixi  1063 

Thick  System,  The-^The  Manufacturers,  e.  Ixi 
47,  140,  655,  661 ;— Com.  moved  for,  Ixii 
820 ;  Amend.  849 ;— see  Wages,  Payment  of 

Tuffnell,  Mr.  H  (Dfvoi^xW) 
Election  Petition— Absence  of  a  Member,  Ixi 

758 
Ipswich  Election  Writ,  Ixv  1175 
Navy  Estimates,  Ixi  800 
Regulation  of  Buildings,  Com.  Ixv  355 

Iklloch's  Estate  (Daoidson*s),  {.  1 R.*  Ixii  1 1 1 0 ; 
2R.*  1234;  Rep.*  Ixiii  1598;  3R.*  Ixiv 
172  ;  c.  IR.*  422 ;  2R.*  635 ;  Rep.*  1289; 
3R.*  Ixv  17 ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  222 

Turkey — Commereial  Treity^  c.  he  293; — ^see 
Syrta 


TUR.        ^        VER.  {I  N 

Turner,  Mr  E.  (Truro) 
Customs' Act— The  Tariff-Cattle,  Ixiii  719  — 

Ores— Copper,  Amend.  Ixiii  766  ' 

Election  Proceedings,  Ixv  827 
Excheqiier  Bills,  Forgery  of.  Leave,  Ix  1398 
Income-Tax,  Com.  cl.  60,  Izii  1389 
Mines  and  Colleries,  Leave,  Ixiii  1359 
Poor-Lawr  Amendment,  Leave,  Ixiii  454 
Kctorm  m  the  Representation,  xlii  967 
Turnpike  Trusts.  Leave,  Ixi  1294 

Ixniit''''  The-Frauds  of  Manufacturens 

^"^^.^^^J^  Cwi/inttjina,  c.  1R.»  ixiv  1095  ; 
2R.*  1170;  Com.*  1289;  Rep*  Ixv  18 

LV  J^'J'  ^^'  *9^'  2R*  316;  Com* 
395  ;  3R.*  487;  Royal  Assent,  871 

Uii  804  ;  2r7^^.  iS'p^^js]  3R.* 

Ksi   Vo'^'l^*^*""^  >  Rep>763; 
3K  »  881 ;  Royal  Assent,  995 

• Trustty  c.  1x883,  1116:  Leave  hti 

1292  ;  IR.*  Ixii  200 

1598;  2R.*  Ixiv  172;    3R.*  938:  c    IR* 
588  ;  /.  Royal  Assent,  871 

2>nc  Fuheries,  c.  IR.*  Ixi  1027;  2R.*  Ixii 
295;  Rep.*  Ixiii  686;  3R.*  813;  /.  1R» 

^1  ;  2R.*  995;  Rep.*  1,42  ;3R.*  1236; 
Royal  Assent,  Ixiy  173 

BaUroad,  see  Stanhope 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.  {Etses) 
Com  Importation,  3R.  Ixii  34,  55 

^'^,^'"V'.J'V^i^  from  the-Bcundaty 
Qmtun,  Ixiii  564,  1585  j— CrM,iw&  sj. 
render,  c.  Ixv  322 

Unieersal  Suffrage,  I.  Ixiii  3 

F«i  Dj«»«i»' W_C3«rtom»'  D«<fe,,  f.  Leave. 
Ix  811 J    2R.«  1091 ;   3R»  lari  ;  /    iR» 

"'«.'   2R'lxi202;   Rep..  409      3R> 
418  ;  Royal  Auent,  683 

^'^nTi'lo^"?S^'^  '•  IR.*  Ixiii  963; 
2R.  1142;   3R.»  Uiv  938;  c.  1R»  970 

2R.«  1289;   Rep.' Ixv  492'i  SR.- 568-  /! 
Royal  Assent,  871  ' 


11; 


D  E  X}         VES.         —       WAR. 
Fe$trie$,  Select,  I.  IR.*  Ix  1 
Viee-Contub,  see  Siq^ 

Victoria  Park,  e.  1R.»  Ui  534;  2R.«  | 
295;  Rep.»  1373;  Uui  94  ;  3R.»1I4; 
1R».  195;  2R.»  248  ;  Rep.»  321  ;  31 
455  ;  Royal  Assent,  475 

Villiers,  Hon.  C.  P.  {WolverHamptoH) 
„™."" '"  -Anwrerto  the  Speedi,  Ix  67 

-— Uw8,  Ix  624;— Total  Repeml,  64.  1076 

Com.  moved  for,  1x1  v  ia07 
County  Courts,  Com.  Ixv  1186 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff.  Ixiii  546  ;.-att>. 
St  Res.  666, 697 ;— Iron  Bars,  762  ;-Coffiy. 

IdOO 

^i«IS",2e^'**.^'*"°^^'  ^«-  «o^  for.  ^ 
1650,  1661  ;  Ixiv  1395  ;  lzv546 

Income-Tax,  Ixii  659  ;  3R.  Jxrii  1042 

^."^f?"i]S"*  The— The  Trtick  System,  Ixi 
50,  52,  53,  C6,  149.   IB\,  661,  668,  666 

3R.  936 ;  That  the  Bill  do  naas.  1003 :  Lorib 

Amend.  Ixv  1101 
National  Petition— The  Charter.  /x«i  62 
Fublic  Meetings,  Right  to  hold,  Ixv  604 
Reform  in  the  Representation,  Ixii  954 
Slavery  in  Ceylon.  Ixv  1227 
India.  Ixv  1074 

Troc k  System— Pianda  of  Maovfrctaieji.  hii 
o64 

Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  93 


Villiers,  Mr,  F,  (Sudbury) 
Corn-lAwa— Total  Repeal,  Ix  819 

Vivian,  Hon.  Major  C.  C.  (Bodmm) 
Barracks.  Ixi  1348 
Corn  Importation,  2iL  Ixi  309 
Customs' Acts— The  Tariff,  Ixiii  400,  413;- 

CatUe.  Amend.  708.  714  ,-^-CotiDo.  l3Hi 
Mutiny— Flogging  in  the  Army,  3R.  Ixii  «3 
Ordnance  Estimates,  Ixiii  57*.  576, 580 
Warner,  Captain,  his  loventioo,  IxiU  565 


Vere,  Sir  C.  B.  (Suffolk) 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  for,  Ixiii  607 

^^L^T^'\^  ^^'*  ^*»  ^^««;  2R.*  Ixiii 
^oo* '  S^'i"-  ^^^'*  J  3R .•  Ixiv  271 ;  c.  IR  • 
422;  2R.;635  5  Rep.M289;  3R.i  kV  IT . 
I.  Royal  Asaent,  222  ' 

Verner,  Colonel  W.  (Armagh  Co.) 
Maynooth,  Gimnt  to,  Ixiv  788 

Vernon,  Mr.  G.  H.  (Ea$i  lUiford) 
Ballot.  The.  Ixiv  376  ^^^ 

Exchequer  Bills,  Forged,  Rep.  add.eL  Ixi  lS4i) 
rnoome-Tax,  Rep.  Ixii  338  ***® 

Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland).  Cora  1«  linn 
Soua«rk  i„p„^en\  (N*%,%'  'ii'^ 


Vivian,  Lord 
Com  Importation,  Com.  Ixii  746 


I 


Vivian,  Mr.  J.  E.  (7V«rv) 

^^^rj^'^'^tB^Tht  Tariff- Orel,  Cop^» 
1x111 760 

Mines  and  Collieries.  Com.  et  2,  hur  «7 
^oien,  lUgitiraium  of,  see  Reg^Urttm 

Votmg,  Right  of,  {Dublm  UmMr»Uy^,  c  Ivf 
1R.»  344;  2R.«  550;  Rep.*  9r9;  3K.' 
1009;  /.  1R«  1088;  |2R*  1240;  C«* 
Ixv  1 ;  Rep.*  99;  3R.*  166;  RopiAma^ 
871 

Wagei,  Payment  of,  c.  AppoinOoeBC  oi  C«* 
lxiii92;  Adj.  Deb.  111,319 

fRjtgulationof^naCombfor^i^ 

^"akeJUld  Election,  c.  Iiu  295, 367 


« 


WAK.        ^        WAK.        {INDEX}        WAL.        —        WAR. 


I;  a' 


z 


!3i 

■    m 

*»1 


if 


Wakefield  Road,  see  Leeds,  \R*  Ixi  419 ;  2R.* 
584;  Hep*  Ixii  367;  3R.*  472;  /.  IR.* 
2R»  572;  Rep.*  717;  SR.*  895;  Royal 
Assent,  985 

Wakley,  Mr.  T.  (fwiiwry) 
Ballot.  The,  Ixiv  416 
Borough  Magistrates,  Ixiii  167 
Bribery,  ProaecHtions  for,  Ixii  841 
Bulging  Dead  in  Towns,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  283 
Business  of  the  Houne,  Ixii  885 
Child  Murders,  Ixi  722 
Colonial  Passengeni,  Rep.  Ixiii  582 
Copyrifrht,  Leave,  Ix    192;— (Lord   Mahon), 
1429;  2R.Jxi  695  ;  Re-com.  el.  I,  1374  ;  ei. 
3,  1401,  1402;c/.15,  Ixii 890, 891 ; c/.S4, 893 
Com  Importation,  Com.  Ixi  568;  ei.  9,  1320, 
1323 ;  add.  cL  1337 ;  3R.  Ixii  46  ;  add.  el. 
72,74 

Uws,  Ix  625 ;— Total  Repeal,  785 

Coroners,  Power  of- Leave,  Ixii  493 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariflf—Fish,  Ixiii  726, 
730;— Fruit,  732.  735;— Cheese,  749;— 
Onions,  752  ;— Potatoes,  754 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  Leasing,  Com.  ei. 

1,  Ixiii  587,  593 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 
234,505;-Committee— Mr.  Walter,  Ixiv7l6 
Exchequer  Bill,  Forgery  of.  Leave,  Ix  1394  ; 

Rep.*  ei.  6,  1240 ;  add.  el.  1246 
Financial  Statement,  Ixi  486,  488 
Flanaflrban,  James,  Death  of,  Ixi  1077 
Hill  Coolies,  Ix  1362 

Inoome-Tax  on  Pensions,  Ixi  608  ;  Com.  1210  ; 
2nd  Res.  1275;  Rep.  Ixii  128, 174,453t  2R. 
1022, 1025  ;  Cora.  c/.  96;  Ixiii  237 
Ipswich,  New  Writ  moved  for,  Ixiii  845,  846 
Judicial  Resignations  (Ireland  and  Scotland), 

Ix  281, 303, 447, 637 
Kingsclere  loclosure,  3R.   Amend.  Ixii    870, 

880,883 
Lunatic  County  Asylums,  Inspection  of.  Leave, 
Ixi  803  i— Com.  ei.  1  Amend.  Ixii  886, 888, 
889,890 
Marylebone  Paving.  Ixi  217  ;  2R.  587 
Marriages,  Dissenters'  (Ireland),  3R.  Ix  1374 
— »  Leave,  Ixi  713 
National  Petition,  The  Charter,  Ixiii  ^6 
Ormesby  Inclosure,  Lords'  Amends.  9,  Ixiii  13 

Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  184, 191 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  20,  305,  479 
Petitions,  Committee  on,  Ix  127 

,  Presentation  of,  Ix  1 17 

Poor-Law  Amendment,  Leave,  Ixiii  431,  446; 

Com.  Ixiv235,  256,  581,  613 ;  el.  1,  Amend. 

652,  662,  664,   682 ;   ei.  2,  690 ;— Gilbert 

Unions,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixi  818 

Prison  Discipline,  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1301 

Public  Houses,  2R.  Ixii  893:  Com.  eLB,  Ixiii 

1089;  Af(/.c/.  1093 
Railroads,  Leave,  Ix  170, 172 

,  (Ireland^  Com.  moved  for,  Ix  1436 

Reform  in  the  Representoiion,  Ixii  943 
Seats  for  Members,  Ixii  488 
Southampton  Election  Committee— Mr.  Wr«n. 
Ixii  1064  ' 

Supply,  Com.  Ix  193, 198 
.  Truck  System,Tlie— Frauds  of  Mannfactarers. 
Ixii  845, 850  * 

Van  Diemen's  Land,  3R.  Ix  1373 
Wages,  Payment  of,  Ixiii  93 
West-Indies— Africa«-Emigntion,  Com.  moved 
for,  Ixi  1107 


WaUt,  Chtach  in,  c  Ix  730 

Walker,  Mr,  R.  (Bury) 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Ixiv  878 
Mfnes  and  Collieries,  Com.  ct.  2,  Ixiv  427 

Wall,  Mr.  B.  {Guildford) 
Newfoundland,  Ixv  1094 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.  (Greenock) 
Church  Patronge  (Scotland,  2R.  Ixiii  104 
Corehouse,  Lord,  Ixii  3,  4 
Com,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  Ixiv  1150 
Laws  —  Mr.    Christopher's    Amend.  Ix 

1142 
Counsel,  Attendance  of,  at  Committees, Ixii  314 
Customs'  Acto— The  Tariff— Cottons,  Ixiii  1377, 

1378;  3R.  Coals,  ai/</.  eL  Ixiv  721 
Dean  Forest  Ecclesiastical  Districts,  Com.  Ixiii 

1667 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

1652;  Ixiv  861, 1236,1237 
Financial  Policy,  1x1268 
Inoome-Tax,  Com.  2  Res.  Ixi  1268,1271,1281  ; 

3  Res.  1289  ;  Rep.  Ixii  236  ;  1 R.  701  ;  Com. 

1073  ;  Schedule  A.  1098 ;  Schedule  D.  1301 
Landed  Property,  Tax  on  the  Descent  of,  Com. 

moved  for,  Ixii  1155 
Paisley,  Distress  in,  Ix  177, 189, 190 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Ixii  19,  307,  476;  7  th 

Res.  487,  488      . 
Petitions,  Presentation  of,  Ix  105,  109, 119 
Poor-Law  Amendment,  Com.  Ix  iv  563 
Post-office,  Ixii  1238, 1231 
Queenborough  Corporation,  Ix  883 
Railways,  Com.  add.  el.  Ixiv  174,  193 
Reform  In  the  Representation,  Ixii  921, 981 
Silver  Standard,  A,  Ixiv  789 
Strangers  in  the  Gallery,  Ix  1011 
Supreme  Court  (Scotland),  Leave,  Ixii   1213, 

1225 
Truck  System,  The — Frauds  of  MaDU&cturers, 

Ixii  844 
West-India  Packet  Station,  Ixii  1381 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.  {Radnorshire) 
Bridiwrt  Election,  Ixiii  944, 1117 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

306,485,486 
Income-Tax,  2R.  Ixii  1013 
Kingsclere  Indosure,  3R«  add  el.  Ixii  883 

Walter,  Mr.  see  Election  Compromites 

Warbwton,  Mr.  H.  see  Bridport  Election 

Ward,  Mr.  H.  G.  {Shield) 
Ballot,  The,  Ixiv  418,  1375 
Colonial  Land,  Sale  of.  Leave,  Ix  87 
Consular  Establishment,  Ixi  278 
Com,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  Ixiv  1 145 
Importation,  3R.  Ixii  37 ;  Com.  Amend. 

Ixi  520 
Laws— Ministerial    Plan,   Ix   476,  578 ; 

Rep. ;— Mr.  E.  Buller's  Amend.  Ix  1366 
Customs'  Acts— The  Tariff-Cattle,  1st  Res. 

Ixiii  668, 693 ;— Fish,  738 ;— Butter,  743  ;— 

Cheese,  750 ;— Leather,  1364 
Distress  of  the  Country,  Com.  moved  for,  Ixiii 

1648 ;  Ixiv  888 ;— Re-assembling  of  Pariia- 

ment,  Ixv  413 
Election  Compromises,  Com.  moved  for,  liili 

333, 375, 498,  Ixv  798 


